
Next regularly scheduled CTC Meeting is on January 29, 2014 in Sacramento (Subject to change) 
 

ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA 
 

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

 
December 11, 2013 

Riverside, California 
 
 
 Wednesday, December 11, 2013 
 

10:30 AM State Route 91 Ground Breaking 
250 East Blaine Street 
Corona, CA 
 

1:30 PM Commission Meeting 
Riverside County Administration Building 
Supervisors’ Chambers 
4080 Lemon Street 
Riverside, CA 
 

5:30 PM Reception 
The Mission Inn Hotel  
Music Room 
3649 Mission Inn Avenue 
Riverside, CA 
 

7:30 PM Commissioners’ Dinner 
Mario’s Place 
3646 Mission Inn Ave 
Riverside, CA 

 
NOTICE:  Times identified on the following agenda are estimates only. The Commission has the discretion to take up agenda items out of sequence and 
on either day of the two-day meeting, except for those agenda items bearing the notation “TIMED ITEM.” TIMED ITEMS which may not be heard prior to 
the Time scheduled but may be heard at, or 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 
 
Questions or inquiries about this meeting may be directed to the Commission staff at (916) 654-4245, 1120 N Street (MS-52), Sacramento, CA  95814.  
If any special accommodations are needed for persons with disabilities, please contact Deborah McKee at (916) 654-4245.  Requests for special ac-
commodations should be made as soon as possible but at least five days prior to the scheduled meeting. 
 
Persons attending the meeting who wish to address the California Transportation Commission on a subject to be considered at this meeting are asked to 
complete a Speaker Request Card and give it to the Executive Assistant prior to the discussion of the item.  If you would like to present handouts/written 
material to the California Transportation Commission at the meeting, please provide a minimum of 25 copies labeled with the agenda item number.  
 
*  “A” denotes an “Action” item; “I” denotes an “Information” item; “C” denotes a “Commission” item; “D” denotes a “Department” item; “F” denotes a “U.S. 
Department of Transportation” item; “R” denotes a Regional Agency item; and “T” denotes a California Transportation Agency (CalSTA) item. 
 
FREQUENTLY USED TERMS:  California Transportation Commission (Commission or CTC), California Department of Transportation (Department or 
Caltrans), Regional Improvement Program (RIP), Interregional Improvement Program (IIP), State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), State 
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), Public Transportation Account (PTA), Clean Air and 
Transportation Improvement Act of 1990 (Proposition 116), High Speed Passenger Train Bond Program (Proposition 1A), Highway Safety, Traffic Re-
duction, 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) 
  

http://www.catc.ca.gov/
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1:30 PM GENERAL BUSINESS 
1 Roll Call 1.1 James Ghielmetti I C 
 POLICY MATTERS 
2 Hearing on the California Transportation Commission Conflict of 

Interest Amendment 
4.13 Susan Bransen I C 

3 Conflict of Interest Amendment Approval 4.14 Susan Bransen A C 
 Resolutions of Necessity – Appearances 
4 
8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--Makram A. Hanna and Maureen T. Hanna 
11-SD-11-PM 1.52 
Resolution C-21102 

2.4a.(5) Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

5 
8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--San Diego County Water Authority 
11-SD-76-PM 16.4 
Resolution C-21134 

2.4a.(6) Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

6 
8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--Larry Eckrote and Adele Eckrote 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.95 
Resolution C-21125 
 

--Jeffery Todd Grange 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.92 
Resolution C-21126 
 

--Sean S. Lee and Iris S. Lee 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.84 
Resolution C-21127 
 

--The Damron Family Trust Dated January 11, 2002 
 08-SBd-215-PM 16.45 
Resolution C-21128 
 

--Robert W. Bird and Shelley L. Bird 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.41 
Resolution C-21129 

2.4a.(1) Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

7 
8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--Henry Olivier and Ileana Viscal-Olivier 
08-SBd-215-PM 17.06 
Resolution C-21130 

2.4a.(2) Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

8 
8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--San Bernardino Hotel, LLC 
08-SBd-215-PM R14.75 
Resolution C-21131 
 

-- San Bernardino Development, LLC 
08-SBd-215-PM R14.89 
Resolution C-21132 

2.4a.(3) Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

9 
8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--Timothy A. Sigman, Sr., Co-Trustee, etc., et al. 
08-SBd-15-PM R13.88 
Resolution C-21133 

2.4a.(4) Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

10 Approval of Minutes for October 8, 2013 1.2 James Ghielmetti A C 
11 Executive Director’s Report 1.3 Andre Boutros A C 
12 Commission Reports 1.4 James Ghielmetti A C 
13 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 1.5 James Ghielmetti A C 
 CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY REPORT 
14 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Undersecretary 1.6 Brian Kelly I T 
 CALTRANS REPORT 
15 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director 1.7 Malcolm Dougherty I D 
 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REPORT 
16 Report by FHWA California Division Administrator 1.11 Vincent Mammano I R 
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 LOCAL REPORTS 
17 Welcome to the Region 1.12 Anne Mayer 

Tom Kirk 
I R 

18 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 1.8 Adriann Cardoso I R 
19 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 1.9 Sharon Scherzinger I R 
20 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Andy Chesley I R 
 POLICY MATTERS 
21 Update on State Route 710 North Study 4.9 Carrie Bowen 

Doug Failing 
I D/

R 
22 California Transportation Infrastructure Priorities 4.3 Brian Kelly I T 
23 Buy America Update 4.16 Brent Green I D 
24 Active Transportation Program Update 4.15 Mitchell Weiss I C 
25 Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate 

Resolution G-13-17 
4.4 Mitchell Weiss 

Athena Gliddon 
A C/

D 
 INFORMATION CALENDAR Stephen Maller 
26 Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated Authority  

-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1)):  $15,870,00 for 10 
projects.   

-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5f.(3)):  $386,000 for one 
project. 

   -- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5f.(4)):  $3,190,000 for four District 
minor projects. 

2.5f.  I D 

27 Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by 
Department Action 

3.1  I D 

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

3.2a  I D 

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

3.2b  I D 

30 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  I C 

31 Notification of AB 1012 “Use It or Lose It” Provision for FFY 2012 
Unobligated CMAQ and RSTP Funds 

3.5  I D 

32 First Quarter FY 2013-14 – Finance Report 3.7  I D 
33 First Quarter FY 2013-14 – Rail Operations Report 3.8  I D 
34 Proposition 1B – Quarterly Reports 

--Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (3.9a.) 
--Route 99 Corridor (3.9b.) 
--Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program (3.9c.) 
--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.) 

3.9  I D 

35 First Quarter FY 2013-14 – Project Delivery Report 3.10  I D 
36 Quarterly Report – Local Assistance Lump Sum Allocation for the 

period ending September 30, 2013 
3.11  I D 

37 Report on Investments to State Highway System by Outside 
Funding Sources 

4.8  I D 
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 CONSENT CALENDAR Stephen Maller  
38 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 Corridor 

Bond Program allocation for construction by $392,000, from 
$1,500,000 to $1,108,000, from the State Route 99/Elkhorn  
Boulevard Improvements project (PPNO 6917) in Sacramento  
County, and revise the project funding plan. 
Resolution R99-AA-1314-02,  
Amending Resolution R99-A-1213-06 
Resolution R99-PA-1314-03,  
Amending Resolution R99-P-1213-08 

2.1c.(2)/ 
2.5g.(2) 

 A D 

39 Submittal of Notice of Preparations for Comments: 
 

04- Alameda County  
Creation of a 170 acre park to provide bicycle/pedestrian trail  
connections, recreational opportunities, and Bay access at the east 
touchdown of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge in the City of 
Oakland. 
(NOP) 

2.2a.(1)  A C 

40 Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding and/or 
Route Adoption:  
 

02-Sis-96, PM 56.0 
Fort Goff Creek Fish Passage Project 
Replace culvert with new bridge on SR-96 in Siskiyou County 
(MND) (EA 4E6300)  (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-13-81 
 

04-Son-116, PM 13.6/13.9 
Pocket Canyon Creek Retaining Wall Project 
Roadway improvements and damage repair on SR-116 in Sonoma 
County. 
(MND) (PPNO 0816K)  (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-13-82 
 

05-SLO-101, PM 63.2/R69.3, 
05-Mon-101, PM R0.0/1.9 
North Paso Robles 101 Rehabilitation Project 
Roadway improvements along a portion of U.S. 101 in San Luis 
Obispo and Monterey Counties. 
(MND) (PPNO 0040B)  (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-13-83 
 

08-SBd-138, PM 0.0/R15.2, 07-LA-138, PM 69.3/74.9    
State Route 138 Widening Project 
Widen a portion of SR 138 from two lanes to four lanes in San 
Bernardino and Los Angeles Counties. 
(MND) (PPNO 0239D)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-13-84 
 

08-Riv-10, PM 51.7/R53.1 
Interstate 10/Jefferson Street Interchange Improvement Project 
Roadway improvements to an existing interchange on I-10 in 
Riverside County. 
(MND) (PPNO 0053A)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-13-85 

2.2c.(1)  A D 
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41 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 
 
06-Ker-Rail 
BSNF/UPRR Mojave Subdivision Tehachapi Rail Improvement 
Project 
Add second tracks along two segments of the existing BNSF/UPRR 
tracks in Kern County. 
(FEIR)  (PPNO TC06)  (TCIF) 
Resolution E-13-86 
(Related Item under Tab 66.) 

2.2c.(2)  A D 

42 A Route Adoption as a freeway at 
-- 04-Sol-680-PM 11.2/13.1 
Route 680 from Red Top Road to Route 80, in the county of Solano. 
Resolution HRA 13-03 

2.3a.  A D 

43 Five Relinquishment Resolutions – 
 
-- 05-SB-225-PM 0.05/R4.55 
Right of way on Route 225 on Las Positas Road, Cliff Drive, and 
Castillo Street, in the city of Santa Barbara. 
Resolution R-3883   
(Related Item under Tab 47.)  
 
-- 07-LA-405-PM 27.0/27.1 
Right of way adjacent to Route 405 and 101 between Sawtelle  
Boulevard and Barman Avenue, in the city of Culver City. 
Resolution R-3889  
 
-- 10-Cal-4-PM R14.7 
Right of way along Route 4 on Pool Station Road, in the county of 
Calaveras. 
Resolution R-3890 
 
-- 11-SD-905-PM R8.8/R11.0 
Right of way along Route 905 between Britannia Boulevard and  
Airway Road, in the city of San Diego. 
Resolution R-3891 
 
-- 11-SD-905-PM 8.2/R8.8 
Right of way along Route 905 between Cactus Road and Britannia 
Boulevard, in the city of San Diego. 
Resolution R-3892 

2.3c.  A D 

44 One Vacation Resolution –  
-- 10-Cal-4-PM R14.5/R14.7 
Right of way along Route 4 at Pool Station Road, in the county of 
Calaveras. 
Resolution A-893 

2.3d.  A D 

45 
8 Ayes 

28 Resolutions of Necessity 
--Resolutions C-21136 through C-21163  

2.4b.  A D 

46 Director’s Deeds 
--Items 1 through 31 
Excess Lands – Return to State:  $4,844,548 
Return to Others:  $0 

2.4d.  A D 

47 Financial Allocation: $1,081,000 for two District Minor projects. 
Resolution FP-13-25 
(Related Item under Tab 43.)  

2.5a.  A D 
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48 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the Proposition 1B 
TCIF/SHOPP allocation for construction by $10,112,000, from 
$41,750,000 to $31,638,000, for TCIF Project 5 (I-580 Eastbound 
Truck Climbing Lane project (PPNO 0104) in Alameda County. 
Resolution FP-13-27, Amending Resolution FP-13-15 
Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-05,  
Amending ResoltuionTCIF-AA-1314-03 

2.5b.(5) Stephen Maller 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

49 Financial Allocation Amendment: Revise the allocation amount by 
$173,529, from $447,268 to $273,739, for the Proposition 1B TLSP 
Interstate 805 Corridor project in San Diego County. 
Resolution TLS1B-AA-1314-01,  
Amending Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003 

2.5g.(7b)  A D 

50 Financial Allocation Amendment: Rescind the de-allocation amount 
of $1,681 from the Proposition 1B TLSP project in the city of Rancho 
Cordova. 
Resolution TLS1B-AA-1314-02, 
Amending Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005  

2.5g.(7c)  A D 

51 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1  A C 
 END OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 PROJECT BUSINESS MATTERS 

52 LACMTA Request to Retain Proceeds from the Sale of Excess 
Property Purchased with Proposition 108 Funds 
Resolution G-13-16, Amending Resolution BFP-91-18 and Fund 
Transfer Agreement (FTA) 75S837 

4.5 Juan Guzman A C 

53 Proposition 1B Intercity Rail Improvement Program Amendment 
Resolution ICR1B-P-1314-02, Amending Resolution ICR1B-P-1314-
01 

4.6 Juan Guzman 
Bill Bronte 

A D 

 TCRP Amendment for Action 
54 The Contra Costa Transportation Authority and the Department  

propose to amend TCRP Project 16.2 (Route 4 Widening – 
Loveridge to Somersville) to reprogram and re-allocate $311,000 
from Right of Way to Construction Support, and also re-allocate 
$310,000 previously allocated Right of Way funds. 
Resolution TAA-13-02, Amending Resolution TAA-09-07 
Resolution TFP-13-04, Amending Resolution TFP-09-09 

2.1a./ 
2.6e. 

Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

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

55 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding and a New 
Public Road Connection: 
 
06-Fre-99, PM 28.8/30.11              
Veterans Boulevard/State Route 99 Interchange Project/Veterans 
Boulevard Grade Separation Project 
Roadway improvements including a new interchange on SR 99 in 
Fresno County.   (FEIR) (EA 0H360)  (Local) 
Resolution E-13-87 
(Related Item under Tab 56.)  

2.2c.(3) Laura Pennebaker 
Katrina Pierce 

A D 

 New Public Road Connections 
56 -- New Public Road Connection to State Route 99 at Veterans 

Boulevard, in the city of Fresno. 
06-Fre-99-PM 29.5 
Resolution S-758 
(Related Item under Tab 55.)  

2.3b.  A D 

 Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects 
57 Financial Allocation:  $67,165,000 for 14 SHOPP projects, 

programmed, as follows: 
--$61,723,000 for 12 SHOPP projects.  
--$5,442,000 for two projects amended into the SHOPP by  

Departmental action.  
Resolution FP-13-26 

2.5b.(1) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 
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58 Financial Allocation: $170,000 for the Federally Earmarked Fort Goff 
Creek Culvert project near Seiad Valley (EA 4E6304) in Siskiyou County.  
Resolution FP-13-28 

2.5b.(3) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for STIP Projects  
59 Financial Allocation: $34,599,000 for two State administered STIP 

projects on the State Highway System.  Contributions from other 
sources: $41,377,000. 
Resolution FP-13-29 

2.5c.(1a) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

60 Financial Allocation: $1,182,000 for the State administered STIP TE 
LA-5 Vine Planting Corridor Enhancement project (PPNO 4331) in 
Los Angeles County, on the State Highway System. 
Resolution FP-13-30 

2.5c.(1b) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

61 Financial Allocation: $20,000,000 for the locally administered STIP 
Golden Gate Movable Median Barrier project (PPNO 2014U) in San 
Francisco County, on the State Highway System. Contributions 
from other sources: $6,500,000. 
Resolution FP-13-31 

2.5c.(2) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

62 Financial Allocations: $4,863,000 for nine locally administered STIP 
projects off the State Highway System, as follows: 
--$1,058,000 for three STIP projects. 
--$3,459,000 for four STIP Transportation Enhancement projects. 
--$346,000 for two STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 

projects.  
Contributions from other sources: $565,540. 
Resolution FP-13-32 

2.5c.(3a) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Advance Financial Allocations for STIP TE Projects  
63 Advance Financial Allocation:  $641,000 for the locally administered 

Las Tunas Drive Streetscape Enhancements STIP TE project, off 
the State Highway System, in Los Angeles County, programmed in 
FY 14-15.  Contributions from other sources:  $399,000 
Resolution FP-13-__ 

2.5c.(4) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B LBSRA Projects  
64 Financial Allocation: $11,201,406 for Proposition 1B Local Bridge 

Seismic Retrofit Program Bond Lump Sum for Fiscal Year 2013-14 
Resolution LSB1B-A-1314-01 

2.5g.(4) Stephen Maller 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Projects  
65 Financial Allocation: $4,361,000 for the locally administered TCIF 

Project 97-Feather River Boulevard / SR70 Interchange (PPNO 
0363D) project, in Yuba County, on the State Highway System.  
Contributions from other sources: $12,139,000.  
Resolution TCIF-A-1314-09 

2.5g.(5a) Stephen Maller 
Rachel Falsetti  
 

A D 

66 Financial Allocation: $12,270,000 for the state administered TCIF 
Project 6 –Tehachapi Trade Corridor Rail Improvement (PPNO 
TC06) project, in Kern County. Contributions from other sources: 
$12,270,000.  
Resolution TCIF-A-1314-10 
(Related Item under Tab 41) 

2.5g.(5b) Stephen Maller 
Bill Bronte 
 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TLSP Projects  
67 Financial Allocation:  $6,515,500 for the ATCS –Santa Monica 

Freeway Corridor-Phase 2 TLSP project, in the city of Los Angeles. 
Resolution TLS1B-A-1314-02 

2.5g.(7a) Teresa Favila 
Dennis Agar 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B HRCSA Projects 
68 Financial Allocation: $1,325,000 for the locally administered  

Branford Street Grade Crossing Improvement HRCSA project, Los 
Angeles County.  Contributions from other sources: $1,723,000.  
Resolution GS1B-A-1314-02 

2.5g.(9) Teresa Favila 
Bill Bronte 

A D 
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 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B Intercity Rail (ICR) Improvement Projects  
69 Financial Allocation: $10,500,000 for two State administered RAIL 

projects. 
Resolution ICR1B-A-1314-01 

2.5g.(8) Juan Guzman 
Bill Bronte 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for STIP Transit Projects  
70 Financial Allocation: $300,000 for the locally administered  

Purchase Two Transit Vehicles (PPNO 2436) Transit project, in 
Lassen County. 
Resolution MFP-13-04 

2.6a.(1) Juan Guzman 
Jane Perez 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for STIP Rail Projects  
71 Financial Allocation: $6,600,000 for a State administered Northern 

California Maintenance Facilities (PPNO 2095) Rail project, in  
various counties.   
Resolution MFP-13-05 

2.6a.(2) Juan Guzman 
Bill Bronte 

A D 

 Fourth Quarter CMAQ and RSTP Report 
72 Fourth Quarter – Balance Report and AB 1012 “Use It or Lose It”  

Provision for FFY 2011 Unobligated CMAQ and RSTP Funds 
3.12  I D 

73 Request for Waiver of AB 1012 “Use it or Lose it” Provisions for FFY 
2011 Unobligated CMAQ funds for $417,454 for the Madera County 
Transportation Commission. 
Waiver 13-61 

2.8f.(1) Laurel Janssen 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

74 Request for Waiver of AB 1012 “Use it or Lose it” Provisions for FFY 
2011 Unobligated CMAQ funds for $232,430 for the Mariposa 
County Local Transportation Commission. 
Waiver 13-62 

2.8f.(2) Laurel Janssen 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

 Time Extension Requests per CTC Resolution G-06-08, Resolution G-06-20, STIP Guidelines, Section 65 
– Timely Use of Funds / Proposition 116 Waiver Requests / Miscellaneous Requests 

 Request to Extend the Period of Contract Award 
75 Request to extend the period of contract award for ten locally-

administered STIP projects, off the State Highway System, totaling 
$16,533,000 per Resolution G-06-08. 
Waiver 13-52 

2.8b.(1) Juan Guzman 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

76 Request to extend the period of contract award for eight locally 
administered SLPP projects, off the State Highway System, totaling 
$4,640,000 per SLPP Guidelines. 
Waiver 13-53 

2.8b.(2) Juan Guzman 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

77 Request to extend the period of contract award for the East Fork 
Road over North Fork San Gabriel River Local Bridge Seismic 
Retrofit project in Placer County, for $229,819, per LBSRA 
Guidelines.  
Waiver 13-54 

2.8b.(3) Juan Guzman 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

78 Request to extend the period of contract award for the Downtown 
San Bernardino Passenger Rail project in San Bernardino County, 
per SLPP Guidelines. 
Waiver 13-55 

2.8b.(4) Juan Guzman 
Jane Perez 

A D 

79 Request to extend the period of contract award for six SHOPP 
projects for $4,650,000 and one multi-funded SHOPP/SLPP project 
for $16,423,000, per Resolution G-06-08. 
Waiver 13-56 

2.8b.(5) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

80 Request to extend the period of contract award for one locally 
administered Proposition 1B SLPP project on the State Highway 
system to improve I-15/Base Line Road intersection in San 
Bernardino County for $1,000,000, per Resolution G-06-08. 
Waiver 13-57 

2.8b.(6) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

81 Request to extend the period of contract award for the locally 
administered Woodlake Downtown Improvement STIP TE project 
for $1,000,000 in Tulare County, per Resolution G-06-08. 
Waiver 13-58 

2.8b.(7) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 
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82 Request to extend the period of contract award for one state 
administered STIP project on the State Highway system for the 
Willits Bypass mitigation project on Highway 101 in Mendocino 
County for $26,290,000, per Resolution G-06-08. 
Waiver 13-63 

2.8b.(8) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Request to Extend the Period of Project Completion 
83 Request to extend the period of project completion for the Auburn-

Foresthill Road and North Fork American River Local Bridge 
Seismic Retrofit project in Placer County, for $5,575,223, per 
LBSRP Guidelines.  
Waiver 13-59 

2.8c.(1) Juan Guzman 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

84 Request to extend the period of project completion for the Inyo 
County Replacement Buses for Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
project, per STIP Guidelines. 
Waiver 13-60 

2.8c.(2) Juan Guzman 
Jane Perez 

A D 

 OTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT 
5:00 PM Adjourn 
 

 

Highway Financial Matters 
 
$ 68,246,000 Total SHOPP/Minor Requested for Allocation 
$ 170,000 Total Federal Earmark Requested for Allocation 
$ 60,644,000 Total STIP Requested for Allocation 
$ 641,000 Total Advance STIP Requested for Allocation 
$ 34,972,681 Total Proposition 1B Bond Requested for Allocation 
$ 11,201,406 Total Proposition 1B Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program Bond Lump Sum Requested 
$ 175,875,087 Sub-Total Project Funds Requested for Allocation 
 
$ 19,446,000 Delegated Allocations  
$ 195,321,087 Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations 
 
$ 141,666,540 Contributions from Other Sources  
$   336,987,627  Total Value 
 
Total Jobs Created: 6,066 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced) 
 
($      565,529) Total Proposition 1B Bond Requested for De-Allocation 
($ 10,112,000) Total Proposition 1B Bond SHOPP/TCIF Requested for De-Allocation 
 

 

 

Mass Transportation Financial Matters 
 
$ 6,900,000 Total STIP Rail/Transit Requested for Allocation 
$ 6,900,000 Total State Allocations 
 
Total Jobs Created: 126 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced) 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

 
 

Program 
Project ID 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5a. Minor Projects Resolution FP-13-25 
1 

$819,000 
 

Santa Barbara 
05-SB-225 

0.0/4.6 

 
In the city of Santa Barbara.  Outcome/Output:   
Relinquish a portion of Route 225 from postmiles 0.0 to 4.6 
between Routes 225 and 101. 
 
(Financial Contribution Only to the City of Santa Barbara).  
 
(This is a substitute project for EA 05-1C1904) 

 
SHOPP 

0513000039 
0Q7004 

 

 
2013-14 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.160 

 
 

$819,000  
  
 
 

2 
$262,000 

 
Riverside 
08-Riv-74 
22.6/23.5 

 
Near the city of Perris.  Outcome/Output:  Install traffic signal, 
lighting, loop detectors, flashing beacons and control system 
at the intersection of Route 74 and Theda Street to reduce 
undue delay and the number and severity of broadside 
collisions.                                 
 
(This is a substitute project for EA 08-0P4904) 

 
SHOPP 

0812000031 
0R1904 

 

 
2013-14 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.310 

 
 

$262,000  
  
 
 

 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-13-26 

1 
$1,985,000 

 
Mendocino 
01-Men-1 
40.1/40.9 

 
Near Albion, from 0.1 mile south to 0.6 mile north of Navarro 
River Bridge; also on Route 128, from 0.0 mile to 0.2 mile 
east of Navarro River Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  Construct 
metal beam guard railing to reduce the number and severity 
of collisions by eliminating run-off-the-road collisions. 

 
01-4492 

SHOPP/13-14 
$2,500,000 
0100020097 

4 
484704 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.015 

 
 

$40,000 
 

$1,945,000 

2 
$350,000 

 
Trinity 

02-Tri-299 
48.3 

 
Near Douglas City, at 0.3 mile west of Glennison Gap Road; 
also at 0.9 mile east of Glennison Gap Road (PM 49.5).  
Outcome/Output:  Stabilize eroded slope, install rock slope 
protection (RSP) and improve drainage system damaged by 
heavy rainstorm. 

 
02-3470 

SHOPP/13-14 
$350,000 

0212000002 
4 

4E6104 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
 

$40,000 
 

$310,000 

3 
$8,600,000 

 
Trinity 

02-Tri-299 
53.5/64.0 

 

 
In and near Weaverville, from 0.1 mile east of Industrial 
Parkway to 0.2 mile east of Old Highway.  Outcome/Outputs:  
Rehabilitate 25.0 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride 
quality, prevent further deterioration of the road surface, 
minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 
service life. 
 

 
02-3463 

SHOPP/13-14 
$9,410,000 
0200020282 

4 
4E4104 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$172,000 
 

$8,428,000 
 
 

4 
$526,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04-SCl-17 

1.9/5.8 

 
Near Lexington Hills, from Old Santa Cruz Highway to Los 
Gatos at various locations.  Outcome/Output:  Repair slope 
and drainage at four locations to prevent further erosion. 

 
04-0392B 

SHOPP/13-14 
$2,009,000 
0400001036 

4 
3S8304 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
 

$60,000 
 

$466,000 

5 
$4,899,000 

 
Kings 

06-Kin-198 
R14.7/R17.9 

 
In Hanford, from 14th Avenue to 11th Avenue.  
Outcome/Output: Construct cold in-place recycle (CIR) 
asphalt concrete pavement and overlay with hot mix asphalt 
(HMA) concrete to improve ride quality and extend pavement 
service life along 12.8 highway lane miles. 
 

 
06-6592 

SHOPP/13-14 
$7,542,000 
0612000100 

4 
0P1604 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$98,000 
 

$4,801,000 

6 
$260,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-2 
3.6/4.1 

 
Near Wrightwood, from 0.7 mile east of Greysand Creek 
to 0.1 mile west of Desert Front Road.  Outcome/Output:  
Modify levee and place riprap to protect route and 
downstream properties during high flow storm events. 
 

 
08-0127H 

SHOPP/13-14 
$260,000 

0800020418 
4 

0Q6004 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
 

$30,000 
 

$230,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-13-26 

7 
$12,502,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-38 
15.0/49.5 

 
Near Angelus Oaks and Big Bear Lake, from Valley of the 
Falls Drive to the north junction of Route 18.  
Outcome/Output:  Grind and overlay approximately 69 
lane miles of roadway to extend pavement service life and 
improve ride quality. 

 
08-0204J 

SHOPP/13-14 
$13,155,000 
0800000218 

4 
0G6204 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$114,000 
 

$12,388,000 

8 
$21,932,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-40 
R73.0/R89.0 

 
Near Ludlow, from 1.5 miles east of Old Dad Wash to 1.5 
miles west of Fortress Wash.  Outcome/Output:  Grind and 
overlay approximately 64 lane miles of roadway to extend 
pavement service life and improve ride quality. 
 

 
08-0210J 

SHOPP/13-14 
$23,218,000 
0800000338 

4 
0K2804 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$439,000 
 

$21,493,000 

9 
$1,212,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-247 
1.8/9.6 

 
In and near Yucca Valley, from El Cortez Road to 0.1 mile 
north of Napa Street.  Outcome/Output:  Construct standard 
paved shoulders to reduce the number and severity of 
collisions. 
 
Additional contributions: $8,000,000 Office of Traffic Safety 
(OTS) federal grant. 

 
08-0253E 

SHOPP/13-14 
$8,800,000 
0800000146 

4 
0F6604 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.015 

 
 

$119,000 
 

$1,093,000 

10 
$3,985,000 

 
Mono 

09-Mno-395 
R6.9/R10.3 

 
Near Tom’s Place, from 2.4 miles south to 0.6 mile north of 
Lower Rock Creek Road.  Outcome/Output:  Construct cold 
in-place recycle (CIR) asphalt concrete pavement from edge 
of travel way (ETW) to ETW and overlay with hot mix asphalt 
(HMA) concrete to extend pavement service life and reduce 
the frequency of maintenance along 16 highway lane miles. 
 

 
09-0608 

SHOPP/13-14 
$3,466,000 
0912000006 

4 
353104 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$80,000 
 

$3,905,000 

11 
$5,027,000 

 
Merced 

10-Mer-165 
26.7/30.0 

 
Near Stevinson, from Route 140, to 0.1 mile south of 
Westside Boulevard.  Outcome/Output:  Upgrade roadway to 
meet current design standards including shoulder widening, 
relocation of utility poles, roadway slope correction, and 
pavement repairs in order to improve highway safety and 
extend pavement service life along 6.6 highway lane miles. 

 
10-5917A 

SHOPP/13-14 
$5,027,000 
1000000407 

4 
381514 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
 

$101,000 
 

$4,926,000 

12 
$445,000 

 
San Diego 
11-SD-15 

R54.0 

 
Near Rainbow, at the southbound Rainbow Truck Inspection 
Facility.  Outcome/Output:  Install standby generator, repair 
septic line, upgrade security camera system, and reconstruct 
storage/office space. 

 
11-0853 

SHOPP/13-14 
$445,000 

1100000277 
4 

275604 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.321 

 
 

$445,000 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-13-26 

13 
$1,710,000 

 
Sonoma 
04-Son-1 

29.9 
 

 
Near Timber Cove, 2.0 miles south of Fort Ross State Historic 
Park.  Outcome/Output: Replace existing corrugated metal 
pipe (CMP), install rock slope protection (RSP) and construct 
headwalls and wing walls to prevent flooding and extensive 
scouring and erosion at the drainage inlet. 

 
04-0755Q 

SHOPP/13-14 
$1,710,000 

0412000168 
4 

3G7404 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.131 

 
 

$34,000 
 

$1,676,000 
 
 

14 
$3,732,000 

 
Santa Cruz 
05-Scr-17 
9.4/10.1 

 

 
Near Scotts Valley, from north of Glenwood Cutoff to south of 
Glenwood Drive.  Outcome/Output:  Construct retaining wall, 
widen shoulder, and install guardrail to reduce the severity of 
Run-Off-Road type collisions and decrease the frequency of 
roadway maintenance and traffic delays along 0.7 centerline 
mile.  

 
05-2361 

SHOPP/13-14 
$3,558,000 

0512000077 
4 

1C1804 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.010 

 
 

$75,000 
 

$3,657,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

 
 

Program 
Project ID 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

 2.5b.(3) State Administered Federal Earmarked Project Resolution FP-13-28 
1 

$170,000 
 

Siskiyou 
02-Sis-96 

56 

 
In Siskiyou County near Seiad Valley at 3.5 miles east of 
Thompson Creek Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  This project will 
improve fish passage on Fort Goff Creek by replacing the 
existing 15-foor diameter by 65-foot long structural steel plate 
culvert with a 60-foot long bridge.  The roadway will be 
widened, allowing for 12-foot lanes and 4 foot shoulders.  The 
project will also correct the superelevation and slightly realign 
the roadway approaches to meet current design standards. 

 
SHRP2 

0212000010 
4E6304 

 

 
2012-13 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.400.300 

 
 

$170,000 
 
 
 

 
Project # 
Allocation 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(5) Allocation Amendment – Multi-Funded Projects funded with SHOPP and Resolution FP-13-27, 
 Proposition 1B TCIF Amending Resolution FP-13-15 
  Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-05, 
  Amending Resolution  TCIF-AA-1314-03 

1 
$41,750,000 
$31,638,000 

 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-580 
4.7/8.2 

 
I-580 Eastbound Truck Climbing  Lane.  In Livermore, from 
North Flynn Road to Greenville Road.  Outcome/Output:  
Construct truck climbing lane and rehabilitate pavement to 
enhance the movement of goods, improve freeway safety 
and operations, and to relieve traffic congestion.  (TCIF 
Project 5) 
 
(Construction support funded by SHOPP/TCIF is $5,530,000; 
for a total of $37,168,000 in SHOPP/TCIF) 
 
Amend Resolution FP-13-15 and TCIF-AA-1314-03 to de-
allocate an additional $10,112,000 in SHOPP/TCIF 
CONST. 

 
04-0104 

SHOPP/10-11 
$63,000,000 
0400020643 

4 
4A07U4 

 
2009-10 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.310 

 
 

$835,000 
$633,000 

 
$40,915,000 
$31,005,000 

 
  

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Support Expenditures 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

 2.5c.(1a) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-13-29 
1 

$19,000,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

MTC 
San Mateo 
04-SM-101 
16.3/17.06 

 
US 101 Broadway Interchange Reconstruction.  In the city of 
Burlingame. Replace Broadway overcrossing.    
 
Final Project Development: N/A 
Final Right of Way: N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-68; 
October, 2011.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $41,377,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct Broadway Interchange 
overcrossing, on-off ramps, and ramp metering equipment. 

 
04-0702A 
RIP/13-14 
CON ENG 

0 
$8,000,000 

CONST 
$19,000,000 
$11,000,000 
0400000684 

4 
235844 

 
001-0042 

SHA 
001-0890 

FTF 
 

2012-13 
301-0042 

SHA 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
$918,000 

 
$7,082,000 

 
 
 

$ 1,262,000 
 

$9,738,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Support Expenditures 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

 2.5c.(1a) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-13-29 
2 

$15,599,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

Kings CAG 
Kings 

06-Kin-198 
R16.5/R17.2 

 
 
 
 

 
12th Avenue Interchange on SR 198.  In Hanford at 12th 
Avenue.  Reconstruct interchange. 
 
Final Project Development 

Support Estimate: $5,124,000 
Programmed Amount: $3,715,000 
Adjustment: $1,409,000 (Debit) 
 

Final Right of Way 
Right of Way Estimate: $2,535,000 
Programmed Amount: $1,608,000 
Adjustment:                            $927,000    (Debit) 
 

A follow-up landscaping project (PPNO 4348Y) will be split 
off as follows, funded from Kings County regional shares: 
 

PS&E $ 123,000 FY 2014-15 
RW Support $ 4,000 FY 2014-15 
Const Support $ 276,000 FY 2016-17 
Const $ 1,100,000 FY 2016-17 
Total $ 1,503,000 

  
(Additional $1,064,000 for CON ENG to come from Kings 
County regional shares.  CONST savings of $3,235,000 
$1,732,000 to return to Kings County regional shares.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-10-22; 
April 2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct interchange to increase 
capacity, reduce congestion, and improve safety. 

 
06-4348 

RIP/13-14 
CON ENG 
$2,279,000 
$3,343,000 

CONST 
$15,491,000 
$12,256,000 
0600000488 

4 
487504 

 
001-0042 

SHA 
001-0890 

FTF 
 

2012-13 
301-0042 

SHA 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
$67,000 

 
$3,276,000 

 
 
 

$245,000 
 

$12,011,000 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Support Expenditures 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

 2.5c.(1b) State Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-13-30 
1 

$1,182,000  
 

Department of 
Transportation 

LACMTA 
Los Angeles 

07-LA-5 
18.2/26.7 

 
 
 
 

 
LA-5 Vine Planting Corridor Enhancement.  In Burbank, 
Glendale and the city of Los Angeles at various locations.  
Vine planting.    
 
Final Project Development 

Support Estimate: $403,000 
Programmed Amount: $191,000 
Adjustment: $212,000 (Debit) 
 

Final Right of Way:  N/A 
 
(Net savings of $51,000 (Con savings of $71,000 and Con 
Eng increase of $20,000) to return to Interregional share 
balance.)   
 
(CEQA – CE, 04/17/2013.) 
(NEPA – CE, 04/17/2013.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Eight miles of vine planting is expected to 
deter graffiti, reduce vandalism, enhance the existing 
landscaping and improve the visual continuity along the route.   

 
07-4331 

IIP TE/13-14 
CON ENG 
$179,000 
$199,000 
CONST 

$1,054,000 
$983,000 

0700020871 
4 

284204 

 
001-0042 

SHA 
 

2012-13 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.025.700 

 
$199,000 

 
 
 

$983,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(2) Locally Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-13-31 
1 

$20,000,000 
 

Golden Gate Bridge, 
Highway and 

Transportation 
District 
MTC 

San Francisco 
04-SF-101 

7.1/9.4 

 
Golden Gate Moveable Median Barrier.  In the city of San 
Francisco, on the Golden Gate Bridge install Moveable 
Median Barrier. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 11/20/2012.) 
(NEPA – CE, 12/03/2012.) 
 
(Time extension for FY 11-12 CON expires on December 
2013.) 
 
(SB 184 Notification effective as of August 9, 2013) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $6,500,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Install moveable barrier across the length 
of the bridge. 

 
04-2014U 

RIP (ALA) /11-12 
$12,000,000 

RIP (SF) /11-12 
$8,000,000 

CONST 
$20,000,000 
0412000114 

4CONL 
3G5804 

 
2012-13 
301-0042 

SHA 
20.20.075.600 

 
 

$20,000,000 
 
 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-13-32 
1 

$581,000  
 

Humboldt County 
HCAOG 

01-Humboldt 
 

 
Myrtle, Harris, Harrison, Lucas Sidewalks.  Near Eureka at 
various locations.  Construct Sidewalks.      
    
(CEQA – CE, 01/14/2008.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Installation of over 3,000 feet of sidewalk 
at various locations and enhance pedestrian safety along 
this heavily traveled arterial road. 

 
01-2097 

RIP/13-14 
CONST 

$581,000 
0100000029 

 
2012-13 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.620 

 
 

$581,000 

2 
$175,000 

 
Lassen County 

LCTC 
02-Lassen 

 
 
 

 
 

 
Skyline extension from Johnstonville Road to State Route 
36.  Construct a new two lane roadway complete with Class 
I bike Path.    
              
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-
40; June 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Completing Design and Right of Way 
activities to construct of new roadway to relieve traffic 
congestion along State Route 139 and State Route 36 
(Main Street) in the City of Susanville.  

 
02-2121A 
RIP/13-14 

PS&E 
$100,000 

R/W 
$75,000 

0200000069 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.620 

 
 

$175,000 

3 
$302,000 

 
Mono County 

Mono LTC 
09-Mono  

 
 

 
 

 
June Lake Streets Rehabilitation.  In June Lake.  Street 
rehabilitation.      
 
(CEQA – CE, 10/22/13.) 
 
(Time extension for FY 12-13 PS&E and R/W expires on 
December 31, 2013 per Waiver 13-23 approved on 
06/11/13.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Completing Design and Right of Way 
activities to rehabilitate and extend the useful life of 6.6 
miles of local roadways along with curb and gutter and 
drainage improvements. 

 
09-2561 

RIP/12-13 
PS&E 

$242,000 
R/W 

$60,000 
0912000069 

 
2012-13 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.620 

 
 

$302,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off the  Resolution FP-13-32 
 State Highway System  

4 
$518,000 

 
Humboldt County 

HCAOG 
01-Humboldt 

 
 

 
School Road Sidewalk and Bike Lane.  In McKinleyville, 
between Fischer Road and Salmon Avenue.  Construct 
sidewalks and bike lanes on School Road.         
 
(CEQA – CE, 03/22/2012.) 
(NEPA – CE, 10/06/2012.) 
 
(Time extension for FY 12-13 CON expires on December 31, 
2013.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  This project will complete a pedestrian and 
bicycle route from the main arterial road in McKinleyville to 
Pacific Coast Bike Route.  The expected benefit is less traffic 
congestion, improved roadway safety and aesthetics. 

 
01-2257 

RIP TE/12-13 
CONST 

$518,000 
0100020174 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 

 
 

$518,000 

5 
$135,000 

 
Trinity County 
Trinity CTC 
02-Trinity 

 

 
Lewiston Road Bike/Pedestrian Lane.  In Lewiston, on 
Lewiston Road.  Construct Class I or II bikeway along 
approximately one mile of Lewiston road that connects the 
nearby school to commercial and residential areas.                                                                 
 
(Time extension for FY 12-13 R/W expires on April 30, 2014.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-29; 
May 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Complete Right of Way activities to 
connect residential areas with an elementary school, 
shopping, post office, and restaurants without walking within 
travel lanes of a rural major collector.  Improves safety and 
community connectivity. 

 
02-2399D 

RIP TE/12-13 
R/W 

$135,000 
0200000435 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$135,000 

6 
$544,000 

 
Santa Clara 

County 
MTC 

04-Santa Clara 
 
 

 
Hacienda Avenue Improvement Project.  In Campbell:  
Construct bike lanes, on-street parking, accessibility ramps, 
park strip with street trees & shrubbery, sidewalk in-fill, curbs 
& gutters, and energy-efficient streetlights on Hacienda 
Avenue between Winchester Boulevard and Virginia Avenue. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 11/29/2010.) 
(NEPA – CE, 12/07/2012.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Promote alternative transportation modes 
and enhance pedestrian experience.  

 
04-9035K 

RIP TE/13-14 
CONST 

$544,000 
0412000589 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$544,000 

7 
$2,262,000 

 
City of Long Beach 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
City of Long Beach Phase II Bike Share Program.  In the city 
of Long Beach.  Implement a Phase II bike-share program 
including the purchase and installation of 500 bikes, 50 
docking stations and kiosks, and way finding signage.   
 
(CEQA – CE, 11/07/2013.) 
(NEPA – CE, 09/23/2013.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $565,540.) 
 
Outcome/Output:   The project will implement Phase II of the 
Long Beach Bike Share program.  This will include the 
installation of 50 docking stations and kiosks with 500 
bicycles and way finding/signage.  In addition, the project will 
assist with first and last mile connections by supporting 
existing transit stations, business centers and activity nodes.  

 
07-4541 

RIP TE/13-14 
CONST 

$2,262,000 
0713000391 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$2,262,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-13-32 
8 

$322,000 
 

Council of Fresno 
County 

Governments 
COFCG 

06-Fresno 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
06-6L01 

RIP/13-14 
CONST 

$322,000 
0614000045 

 
2012-13 

101-0042 
SHA 

20.30.600.670 
 
 
 

 
 

$322,000 

9 
$24,000 

 
Alpine County 

Local  
Transportation 
Commission 
Alpine LTC 
10-Alpine 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 
 
 

 
10-A1950 
RIP/13-14 
CONST 
$24,000 

1014000043 

 
2012-13 

101-0042 
SHA 

20.30.600.670 

 
 

$24,000 
 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(4) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off Resolution FP-13- 
 the State Highway System (ADVANCEMENTS)  

1 
$641,000 

 
City of San Gabriel 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 

 
Las Tunas Drive Streetscape Enhancements.  In San 
Gabriel, on Las Tunas Drive from the westerly city limits 
(Alhambra) to the easterly city limits (Temple City).  
Construct landscape medians, parkway improvements.    
 
(CEQA – NE, 07/20/2013.) 
(NEPA – NE, 09/20/2013.) 
 
(Funded from FY 2014-15 TE Reserve PPNO 3455.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $399,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  This project when completed will provide 
safety and accessible travels for all modes including 
pedestrian, bicyclists, transit users and motorist.  The 
benefits will be improved lighting and wider high visibility 
crosswalks for safer travel at night.  
 

THE DEPARTMENT DOES NOT RECOMMEND THIS 
ALLOCATION 

 
07-4095 

RIP TE/14-15 
CONST 

$641,000 
0713000477 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$641,000 
 
 

 
Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Allocation History 

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

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

$1,100,000 
 

Humboldt 
01-Hum-101 

15.5 

 
Near Garberville, 1 mile south of Hurlbutt Undercrossing.    
Video inspection of the drainage system at this location 
showed two 160-foot long High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) 
drains collapsed and blocked.   This area experienced a major 
landslide in 2011 causing one million cubic yards of soil and 
debris to fully close the highway.   The damage to the two 
drain pipes is suspected to have been caused by earth 
movement during construction.  This project is to replace the 
two damaged pipes before the upcoming winter season in 
order to prevent potential damage to the buttress wall 
supporting the roadway slope.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/19/13:                         $1,100,000 
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
01-2388 

SHOPP/13-14 
0114000029 

4 
0E3104 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,100,000 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Allocation History 

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5f. Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  
2 

$6,700,000 
 

Alameda 
04-Ala-980 

1.1 

 
In Oakland, at the California Department of Transportation 
District Office located at 111 Grand Avenue.  During the 
month of May 2013, the Fire Life Safety/Building Management 
System (FLS) was tested and showed several failures and 
deficiencies affecting  warning strobes, fire doors, audio alarm 
systems, fan systems, fireman’s plug-in phone system and 
override keys to control elevator cars, emergency phones in 
stairwells, and fire alarm activation.   The State Fire Marshal 
issued a Fire Safety Correction Notice to the Department on 
June10, 2013 and placed the building under a 24-hour fire 
watch until the FLS system is replaced or repaired and is in 
compliance with federal standards.  This project is to replace 
the FLS malfunctioning system as soon as possible to avoid 
closure of the District office building and the disruption that it 
can cause to the management and operation of the State 
Highway System throughout the San Francisco Bay Area. 
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/26/13:                         $6,700,000 

 
04-0480H 

SHOPP/13-14 
0414000060 

4 
0J7804 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.353   

 
 

$6,700,000 

3 
$1,100,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04-SCl-101 
38.0/38.1 

 
In San Jose, at 10th Street.  Two existing groundwater pumps 
located along northbound Route 101 failed causing settlement 
in Lane No. 5 due to additional groundwater action.  
Continued groundwater action will further damage the 
roadway as well as create slippery conditions on the 
pavement.  This project is to replace the two failed pumps, 
install a drainage system, repair damaged pavement, and 
provide traffic control as necessary.      
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   10/24/13:                         $1,100,000 

 
04-0483X 

SHOPP/13-14 
0413000399 

4 
0J0604 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,100,000 

4 
$350,000 

 
Fresno 

06-Fre-99 
20.1 

 
In the city of Fresno, at the Route 99 off-ramp Separation 
Bridge 42-0218W.  Wire theft, vandalism and power failure 
damaged the Ventura water pumping plant.  The plant is 
necessary to prevent roadway flooding during heavy rain 
events and repairs are necessary for all the damaged 
elements of the plant.  This project is to restore/relocate 
electrical power, replace stolen service equipment enclosure, 
replace damaged motor control center, replace 2 damaged 
pumps, replace damaged door, replace stolen utility cover and 
flap valves.   The scope of work also includes theft deterrent 
measures such as welding covers shut, placing new security 
door, and relocating electrical service into a secured area.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/16/13:                         $350,000 

 
06-6699 

SHOPP/13-14 
0614000050 

4 
0Q9804 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$350,000 

5 
$1,200,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07-LA-5 
53.7 

 
In Santa Clarita, at the Santa Clara River Bridge No. 53-2925.  
Bridge Maintenance crews discovered a failed section of a 
joint assembly along the traveled way on this bridge.   Further 
investigation and assessment determined that approximately 
60 feet of the joint assembly was compromised and in need of 
immediate replacement.  Three freeway lanes were closed, 
and as an interim repair, the bridge joint assembly was back 
filled with asphalt concrete to open the bridge back to traffic.   
This project is necessary to remove the remaining section of 
the compromised joint assembly and replace with a complete 
new one.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/17/13:                         $1,200,000 

 
07-4637 

SHOPP/13-14 
0713000336 

4 
4X0304 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,200,000 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Allocation History 

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5f. Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  
6 

$2,220,000 
 

Ventura 
07-Ven-1 
2.6/10.2 

 
Near Camarillo, from Deer Creek Road to Las Posas Road. 
The Camarillo Springs wildfire started on May 2, 2013.  The 
wildfire burned and damaged vegetation, roadway signs and 
highway fencing.  Initial allocation was to place guardrail to 
protect the roadway from post-fire falling rocks and debris 
flows, protect  drainage system, replace damaged roadway 
signs, replace damaged highway fencing, and repair wire 
mesh and cable anchored covered hillside.   This 
supplemental allocation is largely due to discovering more 
than anticipated heat damage to the rockfall wire mesh and its 
upper cable anchor system than was originally estimated, and 
additional cost of material disposal at coastal commission 
disposal site.  
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   05/21/13:                         $2,500,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation   09/27/13:           $2,220,000 
Revised Allocation:                                              $4,720,000 
(Additional $5,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
07-4640 

SHOPP/13-14 
0713000419 

4 
4X0604 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$2,220,000 

7 
$200,000 

 
Riverside 
08-Riv-10 

27.7 

 
Near Palm Springs, at the Whitewater River Bridges No. 56-
0004L/R.  On July 20 and 21, 2013 monsoon storms with 
heavy rainfall eroded rock slope protection (RSP) and caused 
the channel bed to erode down to the level of the bottom of 
the bridge footings.   The initial allocation was to restore the 
channel bed by replacing the RSP and fabric under the 
eastbound bridge spans 2 and 5, and rock armor with fabric 
the piers of the westbound bridge.  This supplemental 
allocation is necessary to complete construction and is due to 
the mistaken omission of the cost of labor and equipment   
from the initial cost estimate.    
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   07/30/13:                         $300,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation   09/16/13:           $200,000 
Revised Allocation:                                              $500,000 

 
08-0014K 

SHOPP/13-14 
0814000034 

4 
1E4904 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$200,000 

8 
$300,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-95 
R57.3/60.4 

 
Near Needles, from Route 40 to 3 miles south of Goff Road.   
On August 25, 2013, a strong storm delivered heavy rain to 
this high desert area causing undermining of the shoulders 
and portion of the roadway travel way.  The northbound lane 
was lost and the roadway was closed in both directions.  This 
project is to excavate and backfill the roadway structure, 
remove and replace damaged asphalt concrete, remove 
debris, clear drainage systems and provide traffic control as 
necessary.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/30/13:                         $300,000 
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
08-0238Q 

SHOPP/13-14 
0814000069 

4 
1E6804 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$300,000 

9 
$1,200,000 

 
Tuolumne 

10-Tuo-120 
40.2/56.5 

 
In Yosemite National Park, from Ferretti Road to the west 
boundary of the Park.  The Rim Fire started August 17 in the 
Stanislaus National Forest and burned over 255,000 acres.   
The fire burned roadway slope vegetation and trees exposing 
the slopes to potential erosion and rockfall during the 
upcoming rainy season.   This project is to stabilize the slopes 
with native seed mix and other erosion control measures like 
rock slope protection, install check dams of fiber rolls, remove 
timber and debris, clear and repair existing drainage systems, 
construct debris racks, and provide traffic control as 
necessary.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   10/01/13:                         $1,200,000 

 
10-3024 

SHOPP/13-14 
1014000037 

4 
0Y7604 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,200,000 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Allocation History 

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5f. Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  
10 

$1,500,000 
 

Imperial 
11-Imp-78 
3.0/12.0 

 
Near the Salton Sea on Route 78 and on Route 86 (Post mile 
43.0/52.0).  On August 24, 2013, severe flooding caused by 
heavy rain undermined the edges of the roadway at multiple 
locations along Route 78.  On Route 86, flooding scoured 
bridge piers up to 8 feet below the previous grades and rock 
slope protection washed away exposing the bottom of pile 
caps and tops of piles supporting bridge abutments.  This 
project is to repair the embankment and pavement of Route 
78, and import soil material and rock slope protection to bring 
the grade up to levels prior to flooding stage at bridges along 
Route 86.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/30/13:                         $1,500,000 

 
11-0543 

SHOPP/13-14 
1114000036 

4 
417704 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,500,000 

 
 

 
Project # 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

Allocation History 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 
Program  
Codes 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

Informational Report – SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))  
1 

$386,000 
 

Ventura 
07-Ven-101 

5.2 

 
In Thousand Oaks, at Lynn Road northbound ramps.  
Outcome/Output: Improve safety by replacing signal system to 
include protected left-turn phasing to reduce the number and 
severity of traffic collisions.  Work also includes upgrades to 
curb ramps to meet Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
requirements. 
 
Allocation date:  10/24/2013 

 
07-4506 

SHOPP/13-14 
$415,000 

0712000117 
4 

292504 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.010 

 
 

$8,000 
 

$378,000 
 
 

 

# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA 
Program 

Code 

 Original 
 Est. 

FM-09-06  Allocation 
2.5f. Informational Report – Minor Construction Program – Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4)) 

1 02 Sis 5 Var Construct two lighted chain-on areas  in 
and near Yreka from Yreka Creek bridge 
to 0.2 mile south of Miner Street 
Undercrossing and from  0.8 mile south 
to 0.4 mile south of Ditch Creek Road 
Overcrossing. 

4E2804 201.310 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 

2 02 Tri 299 45.9/46.2 Widen existing roadway, improve 
drainage facilities and guardrail, install 
markers and remove trees.  

4E3104 201.310 $945,000  945,000 

3 05 SLO 58 20.1 
 

Near Santa Margarita at 0.9 mile west of 
Shell Creek Road.  Replace culvert and 
construct headwalls at the inlet and outlet 
area to dissipate hydraulic energy and 
reduce stream bed erosion. 

1A0904 201.151 $290,000 $277,000 

4  09 Mno 6 2.4/4.0 Widen shoulders to 8 feet and install 
rumble strips to reduce run-off-the-road 
type accidents, provide safer travel for 
bicyclists, pedestrians and maintenance 
forces. 

354304 201.015 $1,000,000 $968,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA  
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(2) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B –Locally Administered Route 99 Resolution R99-AA-1314-02, 
 Projects on the State Highway System Amending Resolution R99-A-1213-06 

1 
$1,500,000 
$1,108,000 

 
City of Sacramento 

SACOG 
Sacramento 
03-Sac-99 
33.0/34.0 

  

 
State Route 99 / Elkhorn Boulevard Improvements.   In 
the city of Sacramento, at the Elkhorn Boulevard 
interchange.  Widen northbound off ramp and signalize 
northbound ramp intersection.     
 
(CEQA – CE; 03/05/2012.) 
 
(Entire allocation is for CONST.  CON ENG will be funded 
with local funds.) 
 
(R99 programming amendment under Resolution R99-P-
1213-07 and R99 baseline amendment under Resolution 
R99-P-1213-08; May 2013.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $300,000 $222,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Construct one traffic signal.  Widen one 
interchange ramp. 
 
Amending Resolution R99-A-1213-06 to de-allocate 
$392,000 SR-99 CON to reflect award savings.  

 
03-6917 

SR-99/12-13 
CONST 

$1,500,000 
$1,108,000 
0312000038 

4CONL 
2F9404 

 

 
2011-12 
304-6072 

SR-99 
20.20.722.000 

 
 

$1,500,000 
$1,108,000 

 
 
 

 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(5a) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects on the State Highway System Resolution TCIF-A-1314-09 
1 

$4,361,000 
 

Yuba County 
SACOG 

03-Yub-70 
0.95 

 

 
Feather River Boulevard/SR 70 Interchange.  In Yuba 
County near Plumas Lake and north of Bear River at the 
southern intersection of Feather River Boulevard and SR 
70.  Remove traffic signal and construct interchange. 
(TCIF Project 97) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding - Resolution E-13-67; 
October 08, 2013.) 
 
(Construction support of $1,000,000 funded from local 
sources.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $12,139,000.)  
 
Outcome/Output:  With the project’s construction there will 
be 736 Person Minutes saved on SR 70/Feather River 
Blvd. intersection (Year 2014) during Peak Hour after 
construction and 35,375 Person Minutes saved on SR 
70/Feather River Blvd.  With the construction of the 
interchange there will be less congestion and idling, 
therefore less pollutants being released at the project area 
from truck and diesel traffic as a direct result of this 
project.  Additionally, traffic delays on SR 70 will be 
reduced.  

 
03-0366D 

TCIF/13-14 
CONST 

$4,361,000 
0300000433 

4CONL 
37611 

 
 

 
2012-13 
304-6056 

TCIF 
20.20.723.000 

 
 

$4,361,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(5b) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Rail Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1314-10 
1 

$12,270,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

Kern COG 
06-Kern 

 
 
 

 
Tehachapi Trade Corridor Rail Improvement Project.    
(TCIF Project 6): In Kern County, at the Union Pacific 
Railroad Mojave Subdivision from Bakersfield to Mojave, 
MP 343.3 to MP 353.0.  Segment 1; Connect Walong and 
Marcel sidings to create a segment of approximately 2.8 
miles of double track.  Segment 2; Extend Cliff siding by 
constructing approximately 900 feet of siding extending to 
portal of Tunnel No. 7. 
 
 
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding - Resolution E-13-
86; December 2013.) 
 
(Total project cost $26,040,000 with BNSF funding 
$12,270,000 and previous PTA funds of $1,500,000.) 
 
(Contribution from other sources: (BNSF) $12,270,000) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Project will improve freight velocity to 
and from the Port of Oakland through the Central Valley by 
improved rail operational capacity and improved air 
quality. 

 
75-TC06 

TCIF/13-14 
CONST 

$12,270,000 
0012000219 

S 
 
 

 
2012-13 
304-6056 

TCIF 
30.20.723.000 

 
 

$12,270,000 
 
 
 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 
Recipient Agency 

Dst-County 
RTPA/MPO Corridor Name / Project Location 

 
Program  

Prgm’d Amt 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(7a) Proposition 1B – State Administered Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) Resolution TLS1B-A-1314-02 
1 

$6,515,500 
 

City of Los Angeles 
ATSAC 

07-Los Angeles 
 

 
City of Los Angeles ATCS-Santa Monica Freeway 
Corridor Phase 2.  Outcome/Output:  The proposed 
ATCS is a traffic control system which provides fully traffic 
responsive/adaptive signal control based on real-time 
traffic conditions.  As traffic patterns change, ATCS has 
the advantage over existing systems in that traffic signal 
timing is automatically changed in real time to match the 
current conditions.  This immediately leads to an 
improvement in the Level of Service (LOS) and reduced 
traffic congestion, fuel consumption and air pollution. 
Results have shown that ATCS provides a minimum of  
3 percent of added capacity as compared to existing 
ATSAC system. 

 
TLSP 

$6,515,500 
0714000089 

4 
 
 
 

 
2012-13 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$6,515,500 
 
 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County Project Location 

Dist-EA 
Prgm’d Amount 

Phase 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by  
Fund Type 

2.5g.(7b)  Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B - Traffic Light Synchronization  Resolution TLS1B-AA-1314-01, 
 Program (TLSP) Amending Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003 

7 
$640,000 
$447,268 
$273,739 

 
San Diego 

Association of 
Governments 

SANDAG 
11-SD 

 

 
In National City and Chula Vista – Interstate 805 Corridor.  
Outcome/Output:  Increase arterial operational efficiency 
and safety, enhance corridor mobility and reduce 
intersection delays. 
 
Total Construction Cost:  $790,000 
 
Amend Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003 to de-allocate 
an additional $173,529 in TLSP CONST to reflect 
award savings. 

 
11-212964 

 
$640,000 
$447,268 
$273,739 
CONST 

 
2008-09 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$640,000 
$447,268 
$273,739 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County Project Location 

Dist-EA 
Prgm’d Amount 

Phase 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by  
Fund Type 

2.5g.(7c)  Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B - Traffic Light Resolution TLS1B-AA-1314-02, 
 Synchronization Program (TLSP) Amending Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005 

1 
$178,319 
$180,000 

 
City of Rancho 

Cordova 
SACOG 
03-Sac 

 

 
In Rancho Cordova, on Folsom Boulevard.   
Outcome/ Output:  The new controllers will allow the City 
to select different return phases after a light rail preempt 
which will reduce overall signal delays on Folsom 
Boulevard.  By improving traffic flow, this project will 
reduce the number of collisions caused by impatient 
drivers, and reduce emissions caused by idling vehicles.  
 
Total Construction Cost:  $380,000. 
 
Rescind the deallocation of $1,681 in TLSP CONST, 
originally approved under Resolution TLS1B-AA-
1112-05. 

 
03-0L2001 

 
$178,319 
$180,000 
CONST 

 
 

 
2007-08 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

2012-13 
104-6064 

TLSP 

 
 

$178,319 
 
 
 
 

$1,681 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program 

Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(8) Proposition 1B – State Administered Intercity Rail Projects Resolution ICR1B-A-1314-01 
1 

$4,000,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

  
 
 
 

 
Van Nuys North Platform Project.  The project will 
complete final design of a north platform at the Van Nuys 
Amtrak station.  Once constructed, this will add a north 
platform to accommodate simultaneous bi-directional 
passenger rail service at the Van Nuys Amtrak station.  A 
pedestrian underpass will also be constructed to provide 
for safe passage to the north mainline track. 
 
(CEQA - SE – Section 21080 (b) (10): 15275, July 09, 2013.)   
(NEPA – CE, 06/24/2013) 
 
(Concurrent programming amendment under Resolution: 
ICR1B-P-1314-02; December 2013.) 
 
(Total project cost $35,500,000.  Current request of 
$4,000,000 is for final design with additional Prop 1B for 
construction ($30,500,000).  Prior Federal Funding - 
HSIPR $800,000 ($200,000 local match) for PE/NEPA.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The construction project will construct a 
north platform serving both mainline tracks at the Van 
Nuys Amtrak Station, thereby reducing train traffic 
interference from commuter and freight rail.  This will 
improve travel times, add capacity and enable train 
dispatchers to stay on schedule and improve on-time 
performance for Amtrak Pacific Surfliner intercity 
passenger rail service.  Currently Amtrak runs 14 daily 
trains.  This project will allow for future additional intercity 
and commuter service consistent with the State’s intercity 
passenger rail improvement goals for the corridor. 

 
75-2113 

ICR/13-14 
PS&E 

$4,000,000 
0012000136 

S 

 
2013-14 

304-6059 
PTMISEA 

30.20.090.000 

 
 

$4,000,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

 2.5g.(9) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered Highway-Rail Crossing Safety Account                  Resolution GS1B-A-1314-02 
 (HRCSA) Projects 

1 
$1,325,000 

 
Southern California 

Regional Rail 
Authority 
LACMTA 

07-Los Angeles 
 

 
Branford Street Grade Crossing Improvement.  In Los 
Angeles County in the City of Los Angeles at the Branford 
Street Crossing of the Valley Subdivision.  The 
improvements will implement SCRRA’s highway-rail grade 
crossing safety standards which include: installation of 
pedestrian crossing gates; new warning gates; 
replacement of warning devices which includes supporting 
signal and communications work. 
 
(CEQA - CE – Section 21080 (b) (10) September 18, 1991.) 
             
(Original Programming Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-01 – 
September 2012.) 
 
(Baseline Agreement Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-07 – 
January 2013.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $1,723,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The benefits to this project are 
improved safety at the crossing due to a reduction in 
collisions; improved operations and better flow; reduction 
of train delays; reduced emissions and air pollutants, 
including particulates, as a result of less engine idle times 
when incidents do occur. 

 
75-Rail 

HRCSA/13-14 
CONST 

$1,325,000 
0014000026 

 
 

 
2012-13 
104-6063 
HRCSA 

20.30.010.400 
 
 

 
 

$1,325,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description 

Dist-PPNO 
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

 2.6a.(1) Locally Administered STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-13-04 

1 
$300,000 

 
Lassen County 
Transportation 
Commission 

LCTC 
02-Lassen 

 
Purchase Two Transit Vehicles.  Purchase two 26-foot, 21-
passenger seat, low-floor cutaway, gasoline powered 
buses.     
 
(CEQA – SE: 15138.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Replace two fleet vehicles to maintain 
existing services. 

 
02-2436 

RIP/13-14 
CONST 

$300,000 
0214000055 

S 
T333TA 

 
2013-14 
101-0046 

PTA 
30.10.070.626 

 
 

$300,000 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description 

Dist-PPNO 
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.6a.(2)  State Administered STIP Rail Projects Resolution MFP-13-05 
1 

$6,600,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

VAR 
 
 

 
Northern California Maintenance Facilities. 
Sacramento Maintenance Facility.  In the Sacramento area 
Northern California to serve the pooled intercity railcar 
fleet for the San Joaquin and Capitol Corridor routes.  
Design, environmental and permits needed for construction 
of new servicing and maintenance facilities.   
 
(Time extension for FY 11-12 PS&E expires on February 28, 
2014.) 
 
(Concurrent programming amendment under Resolution: 
ICR1B-P-1314-02, December 2013.) 
 
(Total project cost $44,601,000 with additional STIP (IIP) for 
R/W ($18,850,000) and Prop. 1B PTMISEA-IRI $19,151,000 
for R/W and CON.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Daily service and cleaning, re-stocking of 
consumable supplies, scheduled preventative maintenance, 
emergency repairs and a location for nightly layovers for 
state-owned rail equipment.  

 
75-2095 
IIP/11-12 

PS&E 
PA&ED 

$6,600,000 
0014000094 

S 
 

 
2013-14 
301-0046 

PTA 
30.20.020.720 

 

 
 

$6,600,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Implementing 

Agency 
District-County 

 
 

 
BREF # and Project Description 

Description of Allocation 

 
  

 
 

Item # 

 
  

Total 
Allocation 
Amount 

 2.6e. Allocation Amendment – Traffic Congestion Relief Program Resolution TAA-13-02, 
 Amending Resolution TAA-09-07 
 Resolution TFP-13-04, 
 Amending Resolution TFP-09-09 

1 
$0 

Department of 
Transportation 

04 – Contra Costa 

 
Project #16.2 – Route 4 Widening – Loveridge to Somersville 
 
Amend TFP-09-09 to reduce Right of Way (R/W) allocation by 
$311,000, and transfer the $311,000 to Construction Support and re-
allocate unspent $310,000 R/W funds. 
 
 Original  Amended 
Phase Amount Adjustment Amount 
R/W $  9,600,000 ($311,000) $  9,289,000 
CONST ENG $  4,400,000   $311,000 $  4,711,000 
Totals $14,000,000  $ 0 $14,000,000 
 
Output/Outcome: Purchase 2.9 acres to widen median for future BART 
extension and transfer previously allocated, unspent R/W funds to 
complete construction support activities. 

  
Chapter 91 of 
the Statutes of 

2000 
 

889-3007 
TCRF 

 

 
 
 
 
 

$0 
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  STATE OF CALIFORNIA                      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

 

M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting:  December 11, 2013  

 Reference No.: 4.13 
 Information 

 
 

From:  ANDRE BOUTROS 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: HEARING - AMENDMENTS TO THE COMMISSION’S CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE 
 
  ISSUE: 
 

Amendments to the Commission's Conflict of Interest Code are proposed to add positions that 
involve the making, or participation in the making, of decisions that may foreseeably have a material 
effect on any financial interest, as set forth in subdivision (a) of Section 87302 of the Government 
Code.  The proposed amendment, statement of reasons for the amendment, and notice of intention to 
amend the existing conflict of interest code are set forth in Agenda Item 3. 
 
California Code of Regulations, Title 2, Division 6 Section 18750 (c) requires that every agency 
which proposes to amend its existing conflict of interest code shall, among other requirements, 
accept written comments from interested persons through the conclusion of the public hearing or 
close of the comment period and conduct a public hearing if at least 15 days prior to the close of the 
comment period a public hearing is requested. 
 
On October 8, 2013, the Commission approved the initial proposed amendments to the 
Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code for processing as specified in California Code of 
Regulations, Title 2, Division 6, and authorized staff to finalize the initial proposed amendment and 
file the amendment with the Fair Political Practices Commission unless written comments were 
received by December 9, 2013 or a request for public hearing was received by November 24, 2013.  
If written comments were received and/or a hearing was requested by the specified dates, the 
Commission determined that a hearing would be held and/or written comments would be brought 
forward at the December 2013 Commission meeting. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The initial proposed amendments to the Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code approved at the 
October 2013 Commission meeting have not changed.  Staff recommends that prior to final approval 
of the Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code proposed amendments; the Commission conduct a 
public hearing and/or consider written comments, if applicable.   



  STATE OF CALIFORNIA                      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

 

M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting:  December 11, 2013  

 Reference No.: 4.14 
 Action  

 
 

From:  ANDRE BOUTROS 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT TO THE COMMISSION’S CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE 
 
  ISSUE: 

 
Should the Commission approve the initial proposed amendment to the Commission’s Conflict of 
Interest Code?   
 
Amendments to the Commission's Conflict of Interest Code are proposed to add positions that 
involve the making, or participation in the making, of decisions that may foreseeably have a material 
effect on any financial interest, as set forth in subdivision (a) of Section 87302 of the Government 
Code.  The proposed amendment, statement of reasons for the amendment, and notice of intention to 
amend the existing conflict of interest code are set forth in Attachments 1, 2 and 3 respectively.  The 
proposed amendment: 
 
• Newly designates the positions of Principal Transportation Engineer, Supervising Transportation 

Engineer, Supervising Transportation Planner, and Members of the Technical Advisory 
Committee on Aeronautics as subject to the Commission’s Conflict of Interest disclosure 
requirements. 

 
• Adds clarifying language and makes other technical changes to reflect the current organizational 

structure of the Commission. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends the Commission approve the initial proposed amendments to the Commission’s 
Conflict of Interest Code.    
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
Under the Political Reform Act (the "Act"), all public agencies are required to adopt a Conflict of 
Interest Code. A Conflict of Interest Code designates positions required to file Statements of 
Economic Interests (Form 700), and assigns disclosure categories specifying the types of interests to 
be reported. The Form 700 is a public document intended to alert public officials and members of the 
public to the types of financial interests that may create conflicts of interests.  
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The Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code requires amendment to include positions that involve 
the making or participation in the making of decisions that may foreseeably have a material effect on 
any financial interest, as set forth in Government Code Section 87302 (a) which states “Specific 
enumeration of the positions within the agency, other than those specified in Section 87200, which 
involve the making or participation in the making of decisions which may foreseeably have a 
material effect on any financial interest and for each such enumerated position, the specific types of 
investments, business positions, interests in real property, and sources of income which are 
reportable. An investment, business position, interest in real property, or source of income shall be 
made reportable by the Conflict of Interest Code if the business entity in which the investment or 
business position is held, the interest in real property, or the income or source of income may 
foreseeably be affected materially by any decision made or participated in by the designated 
employee by virtue of his or her position.” 
 
California Code of Regulations, Title 2, Division 6 Section 18750 (c) requires that every agency 
which proposes to amend its existing conflict of interest code shall (1) conduct a public hearing or 
establish a written comment period; (2) prepare an initial proposed amendment; (3) prepare a Notice 
of Intention (notice) to amend an existing code that meets specific requirements; (4) file a copy of 
the notice with the Office of Administrative Law for publication in the California Notice Register at 
least 60 days before the public hearing or close of the comment period; (5) file a copy of the notice 
(endorsed by the Office of Administrative Law) with the FPPC at least 45 days before the public 
hearing or close of the written comment period; (6)  provide notice to each employee of the agency 
affected by the proposed amendment at least 45 days before the hearing or the close of the comment 
period; (7) make the exact terms of the proposed code or amendment available for inspection and 
copying to interested persons for at least 45 days prior to the public hearing or the close of the 
comment period; (8) accept written comments from interested persons through the conclusion of the 
public hearing or close of the comment period; (9) conduct a public hearing if at least 15 days prior 
to the close of the comment period a public hearing is requested. 
 
At the October Commission meeting, the Commission: 
 
1) Approved the proposed amendment to the Conflict of Interest Code for processing as specified in 

California Code of Regulations, Title 2, Division 6, and 
 

2) Authorized staff to finalize the initial proposed amendment and file the amendment with the Fair 
Political Practices Commission unless written comments were received by December 9, 2013 or 
a request for public hearing was received by November 24, 2013, and   

 
3) Determined that if written comments and/or a hearing were requested by the specified dates, a 

hearing would be held and/or written comments would be brought forward at the December 2013 
Commission meeting. 

 
Attachments 
1. Proposed Amendment to the California Transportation Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code 
2. Explanation of Reasons for Amendments to the California Transportation Commission’s Conflict 

of Interest Code 
3. Notice of Intention to Amend the Conflict of Interest Code of the California Transportation 

Commission 
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT 

1 

 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE 

 
 

 The Political Reform Act, (Government Code Sections 81000, et seq.), requires state and 

local government agencies to adopt and promulgate cConflict of iInterest cCodes. The Fair 

Political Practices Commission has adopted a regulation (2 California Code of Regulations 

Section 18730), which contains the terms of a standard conflict of interest code, which can be 

incorporated by reference in an agency's code. After public notice and hearing, it may be 

amended by the Fair Political Practices Commission to conform to amendments in the Political 

Reform Act. Therefore, the terms of 2 California Code of Regulations Section 18730 and any 

amendments to it duly adopted by the Fair Political Practices Commission are hereby 

incorporated by reference. This regulation and the attached Appendices, Appendix designating 

positions officials and employees and establishing disclosure categories shall constitute the 

conflict of interest code of the California Transportation 

Commission (Commission). 
 
 Individuals holding designated positions Designated employees shall file their statements 

of economic interests with the Commission, California Transportation Commission, who which 

will make the statements available for public inspection and reproduction. (Gov. Code Sec. 

81008.)  Upon receipt of the statements of economic interests of the Commissioners and the 

Executive Director, the Commission shall make and retain copies a copy and forward the 

original statements to the Fair Political Practices Commission. All other statements Statements 

of all other designated employees will be retained by the Commission. (Government Code 

Section 81008). 

 
NOTE: Authority cited:  Sections 81008, 87300, 87306, Government Code.  Reference: Section 
87302, Government Code. 
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APPENDIX A 
DESIGNATED POSITIONS 

 
Designated Positions      Assigned Disclosure Categories 
 
Commissioners        1 
Executive Director        1 
Legal Counsel         1 
Chief Deputy Director       1 
Assistant Executive Director       1 
Principal Transportation Engineer      1  
Member, Technical Advisory Committee on Aeronautics   1 
Staff Services Manager (Administrative Officer)    2, 3 
Supervising Transportation Planner      2,3 
Supervising Transportation Engineer      2,3 
Consultants/New Positions 1/       1* 
 
1/ With respect to Consultants, the Executive Director may determine in writing that a particular 
consultant is hired to perform a range of duties that are limited in scope and thus is not required 
to comply with the disclosure requirements described in these categories. Such written 
determination shall include a description of the consultant’s duties and, based upon that 
description, a statement of the extent of disclosure requirements. The Executive Director shall 
forward a copy of this determination to the Fair Political Practices Commission. The Director 
determination is a public record and shall be retained for public inspection in the same manner 
and location as this conflict of interest code. Nothing herein excuses any such consultant from 
any other provision of this Conflict of Interest Code. 
1 of 2 (Appendix) 
 
   * Consultants and new positions shall be included in the list of designated positions and shall 
disclose pursuant to the broadest disclosure category in the code (i.e., Category 1), subject to the 
following limitation: 

The Executive Director may determine in writing that a particular consultant or new position, 
although a “designated position,” is hired to perform a range of duties that is limited in scope and 
thus is not required to fully comply with the disclosure requirements described in this section.  
Such written determination shall include a description of the consultant’s or new position’s 
duties and, based on that description, a statement of the extent of the disclosure requirements.  
The Executive Director’s determination is a public record and shall be retained for public 
inspection in the same manner and location as this conflict of interest code. (Gov. Code Sec. 
81008.) 
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APPENDIX B 
DISCLOSURE CATEGORIES 

Disclosure Categories 
 
Category 1 
Designated positions officials or employees assigned to this category must report: 
All sources of income, including receipt of gifts, loans, and travel payments, interests in real 
property, and investments and business positions in business entities. 
 
Category 2 
Designated positions officials or employees assigned to this category must report:  
Business positions, investments in business entities or income, including receipt of gifts, loans, 
and travel payments, from, sources which manufacture or sell supplies, machinery, or equipment 
of the type utilized by the Commission. 
 
Category 3 
Designated positions officials or employees assigned to this category must report: 
Business positions, investments in business entities, or income, including receipt of gifts, loans, 
and travel payments, from,  sources that which are contractors or subcontractors engaged in the 
performance of work or services of the type utilized by the Commission. 
2 of 2 (Appendix) 
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California Transportation Commission 

Proposed Amendments to Conflict of Interest Code 
 

Explanation of Reasons  
 
 
In accordance with Title 2, Division 6, California Code of Regulations Section 18750 (c) (3) (G), 
the California Transportation Commission (Commission) provides the following explanation of 
reasons for proposing to amendment the Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code:   
 
General Explanation of Reasons: 
 
The Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code requires amendment to include positions that 
involve the making or participation in the making of decisions that may foreseeably have a 
material effect on any financial interest, as set forth in Government Code Section 87302 (a) 
which states: 
 
“Specific enumeration of the positions within the agency, other than those specified in Section 
87200, which involve the making or participation in the making of decisions which may 
foreseeably have a material effect on any financial interest and for each such enumerated 
position, the specific types of investments, business positions, interests in real property, and 
sources of income which are reportable. An investment, business position, interest in real 
property, or source of income shall be made reportable by the Conflict of Interest Code if the 
business entity in which the investment or business position is held, the interest in real property, 
or the income or source of income may foreseeably be affected materially by any decision made 
or participated in by the designated employee by virtue of his or her position.” 
 
Designated Position Addition, Disclosure Category 1 -  Member, Technical Advisory 
Committee on Aeronautics 
 
The Technical Advisory Committee on Aeronautics (“TACA”) is established pursuant to 
Government Code Section 14506.5.  The TACA has a connection to the Commission’s 
Committee on Aeronautics, a committee of commissioners described in Government Code 
Section 14506.  Government Code Section 14506.5 provides for the appointment of the members 
of the TACA.  As to its role, the law provides as follows: 
 

“This Technical Advisory Committee shall give technical advice to the Committee 
on Aeronautics on the full range of aviation issues to be considered by the 
commission.” 

 
Meetings of the Commission, the Commission’s Committee on Aeronautics and the TACA are 
subject to the Open Meeting Law (Government Code Section 11121).  The TACA serves to 
provide technical advice which involve the making, or participation in the making, of decisions 
by the Commission and/or the Commission’s Committee on Aeronautics that may foreseeably 
have a material effect on any financial interest, as set forth in Government Code Section 87302 
(a).  Therefore, members of the TACA must file their statements of economic interests consistent 
with Disclosure Category 1 of the Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code. 
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Designated Position Addition, Disclosure Category 1 -  Principal Transportation Engineer 
As a member of the Commission’s key policy staff, the Principal Transportation Engineer, under 
the direction of the Commission’s Executive Director and Chief Deputy Director, is responsible 
for assisting the Commission in its responsibilities related to the Toll Bridge Program Oversight 
Committee, Right of Way, Design-Build Demonstration Program, Project Delivery, and other 
matters of the Commission.  The Principal Transportation Engineer serves to provide technical 
advice and formulate policy and other recommendations which involve the making, or 
participation in the making, of decisions by the Commission and/or the Commission’s 
Committees that may foreseeably have a material effect on the types of financial interests 
described in Disclosure Category 1. Therefore the Principal Transportation Engineer must file a 
statement of economic interests consistent with Disclosure Category 1 of the Commission’s 
Conflict of Interest Code. 
 
 
Designated Position Additions, Disclosure Category 2, 3 – Supervising Transportation 
Planner & Supervising Transportation Engineer 
The Supervising Transportation Planner & Supervising Transportation Engineer positions serve 
under the direction of the Commission’s Assistant Executive Directors and/or Principal 
Transportation Engineer.  These positions serve as policy staff coordinating transportation 
policy, planning, programming and funding recommendations which involve the making, or 
participation in the making, of decisions by the Commission and/or the Commission’s 
Committees that may foreseeably have a material effect on any financial interest, as described in 
Disclosure Category 2 and 3.  Therefore, the Supervising Transportation Planner and Supervising 
Transportation Engineer positions must file a statement of economic interests consistent with 
Disclosure Categories 2 and 3 of the Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code. 
 
 
Consultants/New Positions Amendment 
Consultants and New Positions of the Commission may involve the making or participation in 
the making of decisions that may foreseeably have a material effect on any financial interest, as 
set forth in Government Code Section 87302 (a).  Therefore, an amendment is required to the 
Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code to clarify that the Commission’s consultants and new 
positions will be added to the list of designated positions and subject to the broadest disclosure 
category in the code unless the Executive Director determines in writing that the disclosure 
requirements do not apply.  

 
 
Other Amendments 
Other amendments are proposed to update the Commission’s Conflict of Interest Code to add 
clarifying language and make other technical changes to reflect the current organizational 
structure of the Commission. 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO AMEND THE CONFLICT-OF-INTEREST CODE 
 OF THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

 
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the California Transportation Commission, pursuant to the 
authority vested in it by Section 87306 of the Government Code, proposes amendments to its 
conflict-of-interest code.  The purpose of these amendments is to implement the requirements of 
Sections 87300 through 87302, and Section 87306 of the Government Code. 
 
The California Transportation Commission proposes to amend its conflict-of-interest code to 
include employee positions that involve the making, or participation in the making, of decisions 
that may foreseeably have a material effect on any financial interest, as set forth in subdivision 
(a) of Section 87302 of the Government Code. 
 
These amendments newly designate the positions of Principal Transportation Engineer, 
Supervising Transportation Engineer, Supervising Transportation Planner, and Members of the 
Technical Advisory Committee on Aeronautics.  The amendments also add clarifying language 
and make other technical changes to reflect the current organizational structure of the 
Commission.  Copies of the amended code are available and may be requested from the contact 
person set forth below. 
 
Any interested person may submit written statements, arguments, or comments relating to the 
proposed amendments by submitting them in writing no later than December 9, 2013, or at the 
conclusion of the public hearing, if requested, whichever comes later, to the contact person set 
forth below. 
 
At this time, no public hearing has been scheduled concerning the proposed amendments.  If any 
interested person or the person’s representative requests a public hearing, he or she must do so 
not later than November 24, 2013 by contacting the person set forth below. 
 
The California Transportation Commission has prepared a written explanation of the reasons for 
the proposed amendments and has available the information on which the amendments are based.  
Copies of the proposed amendments, the written explanation of the reasons, and the information 
on which the amendments are based may be obtained by contacting the contact person set forth 
below.   
 
The California Transportation Commission has determined that the proposed amendments: 
1. Impose no mandate on local agencies or school districts. 
2. Impose no costs or savings on any state agency. 
3. Impose no costs on any local agency or school district that are required to be reimbursed 

under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4 of Title 2 of the Government 
Code. 

4. Will not result in any nondiscretionary costs or savings to local agencies. 
5. Will not result in any costs or savings in federal funding to the state. 
6. Will not have any potential cost impact on private persons, businesses or small businesses. 
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In making these proposed amendments, the California Transportation Commission has 
determined that there are no alternatives that would be more effective in carrying out the purpose 
for which the amendments are proposed, or would be as effective and less burdensome to 
affected private persons, than the proposed amendments. 
 
All inquiries concerning this proposed amendment and any communication required by this 
notice should be directed to: 
 
California Transportation Commission 
Attention:  Rosemary Mejia 
1120 N Street, MS-52 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 654-4245 
Rosemary_Mejia@dot.ca.gov 
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Subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY-APPEARANCE 

 
  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-21102 
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is related to construction of the State Route 
11 project in District 11 in San Diego County. 

 
ISSUE: 

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

 
1.  The public interest and necessity require the 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 owners of record. 
 

In this case, the property owners are continuing to contest the adoption of a Resolution.  They 
made a personal appearance at the October 8, 2013 Commission Meeting in which they 
challenged the adoption of a Resolution based on concerns/objections centering on project 
design issues, easement deed terms, and the owner's request for the Department to purchase soil 
in identified right of way and remainder areas on the subject property in coordination with the 
owners' pending development plans. In addition, the property owners cited their inability to 
review specified project plans, and their assertion that the Department had not yet made a valid 
offer in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2, as a basis for contesting the adoption 
of a Resolution. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
The Commission deferred any action in adopting a Resolution at the October 8, 2013 
Commission Meeting and instead directed the Department to continue discussions/negotiations 
with the property owners and to provide them with specifically requested project information 
and plans as a precursor to again requesting the adoption of a Resolution at the December 2013 
Commission Meeting. 
 
As per the Commission's request, the Department has continued ongoing 
discussions/negotiations in an attempt to address and resolve the property owners' additional 
concerns in regards to project impacts, and to provide them with all requested project 
information and plans.  Attachment A is an Updated Summary of Issues identifying the current 
status of negotiations with the property owners. Exhibits A1-A8 are updated project and parcel 
maps identifying reduced right of way requirements, based on minimum design requirements 
for the project, which were again presented to the property owners on November 15, 2013.  This 
reversion back to right of way requirements originally presented to the property owners on 
March 13, 2013 was required given the Department's inability to reach a reasonable compromise 
in identifying alternate right of way areas that would be acceptable to both the Department and 
property owners.  Attachment B includes a Chronology of Contacts and copies of all 
correspondence between the Department and property owners since the October 8, 2013 
Commission Meeting.  Attachment C is a copy of a November 14, 2013 letter from the County 
of San Diego confirming the status of entitlement activities on the subject property as of that 
date. Attachment D is a copy of the Book Item Package presented to the Commission at the 
October 8, 2013 Commission Meeting. 

 
At this point, even after continued dialogue, information sharing, and a reversion to an earlier 
and smaller design footprint, the Department and property owners remain unable to reach a 
negotiated settlement.  As such, the Department has concluded that it is necessary to again seek 
adoption of a Resolution at the December 2013 Commission Meeting, so all remaining 
unresolved issues can be addressed through condemnation. 
 
The property owners have been offered the full amount of the Department's fair market value 
appraisal (based on the reversion to previously identified right of way requirements) and where 
applicable, the property owners have been advised of any relocation assistance benefits to 
which they may be entitled.  Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the Department's 
continuing efforts to secure an equitable, negotiated settlement with the property owners.  In 
accordance with statutory requirements, the owners have been advised that the Department is 
again requesting the adoption of a 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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In order to keep the project on schedule, and based on the above referenced circumstances, the 
Department is requesting that this appearance proceed to the December 2013 Commission 
Meeting.  Legal possession, as obtained through the condemnation process after adoption of a 
Resolution, will allow construction activities on the subject property to commence, thereby 
avoiding and/or mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate the 
condemnation process are not taken immediately. 

 
C-21102 - Makram A. Hanna and Maureen T. Hanna 
11-SD-11-PM 1.52- Parcel 34808-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7- EA 056329. 
Right of Way Certification Date: 03/15/13; Ready to List Date:  03/25/13.  Freeway -
construct new freeway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, 
underlying fee, extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, and revocable easements for 
slope, drainage, and access purposes.  Located in the unincorporated area of San Diego County 
in Otay Mesa at the intersection of Airway Drive and Enrico Fermi Drive.  Assessor's Parcel 
Number: 646-130-27-00. 
 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment A -Updated Summary of Issues 
Exhibits A1 through A8 - Updated Project/Parcel Maps 
Attachment B - Chronology of Contacts/Correspondence since October 8, 2013 CTC Meeting 
Attachment C -November 14, 2013 Letter from County of San Diego 
Attachment D - October 8, 2013 Commission Book Item Package 
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UPDATED SUMMARY OF ISSUES 

 
On October 8, 2013, a Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) request was presented to the 
California Transportation Commission (Commission) for adoption.  Property owners, Mr. 
Makram Hanna and Mrs. Maureen Hanna, were present and contested the design requirements 
for the project, asserted that they had not received a valid fair market offer under Government 
Code 7267.2, and represented to the Commission that they could not complete their proposed 
development plans until they received grading and drainage plans from the California 
Department of Transportation (Department).  The Commission deferred action on the Resolution 
to allow for the Department to continue its collaborative efforts to resolve the owners’ remaining 
issues.   
 
On October 14, 2013, the Department mailed the owners a full set of project plans (layout plans, 
grading plans, drainage sheets) and the drainage report, while requesting written confirmation of 
all unresolved issues from the property owners’ perspective.  On October 17, 2013, the 
Department received a written summary of the owners’ remaining contentions.  The owners' 
written summary included a statement that they actually did not need project grading and 
drainage plans to assist with their proposed development plans, contradicting statements made by 
the property owners at the October 8,, 2013 Commission meeting. 
 
The Department met with property owner, Mr. Hanna (who was representing both owners) on 
October 25, 2013.  This personal meeting focused on discussing in detail the owners’ written 
summary of contentions and concerns as provided to the Department on October 17, 2013.  The 
contentions that the proposed westerly right of way limits are excessive and that the proposed 
drainage easement is much larger than necessary, were addressed together since the Department's 
drainage plan controls the design footprint and corresponding right of way requirements in this 
area of the subject property. This contention is not new.  It was first addressed back in May, 
June, and July of 2013, when the owners requested a straight line design and first submitted their 
“100 foot straight line design option” for the Department’s review.  The Department explained 
then that this owner-suggested 100 foot design option would not be feasible because it would 
impact key design features.   
 
As an information item, it should be noted that after collaborating with the property owners and 
their engineering consultants for several months earlier this year, the Department received verbal 
and written consent from the property owners agreeing to move forward with a straight line 129 
foot design alternative, which was subsequently presented at the October 8, 2013 Commission 
meeting.   
 
The Department reiterated to the owners at the October 25th meeting, as had been done on 
numerous previous occasions, why the 100 foot option would not be feasible.  The Department 
again explained in detail that the owner-suggested 100-foot straight line design option would 
impact the Department's proposed cross culvert and bio-swale ditch, thus making this design 
option infeasible.   
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The Department further explained that as the cross culvert design was based on existing terrain,  
natural drainage courses, and maintenance requirements, the required drainage culvert was 
designed for a 100-year storm event.  The Department explained the need for the proposed 36-
inch drainage pipe and that it is required to facilitate maintenance activities.  Furthermore, the 
Department explained that any attempt to move the inlet/drop-off for the planned drainage 
facility to a location further north, would result in a fixed object within the clear recovery zone, 
creating a potential safety concern for the new freeway facility, which is projected to be heavily 
travelled by large commercial vehicles. 
 
After the Department explained the above issues, and that the owner-suggested design option 
would compromise project safety and maintenance activities, the owner continued to assert that 
his team of engineers could redesign the project’s drainage requirements so that these facilities 
would be constructed within the proposed right of way limits as suggested by the property 
owners.  However, to date, the Department has not been provided with said alternate design 
plans for review and consideration.   
 
During the October 25th meeting, the owners again asserted that the proposed design on the east 
side of the property is excessive.  The Department explained that the proposed right of way 
limits along Enrico Fermi Drive are based on County circulation requirements and related access 
control requirements, as called out in the Department’s Highway Design Manual (HDM) in 
Section 504.8.  In addition, the property owner was reminded that the Department had previously 
reduced right of way requirements in this area, based on his prior inquiries.  A copy of Highway 
Design Manual Section 504.8 was provided to the owners at this meeting.  The owners have also 
been advised that the project’s design in this area of the subject property is consistent with 
requirements addressed in the Final Tier 2 Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 
Statement for the SR 11 project.  
 
The last contention discussed at the October 25th meeting related to soil issues.  Mr. Hanna again 
claimed that the Department's acquisition will create a shortage of 147,000 cubic yards of soil 
“needed to balance the remainder parcel” in the after-condition for development purposes, and 
that this would result in the owners having to import soil if the Department's project is initiated 
first.  In conjunction with above, the owners also expressed the opinion that they would lose net 
buildable area, as a result of lowered ground levels in the after-condition, and this would result in 
“severance damages” due to reductions in net developable areas and additional costs associated 
with having to export soil if the Department acquires soil now located in the required right of 
way areas.  The above assertion were new contentions, never presented to the Department prior 
to being raised at the October 8, 2013 Commission meeting.  It should be noted that the concerns 
as noted above have now changed from what was originally identified by the owners in their 
May 20, 2013 correspondence to the Commission requesting a personal appearance. 
 
Although the property owners have opined that the above soil issues are not “compensation-
related”, the Department explained that the owners’ contentions of "severance damages" are 
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clearly an appraisal issue, typically addressed in the condemnation process, by hiring expert 
witness appraisers to evaluate such contentions.    
 
The October 25, 2013 meeting concluded with the Department asking Mr. Hanna if he required 
any other technical data to help in the preparation of his conceptual development plans.  Mr, 
Hanna specifically responded that he did not require any further project information or plans to 
facilitate his development activities. 
 
Based on negotiations continuing to be at an impasse, and given the owners’ repeated written and 
verbal contentions challenging previously proposed right of way requirements as excessive and 
unnecessary, the Department is compelled to reduce its right of way requirements to match 
minimum design requirements for the project.  This design alternative was previously presented 
to the owners at the initiation of negotiations on March 13, 2013, but was subsequently revised in 
an attempt to accommodate the owners’ numerous requests for changes.  However, this reversion 
to minimum project requirements still incorporates owner-requested revocable slope, drainage, 
and access easements, in lieu of fee acquisition areas.   
 
On November 8, 2013, the Department again met with Mr. Hanna and his son, in the hopes of 
overcoming the continuing impasse on the above issues.  Updated maps, an updated written 
offer, revised appraisal, and related documents were personally presented to Mr. Hanna, based 
on the above reversion to original right of way requirements (including revocable easements).  
Mr, Hanna asked for the SR 11 Contractor's contact information for the purpose of negotiating 
the use of possible excess soil from his remainder parcel for construction of the project.  Mr. 
Hanna also requested information on water quality issues relating to runoff that will be directed 
through project drainage facilities.  Mr. Hanna suggested that he would again consider right of 
way requirements presented at the October 8, 2013 Commission meeting, if he was satisfied with 
the Department’s responses to his water quality inquiries.     
 
On November 14, 2013, the Department responded in writing to the property owners, providing 
contact information for the SR 11 Contractor and responding to the owners’ water quality 
inquiries. 
 
On November 15, 2013, the Department spoke to Mr. Hanna by phone as a follow-up to the 
above-referenced November 14, 2013 letter, and to make sure that Mr. Hanna was aware that 
Department representatives would continue to make themselves available for further discussions.  
The property owner strongly stated that he and the Department were now at an impasse.   
 
On November 18, 2013, Mr. Hanna contacted the Department by phone and requested to meet in 
person or speak with District 11 Director, Laurie Berman, to further his discussions regarding his 
coordination efforts with the SR 11 Contractor relating to soil on his remainder parcel and to 
secure additional assurance that runoff draining into a project culvert on the subject property will 
be cleaned.  It should be noted that the identified drainage facility will convey storm water flows 
from one side of the freeway to the other, thus perpetuating existing flows.  No flows from the 
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freeway will enter this drainage facility.  A follow-up call to Mr. Hanna is pending to discuss the 
above issues further.   
 
The Department has now made every reasonable effort to address and resolve all remaining 
design-related contentions made by the property owners.  In addition, on November 14, 2013, the 
Department received a letter from David Sibbet, Planning Manager for the County of San Diego 
Planning and Development Services Department, certifying that property owner, Mr. Hanna 
“does not have an active permit application open with the County of San Diego Department of 
Planning & Development Services (PDS).  PDS held an Initial Consultation meeting with Mr. 
Hanna on February 1, 2013.  Mr. Hanna submitted a plot plan for discussion during that 
meeting, but did not receive formal review or any type of approval for his plans since an Initial 
Consultation meeting is only intended to outline the permitting process and does not constitute a 
permit application.  There have been no further submittals from Mr. Hanna since February 1.”  
A copy of the above-referenced letter is attached.  
 
The above information is not consistent with statements made by Mr. Hanna at the October 8, 
2013 Commission meeting.  Given this fact, and that no development plans or entitlements have 
been approved by the County of San Diego for the property owners’ speculative and conceptual 
development plans, the Department believes it is reasonable and appropriate to proceed with 
seeking authority to condemn only those minimum right of way requirements deemed absolutely 
necessary for construction of the SR 11 project, and has now submitted a Resolution request 
commensurate with those requirements.   
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Subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY – APPEARANCE 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-21134 
summarized on the following page.  This Resolution is related to construction of the State Route 76 
(SR-76) project in District 11 in San Diego County.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed Right of Way for a programmed 
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under 
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are: 
 

1. The public interest and necessity require the 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 owners of record. 
 
In this case, the property owners are contesting the Resolution and have requested an appearance 
before the Commission.  The primary concern and objection expressed by the property owner relates 
to project design issues, and specifically that the proposed SR 76 will cross San Diego County Water 
Authority (SDCWA) aqueduct pipelines in a manner that the agency states will jeopardize their 
ability to economically operate, maintain, repair, and replace their pipeline facilities, thus impacting 
public health and safety.  SDCWA objections and the Department’s responses are contained in 
Attachment B. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
Discussions have taken place with the property 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.  In addition, SDCWA and the Department have been actively 
negotiating a special agreement to address any increased operational and maintenance costs 
associated with constructing bridges over SDCWA’s aqueduct facilities on the subject property.   
Both entities have agreed that relining of the existing pipelines at this location will be undertaken to 
mitigate SDCWA concerns regarding the above issues.  However, SDCWA and the Department have 
been unable to reach an amicable settlement regarding the prorated costs for said relining activities, 
and negotiations have now reached an impasse.  It is the Department’s position that this 
compensation issue will need to be resolved through the condemnation process.  The adoption of the 
Resolution will not interrupt the Department’s continuing 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. 
 
As noted above, discussions have been ongoing between SDCWA and the Department to address all 
unresolved issues.  Progress has been made, but in order to keep the project on schedule, the 
Department is requesting that this appearance proceed to the December 11-12, 2013 Commission 
meeting.  Legal possession will allow the construction activities on the parcel to commence, thereby 
avoiding and/or mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate 
the condemnation process are not taken immediately. 
 
C-21134 – San Diego County Water Authority 
11-SD-76 - PM 16.4 - Parcel 34798-1, 2, 3, 4 - EA 257159. 
Right of Way Certification Date:  12/15/13; Ready to List Date:  12/31/13.  Conventional highway - 
widening and realignment.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, a permanent 
highway easement, and a temporary easement for construction purposes.  Located in the city of 
Bonsall near Pala Road.  Assessor’s Parcel Numbers:  125-080-19-00, 125-090-36-00. 
 
 
Attachments: 

Attachment A - Project Information 
Exhibit A1 through A3 - Project Maps 
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report 
Exhibit B1 through B2 - Parcel Maps 
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PROJECT INFORMATION 
 
 
PROJECT DATA 11-SD-76-PM 16.4 
 Expenditure Authorization:  257159/11-00002-0489 
 
Location: State Route 76 in San Diego County 
 
Limits: In San Diego County near Bonsall and Fallbrook, from 
 South Mission Road to just east of Interstate 15. 
  
Cost: Programmed Construction Cost: $100,000,000.00 
 Current Right of Way Cost Estimate: $  13,500,000.00 
 
Funding Source:  Federal: Regional Surface Transportation Program  

  State:     Truck Parking Grant 
    Local:    TransNet/Private Developer Funds 
 
Number of Lanes:  Existing:    2-Lane Conventional Highway 
 Proposed:     4-Lane Conventional Highway 
 
Proposed Major Features: Major widening and realignment. 
 
Traffic:   Proposed (2030):  41,000-46,000 Annual Daily Traffic  
 
 
 
NEED FOR THE PROJECT 
 
The proposed State Route 76 (SR 76) South Mission Road to Interstate 15 (I-15) project 
is needed to help relieve local and regional congestion that has resulted from current and 
projected population growth, increased residential development, and increased 
commercial development located within areas surrounding the highway corridor. 
 
Currently, SR 76 from South Mission Road to just east of I-15 does not meet current 
design standards established by the Highway Design Manual for shoulder widths, 
stopping distance, and sight distance.  The proposed widening and realignment of SR 76 
will relieve congestion by widening and upgrading the highway to current design 
standards. 
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PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION 
 
SR 76 is in the process of being widened and realigned in multiple stages from Interstate 
5 (I-5) to I-15, as part of a commitment made by the San Diego Association of 
Governments (SANDAG) and the California Department of Transportation (Department) 
with the passage of TRANSNET-1 AND TRANSNET-2, two local half-cent sales tax 
measures approved by voters in San Diego County.   
 
SR 76 widening and realignment activities are being completed via six separate projects, 
with much of the SR 76 corridor being improved under four projects that were 
commenced in 1986 and subsequently completed in 1995.  These four projects widened 
and realigned SR 76 from I-5 to Melrose Drive in Oceanside.  A fifth project widened 
and realigned SR 76 from Melrose Drive to South Mission Road in Bonsall.  This 
segment was opened for traffic in November 2012.   
 
The current segment, known as the SR 76 East Project, is the sixth and final segment.  
This final segment was split into two phases.  The first phase (now completed) improved 
the interchange of SR 76 and I-15 and was opened for traffic in August 2013.  The 
second phase, for which the subject property is required, will widen and realign SR 76 
from South Mission Road in Bonsall to I-15. 
 
Critical Milestone Dates for the SR 76 East Project are identified below: 
 

Final Project Report:  January 2012 
Final EIR/EIS:   January 2012 
R/W Certification:  December 2013 
Ready to List Date:  December 2013 
Construction Completion: June/July 2016 

 
In addition to the No Build Alternative, two build alternatives were investigated for the 
SR 76 East Project during the Project Approval/Environmental Document (PAED) stage.  
These were identified as the Existing Alignment Alternative, identified as the Preferred 
Alternative, and the Southern Alignment Alternative.  The Existing Alignment 
Alternative was selected as it resulted in the least overall environmental impacts, met the 
proposed project’s purpose and need, met current Department design standards, and was 
supported by involved resource agencies.   
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owner: San Diego County Water Authority (SDCWA) 
 
Parcel Location:  State Route 76 (SR 76) in San Diego County, CA 
    APNs 125-080-19; 125-090-36 
 
Present Use: Agriculture, Water Pipeline Facilities; Future Mitigation 
 
Zoning:   S-90 (Agriculture) 
 
Area of Property:  48.76 AC 
 
Area Required:  34798-1: 13,984 SF Fee 
    34798-2: 68,818 SF Fee 
    34798-3: 37,585 SF Permanent Highway Easement 
    34798-4: 28,216 SF Temporary Construction Easement 
        (Expiration Date:  12-31-2015) 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject property is comprised of two Assessor’s parcel numbers totaling 48.76 acres.  The 
subject is currently zoned for agricultural uses, and is now being leased for the cultivation of row 
crops, while other areas are currently lying fallow.  SDCWA has also advised that the subject 
property is being held for future environmental mitigation purposes.  The parcel is comprised of 
disturbed and undisturbed areas, with native vegetation being removed in the areas now under 
lease/cultivation, with the rest of the property being undisturbed, retaining its natural vegetation, 
and predominately impacted by the San Luis Rey River floodway and floodplain.  In order for the 
subject property to be used for mitigation purposes in the future, the property will need to be re-
graded and re-leveled so that it drains northward towards the San Luis Rey River.   
 
Beneath the subject property runs a section of SDCWA’s Second Aqueduct, comprised of three 
high-pressure (400 psi) water pipelines, identified as Pipelines 3, 4, 5, which are critical to water 
delivery activities in San Diego County.  Other sources of imported water to the County are 
limited.  Pipelines 3, 4, & 5 now run north and south across existing SR 76, relying on a long 
standing compatible use of the highway right of way by both agencies.  Pipelines 3, 4, & 5 have 72 
inch, 90 inch, and 96 inch diameters respectively, and are now buried approximately 8-10 feet 
below the existing ground surface on the subject property.   
 
NEED FOR SUBJECT PROPERTY 
 
Existing SR 76 and the proposed new alignment, both cross SDCWA’s Second Aqueduct facilities 
in an east/west direction.  The new alignment bridges SDCWA’s facilities to the south of the 
current crossing.  Project requirements necessitate the acquisition of two fee areas, a permanent 
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highway easement, and a temporary construction easement (expiring in December 2015).  The fee 
acquisition areas are located to the east and west of the existing aqueduct facilities, where bridge 
columns will be constructed and maintained.  The permanent highway easement is the bridged area 
between the fee acquisition areas above SDCWA’s aqueduct facilities.  This area is proposed as an 
easement to accommodate a compatible use for both SDCWA aqueduct purposes and the 
Department’s highway related uses.  Such a compatible and shared use also perpetuates SDCWA’s 
existing rights to access, operate, and maintain the aqueduct and appurtenant infrastructure in this 
easement area. 
 
The proposed bridges may obstruct clearance over the SDCWA pipelines if large scale pipe 
replacement and/or maintenance activities (requiring cranes or other like equipment) become 
necessary.  However, bridging the highway over SDCWA’s aqueduct facilities avoids any 
potential loading onto the pipelines, resulting in no direct impact to these pipelines, causes no 
disruption in service, and does not interfere with routine maintenance activities.  
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Diego on October 15, 2013.  The Panel 
members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department-Headquarters (HQ) Division of Right 
of Way and Land Surveys; Glenn Mueller, Department-San Diego Legal Division; Linda Fong, 
Department-HQ Division of Design; and Robert Dauffenbach, Department-HQ Division of Right 
of Way and Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.   
 
Representing SDCWA was William J. Rose, Director of Engineering, John Kross, Right of Way 
Manager, Vic Bianes, Engineering Manager, Jeff Shoaf, Principal Engineer, Dan Hentschke, 
General Counsel. 
 
This report summarizes the findings of the Panel with regard to the four criteria required for 
adoption of a Resolution of Necessity and makes a recommendation to the Department’s Chief 
Engineer.   

The primary concerns and objections expressed by SDCWA relate to project design issues, and 
specifically, that the project will cross the property owner’s pipelines in a manner that jeopardizes 
the owner’s ability to economically operate, maintain, repair, or replace these pipelines, thus 
impacting public health and safety, while also impacting areas on the subject property identified 
for future mitigation purposes.  In addition, SDCWA has suggested that the Department has not 
made a valid offer under Government Code Section 7267.2 as its appraised value does not include 
an offer to compensate SDCWA for its increased operational/maintenance costs resulting from 
having a bridge structure crossing its pipeline facilities in the “after-condition”.   
    
The following is a description of concerns expressed by SDCWA, followed by the Department’s 
responses: 
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Property Owner Concern: 
 
The SR 76 East Project will cross SDCWA pipelines in a manner that jeopardizes this agency’s 
ability to economically operate, maintain, repair, and/or replace these pipelines, thus impacting 
public health and safety.  
 
 
Department Response: 
 
The project’s proposed design, utilizing a bridge structure to cross SDCWA’s existing pipeline 
facilities, perpetuates the current state of separate compatible facilities.  This design results in no 
harm to public health and safety, results in no direct impact to such pipelines, and thus causes no 
disruption in water service. 
 
To address concerns regarding the eventual rehabilitation of SDCWA’s aqueduct pipelines at this 
location, and to address perceived inefficiencies of doing this work with a new bridge in place, the 
Department has agreed to coordinate its construction activities with SDCWA in order to provide 
SDCWA with ample opportunity to reline its three aqueduct pipelines on the subject property prior 
to the Department’s construction of bridge structures for this project.   
 
SDCWA and the Department have agreed that relining all three aqueduct pipelines on the subject 
parcel (versus other investigated alternatives) is the appropriate pipeline rehabilitation strategy at 
this location.  As addressed in more detail below, the Department is in negotiations with SDCWA 
to determine the Department’s prorated share of such relining costs. 
 
 
Property Owner Concern: 
 
The SR 76 East Project will permanently disturb land acquired and held for environmental 
mitigation.  
 
 
Department Response: 
 
A fair market value offer of just compensation has been made to SDCWA for required right of way 
areas based on the subject property having a highest and best use (and corresponding market value) 
as mitigation land.   
 
Furthermore, the Department and SDCWA have agreed in concept to a potential exchange of 
mitigation land that may be acquired by the Department from willing sellers in excess of its needs 
for the project.  Such an exchange of land between the agencies would be in lieu of a cash payment 
for the required right of way areas.   This option is being actively pursued by both agencies.  
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Property Owner Concern: 
 
The District has not made a good faith statutory offer because the appraisal did not include an offer 
for future inefficiencies due to construction of the bridge over their facility.   
 
 
Department Response: 
 
The Department has made a fair market value offer pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 
1245.230 and California Government Code Section 7267.2.  As noted previously, the District and 
SDCWA have agreed that relining the three aqueduct pipelines located on the subject property is 
the most appropriate strategy to address any and all future operational and maintenance 
inefficiencies resulting from having the Department’s bridge structure constructed over these 
pipelines.  The Department has proposed a separate cost sharing agreement with SDCWA, based 
on the cost of relining agreed upon portions of the three pipelines located on the subject property, 
while also taking into account the remaining economic life of said pipeline facilities.  Ongoing 
attempts by both agencies to negotiate an amicable settlement regarding the above issues have now 
reached impasse, and the Department believes this compensation issue will need to be resolved 
through the condemnation process 
 
 
 
DEPARTMENT’S CONTACTS 
 
The following contacts have been made with the property owner: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 3 
E-Mail of information 19 
Telephone contacts 17 
Personal / meeting contacts 4 

 
 
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 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: 
 
• 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. 
 
• 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.  
 
 
 
 
                      ______________________________________ 
     RENE FLETCHER, Chief 
     Office of Project Delivery 
     Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
     Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
     _____________________________________ 
     KARLA SUTLIFF 
     Chief Engineer 



  Reference No.:  2.4a.(6) 
  December 11-12, 2013 
  Attachment B 
  Page 6 of 6 
 
 

  

PERSONS ATTENDING CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW MEETING HEARING 
ON October 15, 2013 
 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair  
Glen Mueller, Attorney, San Diego Legal Office, Panel Member   
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Robert Dauffenbach, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
William J. Rose, SDCWA Director of Engineering,  
John Kross, SDCWA Right of Way Manager  
Vic Bianes, SDCWA Engineering Manager 
Dan Hentschke, SDCWA General Counsel  
Jeff Shoaf, SDCWA Principal Engineer 
 
 
Laurie Berman, District 11 Director 
Allan Kosup, District 11 SR 76 Corridor Director 
Ann Fox, District 11 Project Manager 
Carl Savage, SR-76 Corridor Design Manager  
Bob Dougherty, District 11 Structure Design 
Janet Schaffer, District 11 Right of Way 
Steve Aragon, District 11 Right of Way 
Mendi Houx, District 11 Right of Way 
Pamela Lemar, District 11 Right of Way 
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State of California California State Transportation Agency    
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION     

“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  December 11-12, 2013 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.:  2.4a.(1) 
  Action Item 
 
 

From: STEVEN KECK Prepared by: Brent L. Green 
Acting Chief Financial Officer   Chief  

Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY – APPEARANCE 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolutions of Necessity (Resolutions) C-21125, 
C-21126, C-21127, C-21128, and C-21129 summarized on the following page.  These Resolutions 
are for the reconstruction of the Interstate 15 (I-15) / Interstate 215 (I-215) Devore Interchange 
improvement project in District 8, in San Bernardino County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed 
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under 
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are: 
 

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project. 
2. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible 

with the greatest public good and the least private injury. 
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 owners are contesting the Resolutions and have requested an appearance 
before the Commission.  The primary concerns and objections expressed by the property owners are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with the greatest 
public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to acquire the property does not 
comply with Government Code Section 7267.2.  The common issues and concerns of the property 
owners and the Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
Discussions have taken place with the property 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 these Resolutions 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. 
 
Discussions have been ongoing between the property owners and the Department to address and 
resolve the issues.  Progress has been made but in order to keep the project schedule, the Department 
is requesting that these appearances proceed to the December 2013 Commission meeting.  Legal 
possession will allow the construction activities on the parcels to commence, thereby avoiding and/or 
mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate the 
condemnation process are not taken immediately to secure legal possession of the subject properties. 
 
C-21125 - Larry Eckrote and Adele Eckrote 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.95 - Parcel 22504-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date:  07/31/14; Ready to List (RTL) Date:  Design-Build.   
Freeway - add additional through lane in each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the  
I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors to the I-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 unincorporated 
area of San Bernardino County at 18570 and 18590 Cajon Boulevard.   
Assessor Parcel Numbers (APN) 0348-132-03, -04.  Attachment C. 
 
C-21126 - Jeffery Todd Grange 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.92 - Parcel 22502-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
RWC Date:  07/31/14; RTL Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors 
to the I-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 unincorporated area of San Bernardino County at 18592 Cajon 
Boulevard.  APN 0348-132-05.  Attachment D.   
 
C-21127 - Sean S. Lee and 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 additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors 
to the I-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 unincorporated area of San Bernardino County at 18642 Cajon 
Boulevard.  APN 0348-132-09.  Attachment E. 
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C-21128 - The Damron Family Trust dated January 11, 2002 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.45 - Parcel 22482-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
RWC Date:  07/31/14; RTL Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors 
to the I-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 unincorporated area of San Bernardino County at 18858 Cajon 
Boulevard.  APNs 0348-141-04, -05.  Attachment F. 
 
C-21129 - Robert W. Bird and Shelley L. Bird 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.41 - Parcel 22480-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
RWC Date:  07/31/14; RTL Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors 
to the I-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 unincorporated area of San Bernardino County at 18910 Cajon 
Boulevard.  APN 0348-141-20.  Attachment G. 
 
 
Attachments: 

 
Attachment A - Project Information 
Exhibit A1 through A3 - Project Maps  
Attachment B - Common Issues and Concerns 
Attachment C - Parcel Panel Report - Larry Eckrote and Adele Eckrote 
Exhibit C1 through C3 - Parcel Maps  
Attachment D - Parcel Panel Report - Jeffery Todd Grange 
Exhibit D1 through D3 - Parcel Maps  
Attachment E - Parcel Panel Report - Sean S. Lee and Iris S. Lee 
Exhibit E1 through E3 - Parcel Maps  
Attachment F - Parcel Panel Report - The Damron Family Trust dated January 11, 2002 
Exhibit F1 and F2 - Parcel Maps  
Attachment G - Parcel Panel Report - Robert W. Bird and Shelley L. Bird 
Exhibit G1 through G3 - Parcel Maps  
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PROJECT INFORMATION 

 
 
 
PROJECT DATA 08-SBd-15-PM 14.0/R16.4 
 08-SBd-215-PM 16.0/17.8 
 Expenditure Authorization 0K7109 
 
Location: Intersection of Interstate 15 (I-15) and Interstate 215  
 (I-215) in the community of Devore, County of San 

Bernardino  
 
Limits: On I-15 approximately 0.8 mile south of the Glen Helen 

Parkway Undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of 
the Kenwood Avenue Undercrossing and on I-215 
approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road 
Overcrossing to the I-15/I-215 Junction 

 
Cost: Programmed construction cost:  $225,528,000.00 
 Current Right of Way cost estimate:  $48,952,000.00 
 
Funding Source: State Transportation Improvement Program, State Highway 

Operation and Protection Program, Surface Transportation 
Program, Regional Improvement Program, Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account, Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century - Federal Demonstration Funds, 
Interstate Maintenance Discretionary, Measure I, and Local 
Funds 

 
*Number of Lanes:  Existing (I-15):  Six to nine lanes 
 Proposed (I-15):  Eight to nine lanes 
 Existing (I-215):  Four to five lanes 
 Proposed (I-215):  Four to six lanes 
 
* Range in lanes is due to the number of lanes which vary throughout the project limits. 
 
Proposed Major Features: Add one additional through lane in each direction on I-15 

from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange, 
reconfigure connectors to I-215, truck bypass lanes and 
auxiliary lanes 
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Traffic: Existing I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
180,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT) 

 Existing I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
142,000 ADT 

 Existing I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
78,000 ADT 

 
 Proposed I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

378,600 ADT 
 Proposed I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

271,000 ADT 
 Proposed I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

158,400 ADT 
 
NEED FOR THE PROJECT 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to:  Improve operational performance of the  
I-15/I-215 Interchange by reducing operational deficiencies and upgrading the 
interchange to modern standards where feasible; Facilitate efficient goods movement 
through the I-15/I-215 Interchange; Reduce existing and forecasted traffic congestion and 
improve the level of service (LOS) at the I-15/I-215 Interchange and the local service 
interchanges that are adjacent to the freeway-to-freeway interchange; and correct arterial 
highway network deficiencies related to the portions of I-15 and I-215 that are adjacent to 
the community of Devore. 

 
The existing I-15/I-215 Interchange has the following identified deficiencies that create 
the need for the proposed project.  

• Operational Deficiencies:  Elements of the existing I-15/I-215 Interchange do not 
meet the California Department of Transportation’s (Department) current 
engineering and modern planning standards as follows: 

o Between Glen Helen Parkway and the I-215 connector, the number of through 
lanes on I-15 in each direction is reduced from four to three, creating a 2.3 
mile lane reduction on I-15. 

o The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not provide route continuity for northbound 
I-15 since both autos and trucks from I-215 enter NB I-15 on the left.  This is 
particularly problematic for trucks as the merge is on an up-grade and the 
trucks must cross two lanes of auto traffic to reach the designated two 
outermost lanes available to trucks. 
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o The local services interchange at I-15/Glen Helen Parkway, I-15/Kenwood 
Avenue, and I-215/Devore Road does not meet the Department’s current 
general design standards, which discourage local service interchanges within 
two miles of a freeway-to-freeway interchange.  When existing roadway 
interchanges cannot be moved at least two miles from freeway-to-freeway 
interchanges, the Department’s design standards provide for alternative design 
measures. 

• Goods Movement:  The capacity of the I-15/I-215 Interchange is further 
compromised by high volume of trucks, many of which need to weave across 
three more travel lanes because they enter or exit the freeway from the left.  This 
lack of capacity hampers critical goods movement function of the freeway. 

• Existing and Forecast Travel Demand:  The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not 
provide an adequate Level of Service (LOS) for motorists or trucks.  The LOS is 
anticipated to further decline in future years which will result in a failure to 
provide an adequate level of service during weekday commute hours. 

• Arterial Highway Network Deficiencies: The local circulation system does not 
provide a parallel arterial road adjacent to the existing sections of I-15 and I-215, 
requiring local motorists, including those seeking to connect from Cajon 
Boulevard west of I-215 to Cajon Boulevard west of Kenwood Avenue, to use the 
freeway system. 

 
 
PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION 
 
A Project Study Report was initiated by San Bernardino Associated Governments and 
approved on March 3, 2009.  On July 1, 2010, the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) authorized the Department to utilize the design-build method of 
procurement for the proposed I-15/I-215 Interchange Improvements Project and the 
Department will have to comply with the applicable provisions under Senate Bill No. 4, 
Chapter 6.5, The Design-Build Demonstration Program.  The Project Report and 
Environmental Document was approved on February 29, 2012.  The proposed project 
limits extend along I-15 from approximately 0.8 miles south of the Glen Helen Parkway 
undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of the Kenwood Avenue Undercrossing, 
and along I-215 from approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road Overcrossing to 
the I-15 Junction.  The sections of highway covered by the proposed project are access 
controlled interstate freeways adopted by the Commission in 1959 and 1969.   

 
There were four build alternatives developed and a “no-build” alternative that was 
evaluated in the Project Approval & Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase. 
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The following is a description of each the build alternatives: 

Alternative 3A (Preferred Alternative): 

I-15 South Leg (I-15 south of the I-15/I-215 junction) 
The segment of I-15 south of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific 
railroad crossing to the southerly project limits will include the following improvements: 

• Adding a northbound mainline lane between the Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp and 
the I-215 Junction. 

• Adding a northbound auxiliary lane between the Glen Helen Parkway entrance ramp 
and the I-215 Junction. 

• Adding a southbound mainline lane between the I-215 junction and the Glen Helen 
Parkway entrance ramp, where it will connect with the existing fourth southbound 
mainline lane. 

• Adding a southbound auxiliary lane between the I-215 junction and the southbound 
Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp. 

• Making minor adjustments to the Glen Helen Parkway entrance and exit ramps to 
accommodate the new lanes, such as, the northbound deceleration lane prior to the 
Glen Helen exit ramp and the southbound acceleration lane from the entrance ramp.  

 
The additional lanes would be physically constructed in the existing wide median, and the 
existing lanes shifted to the left. The existing bridges over Glen Helen Parkway would be 
widened by one lane in each direction in the median.  The existing bridge over Glen 
Helen Parkway would be widened by two lanes in each direction in the median.  No new 
right-of-way would be required south of the railroad.  Immediately north of the Glen 
Helen Parkway, the northbound widening would begin to shift to the outside to align with 
the connector ramps of the I-15/I-215 Interchange. 

I-15/I-215 Branch Connectors 
The following modifications are included for the I-15/I-215 branch connectors: 
• The northbound I-215 to southbound I-15 branch connector would be retained 

approximately in its present location, but widened to two lanes for most of its length 
to allow for passing. 

• The northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 branch connector would be relocated 
easterly. 

Cajon Boulevard Reconnection 
The project includes the reconnection of Cajon Boulevard from Kenwood Drive to 
existing Devore Road in basically the same alignment. The Cajon Boulevard component 
of the project would reopen two lanes of the abandoned roadway, and bring the Kenwood 
Avenue/Cajon Boulevard intersection up to standard.  The existing north segment of 
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Cajon Boulevard ends south of Kenwood Avenue; the existing south segment ends 1,200 
feet north of the Devore Road intersection.  An abandoned segment of Cajon Boulevard 
southeast of Kenwood Avenue would be reactivated and realigned.  

 
The existing Cajon Boulevard northbound and southbound roadbeds will each be used to 
carry one lane of traffic between Kenwood Avenue and the new section of Cajon 
Boulevard.  The two-lane Cajon Boulevard would transition onto a new alignment 3,500 
feet southeast of Kenwood Avenue, curving to the south to parallel the existing I-15 to 
the I-15 southbound connector. As the roadway approaches Cajon Creek, it would make 
an easterly turn to pass under the existing I-15 bridges over Cajon Creek.  The roadway 
under the freeway would roughly follow an existing dirt road, and would require a 
retaining wall. 

 
After crossing under the freeway, Cajon Boulevard would curve to the northeast, 
intersecting existing Cajon Boulevard just east of the existing Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection.  The existing Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac northwest of Devore 
Road would remain, connected to either Devore Road or new Cajon Boulevard, 
depending on the alternative. To match existing conditions, Cajon Boulevard would 
widen to two lanes in each direction as it approaches the Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection. 

Northbound I-15 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound on I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and  
 I-215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Widen existing northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 connector to add one lane. 
• Construct a truck slip ramp from northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 truck bypass 

lanes and continue northerly of Kenwood Avenue. 

Southbound I-15 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue Overcrossing. 
• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue Interchange, construct truck bypass lanes and 

southbound I-215 connector. This truck bypass will be two lanes wide, approximately 
3/4 miles long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid with each other in order to provide route 
continuity southbound.   

• Widen existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 
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Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane starting 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 

northbound and southbound I-15. 
• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 
• Construct northbound truck bypass to merge with the northbound I-15 truck slip 

ramp. 
• Construct auxiliary lane up to the truck bypass diverge.  

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 4,400 feet 
south of Devore Road. 

• Construct a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
southbound Devore Road exit ramp.  Construct a connection between this connector 
and the southbound I-215 Devore exit ramp.  Construct a 1,800 foot long deceleration 
lane to this connection from the northbound I-15. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp termini approximately 750 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include:  widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Design Revisions after Public Review 
The following changes were made to the design of Alternative 3A after distribution of the 
Draft Project Report and Draft IS/EA: 

1. Portions of the southbound I-215 slope east and west of Devore Road were replaced 
with retaining walls to minimize anticipated acquisitions in that area. 

2. Metal Beam Guard Rail is now planned to be installed along the southbound I-15 exit 
ramp to Kenwood Avenue.  This change will reduce anticipated right-of-way 
requirements in this area. 
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3. The northbound I-15 improvements north of Kenwood Avenue were changed as 
follows: 
• The two auxiliary lanes north of the truck bypass were revised. Auxiliary lane No. 

1 was extended by 190 feet and auxiliary lane No. 2 was shortened by 300 feet.  
• To avoid the impacts to a major utility line, the planned cut slope north of 

Kenwood was changed to a 4-foot high retaining wall. 
 
These changes were made to improve traffic operations and also resulted in a 
reduction in grading impacts. 
 

4. The southbound I-15 to southbound I-215 Connector Bridge was lengthened by 305 
feet to allow extra space in the median for a future high occupancy vehicle or 
managed lane facility. 

5. The intersection of the northbound I-215/Devore Road off-ramp and Devore Road 
was realigned to improve traffic operations and safety.  The off-ramp and Devore 
Road now meet at a more standard angle (less of a skew) than in the previous design.   

 
Alternative 3A was identified and selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following 
reasons: 
 
Alternative 3A Best Meets Purpose and Need 

 
Alternative 3A is the alternative that best meets the purpose and need criteria.  The  
No-build Alternative does not address any of the elements of purpose and need. 
Alternative 5 does not meet the purpose of providing southbound route continuity. 
Alternatives 2 and 3 provide a marginally acceptable minimum traffic LOS of E in the 
2040 design year.   

 
Alternative 3A has the Least Impacts to Key Biological Resources 

 
Under both State and Federal laws, the Department has an affirmative obligation to 
minimize project impacts to protected biological resources, including endangered species 
habitats and the waters of the United States.   Alternative 3A has the lowest extent of 
impacts to both endangered species and waters of the United States, as well as the waters 
of the State.  Under these analysis criteria, Alternative 3A has the fewest impacts to key 
biological resources. 

 
Alternative 3A is the Least Costly Build Alternative 

 
Alternative 3A is least costly build alternative compared to the other developed 
alternatives.  

  



  
   Reference No.:  2.4a.(1) 
                          December 11-12, 2013 
                          Attachment A 
                          Page 8 of 12 
 

 

Alternative 2: 
 
Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood Interchange. 
• Construct one 2,600 foot auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 beginning at the I-15 and 

I-215 merge point. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 
 
Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.2 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Construct a truck bypass lane starting at the Kenwood Interchange to just south of the 

I-215 Junction.  This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide and 1 1/2 miles long.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane from the merge with the truck bypass and mainline to the 

exit ramp at Glen Helen Parkway. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one mixed flow lane 2 miles long beginning one mile south of Devore 

Road and ending at the merge with the northbound I-15.  
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to align with a new Glen Helen Parkway 

Undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway interchange 

to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I- 215 
• Construct a new I-215 fly-over to carry traffic over the I-15 mainline. 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point approximately 

one mile south of Devore Road for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 miles. 
• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling I-215.  

This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Relocate the southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 1,400 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway. 
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Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Extend Glen Helen Parkway under the I-215 freeway. 
• Remove the existing Devore Road Overcrossing. 
• Realign Devore Road to extend to the new Glen Helen Parkway using a realigned 

Dement Street. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Alternative 2 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 2. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 2. 

 

Alternative 3: 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood Avenue Interchange ramps to connect to the truck 

bypass. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and I-215 

for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
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• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a truck bypass lane and southbound 
I-215 connector. This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide, approximately 3/4 
mile long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid in order to provide route continuity southbound.   
• Widen and realign existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane beginning 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 

northbound and southbound I-15. 
• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 1/2 mile south 
of Devore Road.  

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction parallel to I-215 
with a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
Southbound Devore Road exit ramp. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 2,100 feet southerly 
of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

• Realign frontage roads that parallel the freeway.  
 

Alternative 3 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 
 

• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 3. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 3. 
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Alternative 5: 
 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue, to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and  
 I-215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Auxiliary lanes added starting about 3,300 feet north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
• At the Kenwood Avenue Interchange, begin a two-lane truck bypass lane to I-215, 

extending approximately two miles.  

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional lane northbound starting one mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15 for a total distance of two miles. 
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to line up with Glen Helen Parkway with 

an undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway 

interchange to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road, for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling to I-215. 
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway 

Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements are widening. 
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• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. Realign Dement Street. 

 
Alternative 5 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides southbound route continuity and Alternative 5 does not. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 5. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 5. 

 
As part of the Design-Build method, a series of Alternative Technical Concepts (ATC) 
were proposed in June 2012 which modified the design of the preferred alternative 
(Alternative 3A).   The selection process applied the best value procurement method to 
select a contractor to both design and build the project.  The best value procurement 
method is an approach where the design-build teams respond to the owner by submitting 
proposals that are primarily evaluated based on the technical concepts together with the 
associated cost of the project.  The Design-Builder (URS/Atkinson) was awarded the 
project in November 2012. Their proposal was selected because it offered the best value.  
URS/Atkinson's proposal improved the roadway design elements of Alternative 3A thus 
decreasing the overall project footprint resulting in significantly fewer Environmental and 
Right of Way impacts.     
 
URS/Atkinson proposed three significant ATC’s to the interchange design during the bid 
phase.  The three major ATC’s that were submitted and approved by the Department are: 
 

1. ATC 3 – This change shifted the “braid” of the I-15 and I-215 roadways in the 
vicinity of Kenwood Avenue to improve the design by eliminating 
complicated bridges over the southbound off-ramp intersection with Kenwood 
Avenue.  The braid was shifted south and with the new design, only a 
widening of the I-15 southbound bridge over Kenwood Avenue is necessary. 

 
2. ATC 4 – This change provided “Route Continuity” for northbound I-15.  In 

the original design, I-15 northbound merges in on the right side of I-215.  This 
is reverse of what the desirable design would be.  With the ATC 4 design, I-15 
northbound will be on the left of the I-215 roadway and I-215 will merge into 
I-15 on the right.  This matches driver expectations. 

 
3. ATC 5 – This design change turns the Devore Road interchange into a 

conventional diamond interchange and eliminates the hook ramps originally 
designed south of Devore Road.  The standard diamond interchange is a more 
desirable configuration for drivers.  Hook ramps are confusing in that the 
motorists exiting to Devore Road are put onto Cajon Boulevard and have to 
drive north to Devore Road.    









  
   Reference No.:  2.4a.(1) 
                          December 11-12, 2013 
                          Attachment B 
                          Page 1 of 3 
 

 

 
 

COMMON ISSUES AND CONCERNS 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Representing all the property owners at the 
meeting was attorney, Michael Kehoe. 
 
The following is a description of the concerns/contentions expressed by the owners’ 
representatives, followed by the Department’s response: 
 
Owners Contend: 
The offers of just compensation do not comply with the requirements of Government 
Code Section 7267.2 because the appraisal reports are outdated, some of the comparable 
sales used in the report were distressed sales and influenced by the project. 
  
Department Response: 
The Department has complied with Government Code Section 7267.2 by having fair 
market value appraisals prepared which determine the just compensation for the real 
property, and has made offers to the owners of record to acquire the property in the full 
amount of those appraisals.  At the time of the original offers, the amount of just 
compensation was based on current fair market value appraisals.  The market at that time 
was relatively stagnant which resulted in few properties being sold.  The comparable 
sales used were determined to be the most current and reflective of the market at that 
time.  Although some of the sales involved lender Real Estate Owned circumstances, 
investigations concluded that these transactions were reflective of typical market 
transactions, and not sold at a discount.  Additionally, the sales used were also confirmed 
and the prices paid were not found to be impacted or influenced by the project. When 
comparing sales within the project area versus sales outside the project area, there was no 
difference in the prices paid by the market participants.  The Department has 
subsequently revised and updated all of the appraisals, and revised offers were made to 
the owners of record on October 25, 2013.              
 
Owners Contend: 
The proposed drainage plan and facilities along Interstate 215 (I-215) adjacent to the 
proposed acquisitions is inadequate.  Specifically the proposed ditch capacity is 
insufficient to handle a greater than 25-year storm event. 
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Department Response: 
Freeway traveled ways are to be protected from a 25-year storm event.  Therefore the 
proposed drainage facilities which include inlets, storm drains, a water quality detention 
basin and drainage ditch are designed to intercept and convey water flow for a 25-year 
storm event.  The tributary watershed to the proposed detention basin and ditch adjacent 
to the southbound I-215 consist of only on-site flows from the freeway.  The detention 
basin and ditch are designed to convey a 25-year storm event per Department standards, 
which meet or exceed County requirements, and considerably exceed the national criteria 
established by the Federal Highway Administration and the American Association of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials.  Design for a greater than 25-year storm 
event would be based on site specific needs which are not warranted or justified for this 
project.  Higher intensity storms upstream of this location (such as 50-year and 100-year 
storm events) will not reach the proposed detention basin and ditch because upstream 
inlets and storm drains that discharge to the area in question do not have the capacity to 
convey these higher flows.     
 
Owners Contend: 
A block wall should have been considered in order to reduce the acquisition area, rather 
than the proposed 4:1 slope.  
 
Department Response: 
Four to one slopes were selected due to safety considerations as they are traversable and 
recoverable for errant vehicles.  They also provide for 30-foot clear recovery zones, 
where reduced right of way acquisitions combined with a retaining wall and barrier 
would not.  Introduction of a retaining wall would require that a barrier be installed at the 
ten foot shoulder edge for safety.  The barrier itself presents a hazard because it is a fixed 
object within the 30-foot clear recovery area.  There is an accident history within this area 
and a design using 4:1 slopes represents a safer alternative for motorist, as well as a more 
economical alternative consistent with the Department’s highway design standards.  
 
Owners Contend: 
The storm water detention basin is not needed in this specific area. 
 
Department Response: 
The storm water detention basin in this area of the project will allow for infiltration and 
treatment of the freeway run-off.  This basin and infiltration system is termed a Best 
Management Practice (BMP) and required by the Regional Water Quality Board for the 
project.  The BMP is designed to be located where it best ties into the existing drainage 
infrastructure.  BMP’s are included throughout the project to meet water quality 
requirements.  In this particular area near the subject properties, the BMP basin has been 
located and designed to reduce downstream peak flows and to treat the water to improve 
run-off water quality.   
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Owners Contend: 
The existing Environmental Impact Report does not address the Design Builder’s design.  
 
Department Response: 
The Design-Build contract included requirements for Environmental Compliance as set 
forth in the Environmental Commitments Record included in the Environmental 
Document prepared for the Alternative 3A (preferred alternative) preliminary design. The 
Design-Builder is responsible to update all Environmental Technical Studies and 
complete applicable Environmental Re-Validation documentation if the Design-Builder 
proposed changes to the scope or extent of the project as defined in the approved 
Environmental Document.  An Environmental Re-Validation of the Environmental 
Document was completed on August 14, 2013 and satisfies all environmental 
requirements associated with the Design Builder’s modifications to the project. 
 
Owners Contend: 
There is always the potential for change as part of the Design-Build project process and 
specifically asked when does the potential for design changes stop?  
 
Department Response: 
For this Design-Build project, the geometric design including design speed, 
lane/shoulder/bridge widths, horizontal alignment, vertical alignment, grades, widths, 
sight distances, cross slopes, super-elevation, horizontal clearance and  vertical clearance 
were finalized with the approval of the Geometric Approval Drawings (GADs) by the 
Department and the Federal Highway Administration on April 11, 2013.  Minor revisions 
to GADs after their approval, can be handled in an informal manner however it should be 
documented in writing.  Minor revisions are those that do not require mandatory or 
advisory design exceptions nor does it affect environmental footprints, right of way 
requirements, scope and cost of the project. Major revisions, as determined by the 
Department, may require re-submittal of the GADs.  It is expected that no other major 
revisions to the geometric design will occur.   
 
Owners Contend: 
There was a substantial change in proposed right of way approximately 360 feet upstream 
westerly of the Eckrote property (Parcel Number 22504) and they questioned why the 
design changed in this area.   
 
Department Response: 
The proposed right of way in this area was originally delineated based on a hook ramp 
configuration for the southbound Devore Road ramps.  The Design-Builder revised the 
design of these ramps to eliminate the hook ramps and provide a conventional diamond 
interchange at Devore Road, which in turn reduced right of way impacts in this area.  
This modification had no resulting change or impact to the Eckrote property or the others 
located easterly of this area. 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21125 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: Larry Eckrote and Adele Eckrote  
 
Parcel Location: 18570 and 18590 Cajon Boulevard in the County of San Bernardino 
          Assessor Parcel Numbers 0348-132-03, -04   
 
Present Use: Vacant Land / Storage Yard 
 
Zoning: CI - Corridor Industrial / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 87,155 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22504-1:  23,439 SF - Fee 
 Parcel 22504-2:  2,003 SF - Temporary Construction Easement 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 87,155 SF of land, rectangular in shape and 
graded.  The site is zoned Corridor Industrial (CI) according to the Glen Helen Specific 
Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and identified as Assessor Parcel Numbers 0348-
132-03, -04.  The only on-site improvement is a small dilapidated masonry structure 
located at the front of the parcel towards Cajon Boulevard.  Other site improvements 
include perimeter chain link fencing. It should be noted that the primary improvement on 
the subject parcel is located outside the proposed acquisition area. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
The subject property is impacted as a result of the I-215 freeway widening to 
accommodate the addition of one through lane in both directions, within the project area.  
The project requirements consist of a 23,439 SF fee acquisition located at the northern 
most portion of the property, along with an adjacent 2,003 SF TCE to allow working 
room for the highway contractor.  To accommodate the proposed project and specifically 
the addition of one southbound lane along I-215 adjacent to the subject property, a four to 
one slope will be constructed to support the freeway along with a water retention basin at 
the bottom of the slope to collect the freeway storm water run-off, with an open earthen 
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ditch which will route the water to the southeast downstream of the subject property.  The 
basin will allow for infiltration and treatment of the freeway run-off.  This basin and 
infiltration system is termed as a Best Management Practice (BMP) and required by the 
Regional Water Quality Board.  Based on the foregoing, a partial acquisition of the 
subject property is required and cannot be avoided. 
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Representing the property owners at the meeting 
was attorney, Michael Kehoe. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to 
acquire the property does not comply with Government Code Section 7267.2.   
 
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners and/or their 
representatives: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 5+ 
E-Mail of information 16+ 
Telephone contacts 9+ 
Personal/meeting contacts 4 
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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 California Transportation Commission (Commission). 
 
 
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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Michael Kehoe, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Craig Farrington, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Attorney 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Susan Esparza, District 8, Senior Right of Way Agent 
Craig Justesen, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Program Manager 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21126 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: Jeffery Todd Grange  
 
Parcel Location: 18592 Cajon Boulevard in the County of San Bernardino 
          Assessor Parcel Number 0348-132-05   
 
Present Use: Warehouse / Emergency Transportation Facilities / Towing Business 
 
Zoning: CI - Corridor Industrial / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 43,578 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22502-1:  10,845 SF - Fee 
 Parcel 22502-2:  1,001 SF - Temporary Construction Easement 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 43,578 SF of land, rectangular in shape and 
graded.  The site is zoned Corridor Industrial (CI) according to the Glen Helen Specific 
Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and identified as Assessor’s Parcel Number 0348-
132-05.  On-site improvements include a 3,420 SF metal butler warehouse building along 
with asphalt concrete striped parking extending approximately the length of the building.  
Other site improvements chain link fencing, signage, and minimal landscaping.  It should 
be noted that the primary improvements on the subject parcel are located outside the 
proposed acquisition area. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
The subject property is impacted as a result of the I-215 freeway widening to 
accommodate the addition of one through lane in both directions, within the project area.  
The project requirements consist of a 10,845 SF fee acquisition located at the northern 
most portion of the property, along with an adjacent 1,001 SF TCE to allow working 
room for the highway contractor.  To accommodate the proposed project and specifically 
the addition of one southbound lane along I-215 adjacent to the subject property, a four to 
one slope will be constructed to support the freeway along with an open earthen drainage 
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ditch at the bottom of the slope to handle storm water run-off from the freeway.  Based 
on the foregoing, a partial acquisition of the subject property is required and cannot be 
avoided. 
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Representing the property owners at the meeting 
was attorney, Michael Kehoe. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to 
acquire the property does not comply with Government Code Section 7267.2. 
  
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 4+ 
E-Mail of information 17+ 
Telephone contacts 7+ 
Personal/meeting contacts 4 

 
 
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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Michael Kehoe, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Craig Farrington, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Attorney 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Susan Esparza, District 8, Senior Right of Way Agent 
Craig Justesen, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Program Manager 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21127 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: Sean S. Lee and Iris S. Lee  
 
Parcel Location: 18642 Cajon Boulevard in the County of San Bernardino 
          Assessor Parcel Number 0348-132-09   
 
Present Use: Single Family Residence 
 
Zoning: CI - Corridor Industrial / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 43,578 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22498-1:  8,512 SF - Fee 
 Parcel 22498-2:  1,000 SF – Temporary Construction Easement 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 43,578 SF of land, rectangular in shape and 
graded.  The site is zoned Corridor Industrial (CI) according to the Glen Helen Specific 
Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and identified as Assessor’s Parcel Number 0348-
132-09.  On-site improvements include a single family residence with a two car attached 
garage located towards the front of the property.  Other site improvements include a 
storage shed, chain link fencing and minimal landscaping.  It should be noted that the 
primary improvements on the subject parcel are located outside the proposed acquisition 
area. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
The subject property is impacted as a result of the I-215 freeway widening to 
accommodate the addition of one through lane in both directions, within the project area.  
The project requirements consist of a 8,512 SF fee acquisition located at the northern 
most portion of the property, along with an adjacent 1,000 SF TCE to allow working 
room for the highway contractor.  To accommodate the proposed project and specifically 
the addition of one southbound lane along I-215 adjacent to the subject property, a four to 
one slope will be constructed to support the freeway along with an open earthen drainage 
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ditch at the bottom of the slope to handle storm water run-off from the freeway.  Based 
on the foregoing a partial acquisition of the subject property is required and cannot be 
avoided. 
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys;  
Julie Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Representing the property owners at the meeting 
was attorney, Michael Kehoe. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to 
acquire the property does not comply with Government Code Section 7267.2. 
 
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 6+ 
E-Mail of information 16+ 
Telephone contacts 12+ 
Personal/meeting contacts 4 

 
 
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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Michael Kehoe, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Craig Farrington, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Attorney 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Susan Esparza, District 8, Senior Right of Way Agent 
Craig Justesen, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Program Manager 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21128 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: The Damron Family Trust dated January 11, 2002  
 
Parcel Location: 18858 Cajon Boulevard in the County of San Bernardino 
          Assessor Parcel Numbers 0348-141-04, -05   
 
Present Use: Single Family Residence 
 
Zoning: CI - Corridor Industrial / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 87,156 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22482-1:  8,738 SF - Fee 
 Parcel 22482-2:  2,000 SF – Temporary Construction Easement 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 87,156 SF of land, rectangular in shape and 
graded.  The site is zoned Corridor Industrial (CI) according to the Glen Helen Specific 
Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and identified as Assessor Parcel Numbers 0348-
141-04, -05.  On-site improvements include a single family residence located towards the 
middle of the west half of the property.  Other site improvements include chain link 
fencing and landscaping.  It should be noted that the primary improvements on the 
subject parcel are located outside the proposed acquisition area. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
The subject property is impacted as a result of the I-215 freeway widening to 
accommodate the addition of one through lane in both directions, within the project area.  
The project requirements consist of a 8,738 SF fee acquisition located at the northern 
most portion of the property, along with an adjacent 2,000 SF TCE to allow working 
room for the highway contractor.  To accommodate the proposed project and specifically 
the addition of one southbound lane along I-215 adjacent to the subject property, a four to 
one slope will be constructed to support the freeway along with an open earthen drainage 
ditch at the bottom of the slope to handle storm water run-off from the freeway.  Based 
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on the foregoing, a partial acquisition of the subject property is required and cannot be 
avoided. 
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys;  
Julie Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Representing the property owners at the meeting 
was attorney, Michael Kehoe. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to 
acquire the property does not comply with Government Code Section 7267.2. 
 
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 4+ 
E-Mail of information 15+ 
Telephone contacts 14+ 
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 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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Michael Kehoe, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Craig Farrington, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Attorney 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Susan Esparza, District 8, Senior Right of Way Agent 
Craig Justesen, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Program Manager 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21129 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: Robert W. Bird and Shelley L. Bird  
 
Parcel Location: 18910 Cajon Boulevard in the County of San Bernardino 
          Assessor Parcel Number 0348-141-20   
 
Present Use: Single Family Residence 
 
Zoning: CI - Corridor Industrial / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 43,578 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22480-1:  3,986 SF - Fee 
 Parcel 22480-2:  1,000 SF – Temporary Construction Easement 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 43,568 SF of land, rectangular in shape and 
graded.  The site is zoned Corridor Industrial (CI) according to the Glen Helen Specific 
Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and identified as Assessor’s Parcel Number 0348-
141-20.  On-site improvements include a single family residence located towards the 
front of the property.  Additionally, there is a metal building/workshop.  Other site 
improvements include chain link fencing and minimal landscaping.  It should be noted 
that the primary improvements on the subject parcel are located outside the proposed 
acquisition area. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
The subject property is impacted as a result of the I-215 freeway widening to 
accommodate the addition of one through lane in both directions, within the project area.  
The project requirements consist of a 3,986 SF fee acquisition located at the northern 
most portion of the property, along with an adjacent 1,000 SF TCE to allow working 
room for the highway contractor.  To accommodate the proposed project and specifically 
the addition of one southbound lane along I-215 adjacent to the subject property, a four to 
one slope will be constructed to support the freeway along with an open earthen drainage 
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ditch at the bottom of the slope to handle storm water run-off from the freeway.  Based 
on the foregoing, a partial acquisition of the subject property is required and cannot be 
avoided. 
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Representing the property owners at the meeting 
was attorney, Michael Kehoe. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to 
acquire the property does not comply with Government Code Section 7267.2. 
 
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 6+ 
E-Mail of information 15+ 
Telephone contacts 17+ 
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 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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Michael Kehoe, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Craig Farrington, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Attorney 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Susan Esparza, District 8, Senior Right of Way Agent 
Craig Justesen, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Program Manager 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 









State of California California State Transportation Agency    
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION     

“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  December 11-12, 2013 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.: 2.4a.(2) 
  Action Item 
 
 

From: STEVEN KECK Prepared by: Brent L. Green 
Acting Chief Financial Officer   Chief  

Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY – APPEARANCE 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-21130 
summarized on the following page.  This Resolution is for reconstruction of the Interstate 15 (I-15)/ 
Interstate 215 (I-215) Devore Interchange improvement project in District 8, in San Bernardino 
County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed 
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under 
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are: 
 

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project. 
2. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible 

with the greatest public good and the least private injury. 
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 concerns and objections expressed by the property owners are that the 
project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with the greatest public 
good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to acquire the property does not 
comply with Government Code Section 7267.2.  The owner’s objections and the Department’s 
responses are contained in Attachment B. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
Discussions have taken place with the property 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 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. 
 
Discussions have been ongoing between the property owners and the Department to address and 
resolve the issues.  Progress has been made but in order to keep the project schedule, the Department 
is requesting that this appearance proceed to the December 2013 Commission meeting.  Legal 
possession will allow the construction activities on the parcel to commence, thereby avoiding and/or 
mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate the 
condemnation process are not taken immediately to secure legal possession of the subject property. 
 
C-21130 - Henry Olivier and Ileana Viscal-Olivier 
08-SBd-215-PM 17.06 - Parcel 22508-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
Right of Way Certification Date:  07/31/14; Ready to List Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add 
additional through lane in each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 
Interchange and reconfigure connectors to the I-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 unincorporated area of 
San Bernardino County, on the north side of Cajon Boulevard, east of Devore Road.   
Assessor Parcel Number 0348-131-07.   
 
 
Attachments: 

Attachment A - Project Information 
Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps 
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report 
Exhibit B1 and B2 - Parcel Maps  
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PROJECT INFORMATION 

 
 
 
PROJECT DATA 08-SBd-15-PM 14.0/R16.4 
 08-SBd-215-PM 16.0/17.8 
 Expenditure Authorization 0K7109 
 
Location: Intersection of Interstate 15 (I-15) and Interstate 215  
 (I-215) in the community of Devore, County of San 

Bernardino  
 
Limits: On I-15 approximately 0.8 mile south of the Glen Helen 

Parkway Undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of 
the Kenwood Avenue Undercrossing and on I-215 
approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road 
Overcrossing to the I-15/I-215 Junction 

 
Cost: Programmed construction cost:  $225,528,000.00 
 Current Right of Way cost estimate:  $48,952,000.00 
 
Funding Source: State Transportation Improvement Program, State Highway 

Operation and Protection Program, Surface Transportation 
Program, Regional Improvement Program, Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account, Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century - Federal Demonstration Funds, 
Interstate Maintenance Discretionary, Measure I, and Local 
Funds 

 
*Number of Lanes:  Existing (I-15):  Six to nine lanes 
 Proposed (I-15):  Eight to nine lanes 
 Existing (I-215):  Four to five lanes 
 Proposed (I-215):  Four to six lanes 
 
* Range in lanes is due to the number of lanes which vary throughout the project limits. 
 
Proposed Major Features: Add one additional through lane in each direction on I-15 

from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange, 
reconfigure connectors to I-215, truck bypass lanes and 
auxiliary lanes 
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Traffic: Existing I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
180,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT) 

 Existing I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
140,000 ADT 

 Existing I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
78,000 ADT 

 
 Proposed I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

378,600 ADT 
 Proposed I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

271,000 ADT 
 Proposed I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

158,400 ADT 
 
 
NEED FOR THE PROJECT 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to:  Improve operational performance of the 
I-15/I-215 Interchange by reducing operational deficiencies and upgrading the 
interchange to modern standards where feasible; Facilitate efficient goods movement 
through the I-15/I-215 Interchange; Reduce existing and forecasted traffic congestion and 
improve the level of service (LOS) at the I-15/I-215 Interchange and the local service 
interchanges that are adjacent to the freeway-to-freeway interchange; and correct arterial 
highway network deficiencies related to the portions of I-15 and I-215 that are adjacent to 
the community of Devore. 

 
The existing I-15/I-215 Interchange has the following identified deficiencies that create 
the need for the proposed project.  

• Operational Deficiencies:  Elements of the existing I-15/I-215 Interchange do not 
meet the California Department of Transportation’s (Department) current 
engineering and modern planning standards as follows: 

o Between Glen Helen Parkway and the I-215 connector, the number of through 
lanes on I-15 in each direction is reduced from four to three, creating a 2.3 
mile lane reduction on I-15. 

o The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not provide route continuity for northbound 
I-15 since both autos and trucks from I-215 enter NB I-15 on the left.  This is 
particularly problematic for trucks as the merge is on an up-grade and the 
trucks must cross two lanes of auto traffic to reach the designated two 
outermost lanes available to trucks. 

o The local services interchange at I-15/Glen Helen Parkway, I-15/Kenwood 
Avenue, and I-215/Devore Road does not meet the Department’s current 
general design standards, which discourage local service interchanges within 
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two miles of a freeway-to-freeway interchange.  When existing roadway 
interchanges cannot be moved at least two miles from freeway-to-freeway 
interchanges, the Department’s design standards provide for alternative design 
measures. 

• Goods Movement:  The capacity of the I-15/I-215 Interchange is further 
compromised by high volume of trucks, many of which need to weave across 
three more travel lanes because they enter or exit the freeway from the left.  This 
lack of capacity hampers critical goods movement function of the freeway. 

• Existing and Forecast Travel Demand:  The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not 
provide an adequate Level of Service (LOS) for motorists or trucks.  The LOS is 
anticipated to further decline in future years which will result in a failure to 
provide an adequate level of service during weekday commute hours. 

• Arterial Highway Network Deficiencies: The local circulation system does not 
provide a parallel arterial road adjacent to the existing sections of I-15 and I-215, 
requiring local motorists, including those seeking to connect from Cajon 
Boulevard west of I-215 to Cajon Boulevard west of Kenwood Avenue, to use the 
freeway system. 

 
 
PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION 
 
A Project Study Report was initiated by San Bernardino Associated Governments and 
approved on March 3, 2009.  On July 1, 2010, the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) authorized the Department to utilize the design-build method of 
procurement for the proposed I-15/I-215 Interchange Improvements Project and the 
Department will have to comply with the applicable provisions under Senate Bill No. 4, 
Chapter 6.5, The Design-Build Demonstration Program.  The Project Report and 
Environmental Document was approved on February 29, 2012.  The proposed project 
limits extend along I-15 from approximately 0.8 miles south of the Glen Helen Parkway 
undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of the Kenwood Avenue undercrossing, 
and along I-215 from approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road overcrossing to 
the I-15 junction.  The sections of highway covered by the proposed project are access 
controlled interstate freeways adopted by the Commision in 1959 and 1969.   
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There were four build alternatives developed and a “no-build” alternative that was 
evaluated in the Project Approval & Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase. 
 
The following is a description of each the build alternatives: 

Alternative 3A (Preferred Alternative): 

I-15 South Leg (I-15 south of the I-15/I-215 junction) 
The segment of I-15 south of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific 
railroad crossing to the southerly project limits will include the following improvements: 

• Adding a northbound mainline lane between the Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp and 
the I-215 Junction. 

• Adding a northbound auxiliary lane between the Glen Helen Parkway entrance ramp 
and the I-215 Junction. 

• Adding a southbound mainline lane between the I-215 Junction and the Glen Helen 
Parkway entrance ramp, where it will connect with the existing fourth southbound 
mainline lane. 

• Adding a southbound auxiliary lane between the I-215 Junction and the southbound 
Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp. 

• Making minor adjustments to the Glen Helen Parkway entrance and exit ramps to 
accommodate the new lanes, such as, the northbound deceleration lane prior to the 
Glen Helen exit ramp and the southbound acceleration lane from the entrance ramp.  

 
The additional lanes would be physically constructed in the existing wide median, and the 
existing lanes shifted to the left. The existing bridges over Glen Helen Parkway would be 
widened by one lane in each direction in the median.  The existing bridge over Glen 
Helen Parkway would be widened by two lanes in each direction in the median.  No new 
right-of-way would be required south of the railroad.  Immediately north of the Glen 
Helen Parkway, the northbound widening would begin to shift to the outside to align with 
the connector ramps of the I-15/I-215 interchange. 

I-15/I-215 Branch Connectors 
The following modifications are included for the I-15/I-215 branch connectors: 
• The northbound I-215 to southbound I-15 branch connector would be retained 

approximately in its present location, but widened to two lanes for most of its length 
to allow for passing. 

• The northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 branch connector would be relocated 
easterly. 
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Cajon Boulevard Reconnection 
The project includes the reconnection of Cajon Boulevard from Kenwood Drive to 
existing Devore Road in basically the same alignment. The Cajon Boulevard component 
of the project would reopen two lanes of the abandoned roadway, and bring the Kenwood 
Avenue/Cajon Boulevard intersection up to standard.  The existing north segment of 
Cajon Boulevard ends south of Kenwood Avenue; the existing south segment ends 1,200 
feet north of the Devore Road intersection.  An abandoned segment of Cajon Boulevard 
southeast of Kenwood Avenue would be reactivated and realigned.  

 
The existing Cajon Boulevard northbound and southbound roadbeds will each be used to 
carry one lane of traffic between Kenwood Avenue and the new section of Cajon 
Boulevard.  The two-lane Cajon Boulevard would transition onto a new alignment 3,500 
feet southeast of Kenwood Avenue, curving to the south to parallel the existing I-15 to 
the I-15 southbound connector. As the roadway approaches Cajon Creek, it would make 
an easterly turn to pass under the existing I-15 bridges over Cajon Creek.  The roadway 
under the freeway would roughly follow an existing dirt road, and would require a 
retaining wall. 

 

After crossing under the freeway, Cajon Boulevard would curve to the northeast, 
intersecting existing Cajon Boulevard just east of the existing Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection.  The existing Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac northwest of Devore 
Road would remain, connected to either Devore Road or new Cajon Boulevard, 
depending on the alternative.  To match existing conditions, Cajon Boulevard would 
widen to two lanes in each direction as it approaches the Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection. 

Northbound I-15 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound on I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and     

I-215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Widen existing northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 connector to add one lane. 
• Construct a truck slip ramp from northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 truck bypass 

lanes and continue northerly of Kenwood Avenue. 

Southbound I-15 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, construct truck bypass lanes and 

southbound I-215 connector. This truck bypass will be two lanes wide, approximately 
3/4 miles long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid with each other in order to provide route 
continuity southbound.   

• Widen existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 
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Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane starting 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 

northbound and southbound I-15. 
• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 
• Construct northbound truck bypass to merge with the northbound I-15 truck slip 

ramp. 
• Construct auxiliary lane up to the truck bypass diverge.  

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 4,400 feet 
south of Devore Road. 

• Construct a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
southbound Devore Road exit ramp.  Construct a connection between this connector 
and the southbound I-215 Devore exit ramp.  Construct a 1,800 foot long deceleration 
lane to this connection from the northbound I-15. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp termini approximately 750 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include:  widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Design Revisions after Public Review 
The following changes were made to the design of Alternative 3A after distribution of the 
Draft Project Report and Draft IS/EA: 

1. Portions of the southbound I-215 slope east and west of Devore Road were replaced 
with retaining walls to minimize anticipated acquisitions in that area. 

2. Metal Beam Guard Rail is now planned to be installed along the southbound I-15 exit 
ramp to Kenwood Avenue.  This change will reduce anticipated right-of-way 
requirements in this area. 
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3. The northbound I-15 improvements north of Kenwood Avenue were changed as 
follows: 
• The two auxiliary lanes north of the truck bypass were revised. Auxiliary lane No. 

1 was extended by 190 feet and auxiliary lane No. 2 was shortened by 300 feet.  
• To avoid the impacts to a major utility line, the planned cut slope north of 

Kenwood was changed to a 4 foot high retaining wall. 
 
These changes were made to improve traffic operations and also resulted in a 
reduction in grading impacts. 
 

4. The southbound I-15 to southbound I-215 Connector Bridge was lengthened by 305 
feet to allow extra space in the median for a future high occupancy vehicle or 
managed lane facility. 

5. The intersection of the northbound I-215/Devore Road off-ramp and Devore Road 
was realigned to improve traffic operations and safety.  The off-ramp and Devore 
Road now meet at a more standard angle (less of a skew) than in the previous design.   

 
Alternative 3A was identified and selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following 
reasons: 
 
Alternative 3A Best Meets Purpose and Need 

 
Alternative 3A is the alternative that best meets the purpose and need criteria.  The No-
build Alternative does not address any of the elements of purpose and need. Alternative 5 
does not meet the purpose of providing southbound route continuity. Alternatives 2 and 3 
provide a marginally acceptable minimum traffic LOS of E in the 2040 design year.   

 
Alternative 3A has the Least Impacts to Key Biological Resources 

 
Under both State and Federal laws, the Department has an affirmative obligation to 
minimize project impacts to protected biological resources, including endangered species 
habitats and the waters of the United States.   Alternative 3A has the lowest extent of 
impacts to both endangered species and waters of the United States, as well as the waters 
of the State. Under these analysis criteria, Alternative 3A has the fewest impacts to key 
biological resources. 

 
Alternative 3A is the Least Costly Build Alternative 

 
Alternative 3A is least costly build alternative compared to the other developed 
alternatives.  
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Alternative 2: 
 
Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood interchange. 
• Construct one 2,600 foot auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 beginning at the I-15 and 

I-215 merge point. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 
 
Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.2 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Construct a truck bypass lane starting at the Kenwood Interchange to just south of the 

I-215 junction.  This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide and 1 1/2 miles long.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane from the merge with the truck bypass and mainline to the 

exit ramp at Glen Helen Parkway. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one mixed flow lane 2 miles long beginning one mile south of Devore 

Road and ending at the merge with the northbound I-15.  
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to align with a new Glen Helen Parkway 

undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway interchange 

to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I- 215 
• Construct a new I-215 fly-over to carry traffic over the I-15 mainline. 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling I-215.  
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Relocate the southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 1,400 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway. 
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Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Extend Glen Helen Parkway under the I-215 freeway. 
• Remove the existing Devore Road overcrossing. 
• Realign Devore Road to extend to the new Glen Helen Parkway using a realigned 

Dement Street. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Alternative 2 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 2. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 2. 

 

Alternative 3: 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood Avenue Interchange ramps to connect to the truck 

bypass. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and I-215 

for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
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• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a truck bypass lane and southbound 
I-215 connector. This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide, approximately 3/4 
mile long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid in order to provide route continuity southbound.   
• Widen and realign existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane beginning 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 

northbound and southbound I-15. 
• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 1/2 mile south 
of Devore Road.  

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction parallel to I-215 
with a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
Southbound Devore Road exit ramp. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 2100 feet southerly 
of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

• Realign frontage roads that parallel the freeway.  
 

Alternative 3 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 
 

• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 3. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 3. 
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Alternative 5: 
 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue, to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and     

I-215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Auxiliary lanes added starting about 3,300 feet north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
• At the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a two-lane truck bypass lane to I-215, 

extending approximately two miles.  

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional lane northbound starting one mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15 for a total distance of two miles. 
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to line up with Glen Helen Parkway with 

an undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway 

interchange to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road, for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling to I-215. 
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway 

Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements are widening. 
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• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. Realign Dement Street. 

 
Alternative 5 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides southbound route continuity and Alternative 5 does not. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 5. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 5. 

 
As part of the Design-Build method, a series of Alternative Technical Concepts (ATC) 
were proposed in June 2012 which modified the design of the preferred alternative 
(Alternative 3A).   The selection process applied the best value procurement method to 
select a contractor to both design and build the project.  The best value procurement 
method is an approach where the design-build teams respond to the owner by submitting 
proposals that are primarily evaluated based on the technical concepts together with the 
associated cost of the project.  The Design-Builder (URS/Atkinson) was awarded the 
project in November 2012. Their proposal was selected because it offered the best value.  
URS/Atkinson's proposal improved the roadway design elements of Alternative 3A thus 
decreasing the overall project footprint resulting in significantly fewer Environmental and 
Right of Way impacts.     
 
URS/Atkinson proposed three significant ATC’s to the interchange design during the bid 
phase.  The three major ATC’s that were submitted and approved by the Department are: 
 

1. ATC 3 – This change shifted the “braid” of the I-15 and I-215 roadways in the 
vicinity of Kenwood Avenue to improve the design by eliminating 
complicated bridges over the southbound off-ramp intersection with Kenwood 
Avenue.  The braid was shifted south and with the new design, only a 
widening of the I-15 southbound bridge over Kenwood Avenue is necessary. 

 
2. ATC 4 – This change provided “Route Continuity” for northbound I-15.  In 

the original design, I-15 northbound merges in on the right side of I-215.  This 
is reverse of what the desirable design would be.  With the ATC 4 design, I-15 
northbound will be on the left of the I-215 roadway and I-215 will merge into 
I-15 on the right.  This matches driver expectations. 

 
3. ATC 5 – This design change turns the Devore Road interchange into a 

conventional diamond interchange and eliminates the hook ramps originally 
designed south of Devore Road.  The standard diamond interchange is a more 
desirable configuration for drivers.  Hook ramps are confusing in that the 
motorists exiting to Devore Road are put onto Cajon Boulevard and have to 
drive north to Devore Road.    
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: Henry Olivier and Ileana Viscal-Oliver  
 
Parcel Location: North side of Cajon Boulevard, east of Devore Road in the County of 
 San Bernardino.  Assessor Parcel Number 0348-131-07   
 
Present Use: Vacant Land  
 
Zoning: C/TS – Commercial, Traveler Services / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 114,063 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22508-1:  33,999 SF - Fee 
 Parcel 22508-2:  3,768 SF - Temporary Construction Easement 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 114,063 SF of unimproved land, irregular in 
shape and level.  The site is zoned Commercial, Traveler Services (C/TS) according to 
the Glen Helen Specific Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and identified as Assessor 
Parcel Number 0348-131-07.   
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
The subject property is impacted as a result of the I-215 freeway widening to 
accommodate the addition of one through lane in both directions, within the project area.  
The project requirements consist of a 33,999 SF fee acquisition located at the northern 
most portion of the property, along with an adjacent 3,768 SF TCE to allow working 
room for the highway contractor.  To accommodate the proposed project and specifically 
the addition of one southbound lane along I-215 adjacent to the subject property, a four to 
one slope will be constructed to support the freeway along with an open earthen drainage 
ditch at the bottom of the slope to handle the storm water run-off from the freeway.  The 
run-off will then be directed to a retention basin to the southeast just downstream from 
the subject property.  Based on the foregoing, a partial acquisition of the subject property 
is required and cannot be avoided. 
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RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 26, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys;  
Julie Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Present at the meeting was property owner Henry 
Olivier and attorney Michael Kehoe. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury, and that the Department’s offer to 
acquire the property does not comply with Government Code Section 7267.2. 
 
The following is a description of the concerns/contentions expressed by the owners’ 
representatives, followed by the Department’s response: 
 
Owners Contend: 
The offer of just compensation does not comply with the requirements of Government 
Code Section 7267.2 because the appraisal report is outdated, some of the comparable 
sales used in the report were distressed sales and influenced by the project. 
  
Department Response: 
The Department has complied with Government Code Section 7267.2 by having a fair 
market value appraisal prepared which determined the just compensation for the real 
property, and has made an offer to the owners of record to acquire the property in the full 
amount of the appraisal.  At the time of the original offer, the amount of just 
compensation was based on current fair market value appraisal.  The market at that time 
was relatively stagnant which resulted in few properties being sold.  The comparable 
sales used were determined to be the most current and reflective of the market at that 
time.  Although some of the sales involved lender Real Estate Owned circumstances, 
investigations concluded that these transactions were reflective of typical market 
transactions, and not sold at a discount.  Additionally, the sales used were also confirmed 
and the prices paid were not found to be impacted or influenced by the project. When 
comparing sales within the project area versus sales outside the project area, there was no 
difference in the prices paid by the market participants.  The Department has 
subsequently revised and updated the appraisal, and a revised offer was made to the 
owners of record on October 25, 2013. 
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Owners Contend: 
What was the reason for changing the interchange design at Devore Road?  
 
Department Response: 
The Design Builder proposed three significant changes in the interchange design during 
the bid phase.  These were submitted to the Department as Alternative Technical 
Concepts (ATC’s).  Of these three major ATC’s, ATC-5 directly impacted the subject 
property.  This ATC changed the design and turned the Devore Road interchange into a 
conventional diamond interchange, eliminating the hook ramps originally designed south 
of Devore Road.  This standard diamond interchange is a more desirable configuration 
for drivers as the hook ramps required motorists exiting to Devore Road to go on Cajon 
Boulevard and then drive north to Devore Road. 
 
The elimination of the hook ramps significantly reduced impacts to the subject property.   
The initial design necessitated a full acquisition of the subject property as the hook ramps 
basically bisected the property.  With the elimination of the hook ramps, only a portion of 
the subject property is now needed for the project to accommodate the diamond 
interchange on-ramp and drainage basin.      
 
Owners Contend: 
The Department delayed its decision to acquire only a portion of the subject property.  
Therefore the owners attorney wanted to know when it was determined that only a partial 
acquisition of the subject property was needed instead of the full acquisition that was 
initially offered in July of 2012. 
 
Department Response: 
The initial offer in July of 2012 for a full acquisition was based on Alternative 3A       
(the preferred alternative) of the initial design.  However, as part of the Design-Build 
process, the procurement of bids for the project’s Design Builder started in April 2012.  
Proposed ATC’s were presented by the bidders in June/July 2012.  Only one proposal 
offered a revision to the Alternative 3A as an ATC at the subject property, eliminating the 
hook ramps.  It was unknown in June/July of 2012 after conditional approval of the 
ATC’s, whether the bidders would include all ATC’s in their final bids.  There were four 
bids submitted for the project in late August, 2012.  All had to be reviewed prior to 
securing the Design Builder as the evaluation of the bids was based on best value, which 
includes both technical value and cost.  This evaluation was not complete until late 
September, 2012.  The Design Builder was not actually under contract until November, 
2012.  After the Design Builder was under contract, it was still necessary to go through a 
conceptual design approval process and confirmation of right of way requirements based 
on the approved conceptual design.  This process was not completed until March, 2013.  
Once the revised design was approved, a modified access report had to be prepared and 
an environmental revalidation was processed to address the design and right of way 
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changes.  The offer for a partial acquisition was then made in June of 2013.  To the extent 
the owners and/or their attorney claim the Department unreasonably delayed its decision 
to acquire only a portion of the subject property, this is an issue of alleged damages, 
which would need to be determined by a court. 
 
Owners Contend: 
The proposed drainage plan and facilities along Interstate 215 (I-215) adjacent to the 
proposed acquisition is inadequate.  Specifically the proposed ditch capacity is 
insufficient to handle a greater than 25-year storm event. 
 
Department Response: 
Freeway traveled ways are to be protected from a 25-year storm event.  The proposed 
drainage facilities which include inlets, storm drains, a water quality detention basin and 
drainage ditch are designed to intercept and convey water flow for a 25-year storm event.  
The tributary watershed to the proposed detention basin and ditch adjacent to the 
southbound I-215 consist of only on-site flows from the freeway.  Therefore the detention 
basin and ditch are designed to convey a 25-year storm event per Department standards, 
which meet or exceed County requirements, and considerably exceed the national criteria 
established by the Federal Highway Administration and the American Association of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials.  Design for a greater than 25-year storm 
event would be based on site specific needs which are not warranted or justified for this 
project.  Higher intensity storms upstream of this location (such as 50-year and 100-year 
storm events) will not reach the proposed detention basin and ditch because upstream 
inlets and storm drains that discharge to the area in question do not have the capacity to 
convey these higher flows.   
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 6+ 
E-Mail of information 22+ 
Telephone contacts 9+ 
Personal/meeting contacts 4 

 
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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• 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.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 26, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Henry Olivier, Property Owner 
Michael Kehoe, Attorney for the Property Owner 
 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Craig Farrington, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Attorney 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Susan Esparza, District 8, Senior Right of Way Agent 
Craig Justesen, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Program Manager 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  December 11-12, 2013 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.:  2.4a.(3) 
  Action Item 
 
 

From: STEVEN KECK Prepared by: Brent L. Green 
Acting Chief Financial Officer   Chief  

Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY – APPEARANCE 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-21131 and 
C-21132 summarized on the following page.  These Resolutions are for reconstruction of the 
Interstate 15 (1-15)/Interstate 215 (I-215) Devore Interchange improvement project in District 8, in 
San Bernardino County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed 
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under 
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are: 
 

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project. 
2. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible 

with the greatest public good and the least private injury. 
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 owners are contesting the Resolution and have requested an appearance 
before the Commission.  The primary concerns and objections expressed by the property owners are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with the greatest 
public good with least private injury.  The common issues and concerns of the property owners and 
the Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

BACKGROUND: 
 
Discussions have taken place with the property 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 these Resolutions 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. 
 
Discussions have been ongoing between the property owners and the Department to address and 
resolve the issues.  Progress has been made but in order to keep the project schedule, the Department 
is requesting that these appearances proceed to the December 2013 Commission meeting.  Legal 
possession will allow the construction activities on the parcels to commence, thereby avoiding and/or 
mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate the 
condemnation process are not taken immediately to secure legal possession of the subject properties. 
 
C-21131 - San Bernardino Hotel, LLC 
08-SBd-15-PM R14.75 - Parcel 22549-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date:  07/31/14; Ready to List (RTL) Date:  Design-Build.  
Freeway - add additional through lane in each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the  
I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors to the I-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 permanent easement for utility purposes to be conveyed to Southern California 
Edison Company.  Located in the unincorporated area of San Bernardino County north of Cajon 
Boulevard,  east of Kenwood Avenue.  Assessor Parcel Numbers (APN) 0349-114-02, -03.  
Attachment C. 
 
C-21132 - San Bernardino Development, LLC 
08-SBd-15-PM R14.89 - Parcel 22550-1 - EA 0K7109. 
RWC Date:  07/31/14; RTL Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange and reconfigure connectors 
to the I-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes.  Authorizes condemnation of extinguishment of 
abutter’s rights of access for State highway purposes.  Located in the unincorporated area of San 
Bernardino County at the northeast corner of Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood Avenue.   
APN 0349-102-06.  Attachment D. 
 
Attachments: 

Attachment A - Project Information 
Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps  
Attachment B - Common Issues and Concerns 
Attachment C - Parcel Panel Report - San Bernardino Hotel, LLC 
Exhibit C1 and C2 - Parcel Maps  
Attachment D - Parcel Panel Report - San Bernardino Development, LLC 
Exhibit D1 and D2 - Parcel Maps  
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PROJECT INFORMATION 

 
 
 
PROJECT DATA 08-SBd-15-PM 14.0/R16.4 
 08-SBd-215-PM 16.0/17.8 
 Expenditure Authorization 0K7109 
 
Location: Intersection of Interstate 15 (I-15) and Interstate 215  
 (I-215) in the community of Devore, County of San 

Bernardino  
 
Limits: On I-15 approximately 0.8 mile south of the Glen Helen 

Parkway Undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of 
the Kenwood Avenue Undercrossing and on I-215 
approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road 
Overcrossing to the I-15/I-215 Junction 

 
Cost: Programmed construction cost:  $225,528,000.00 
 Current Right of Way cost estimate:  $48,952,000.00 
 
Funding Source: State Transportation Improvement Program, State Highway 

Operation and Protection Program, Surface Transportation 
Program, Regional Improvement Program, Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account, Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century - Federal Demonstration Funds, 
Interstate Maintenance Discretionary, Measure I, and Local 
Funds 

 
*Number of Lanes:  Existing (I-15):  Six to nine lanes 
 Proposed (I-15):  Eight to nine lanes 
 Existing (I-215):  Four to five lanes 
 Proposed (I-215):  Four to six lanes 
 
* Range in lanes is due to the number of lanes which vary throughout the project limits. 
 
Proposed Major Features: Add one additional through lane in each direction on I-15 

from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 Interchange, 
reconfigure connectors to I-215, truck bypass lanes and 
auxiliary lanes 

 



  
   Reference No.:  2.4a.(3) 
                          December 11-12, 2013 
                          Attachment A 
                          Page 2 of 12 
 

 

Traffic: Existing I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
180,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT) 

 Existing I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
142,000 ADT 

 Existing I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
78,000 ADT 

 
 Proposed I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

378,600 ADT 
 Proposed I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

271,000 ADT 
 Proposed I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

158,400 ADT 
 
 
NEED FOR THE PROJECT 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to:  Improve operational performance of the         
I-15/I-215 Interchange by reducing operational deficiencies and upgrading the 
interchange to modern standards where feasible; Facilitate efficient goods movement 
through the I-15/I-215 Interchange; Reduce existing and forecasted traffic congestion and 
improve the level of service (LOS) at the I-15/I-215 Interchange and the local service 
interchanges that are adjacent to the freeway-to-freeway interchange; and correct arterial 
highway network deficiencies related to the portions of I-15 and I-215 that are adjacent to 
the community of Devore. 

 
The existing I-15/I-215 Interchange has the following identified deficiencies that create 
the need for the proposed project.  

• Operational Deficiencies:  Elements of the existing I-15/I-215 Interchange do not 
meet the California Department of Transportation’s (Department) current 
engineering and modern planning standards as follows: 

o Between Glen Helen Parkway and the I-215 connector, the number of through 
lanes on I-15 in each direction is reduced from four to three, creating a 2.3 
mile lane reduction on I-15. 

o The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not provide route continuity for northbound 
I-15 since both autos and trucks from I-215 enter NB I-15 on the left.  This is 
particularly problematic for trucks as the merge is on an up-grade and the 
trucks must cross two lanes of auto traffic to reach the designated two 
outermost lanes available to trucks. 

o The local services interchange at I-15/Glen Helen Parkway, I-15/Kenwood 
Avenue, and I-215/Devore Road does not meet the Department’s current 
general design standards, which discourage local service interchanges within 
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two miles of a freeway-to-freeway interchange.  When existing roadway 
interchanges cannot be moved at least two miles from freeway-to-freeway 
interchanges, the Department’s design standards provide for alternative design 
measures. 

• Goods Movement:  The capacity of the I-15/I-215 Interchange is further 
compromised by high volume of trucks, many of which need to weave across 
three more travel lanes because they enter or exit the freeway from the left.  This 
lack of capacity hampers critical goods movement function of the freeway. 

• Existing and Forecast Travel Demand:  The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not 
provide an adequate Level of Service (LOS) for motorists or trucks.  The LOS is 
anticipated to further decline in future years which will result in a failure to 
provide an adequate level of service during weekday commute hours. 

• Arterial Highway Network Deficiencies: The local circulation system does not 
provide a parallel arterial road adjacent to the existing sections of I-15 and I-215, 
requiring local motorists, including those seeking to connect from Cajon 
Boulevard west of I-215 to Cajon Boulevard west of Kenwood Avenue, to use the 
freeway system. 

 
 
PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION 
 
A Project Study Report was initiated by San Bernardino Associated Governments and 
approved on March 3, 2009.  On July 1, 2010, the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) authorized the Department to utilize the design-build method of 
procurement for the proposed I-15/I-215 Interchange Improvements Project and the 
Department will have to comply with the applicable provisions under Senate Bill No. 4, 
Chapter 6.5, The Design-Build Demonstration Program.  The Project Report and 
Environmental Document was approved on February 29, 2012.  The proposed project 
limits extend along I-15 from approximately 0.8 miles south of the Glen Helen Parkway 
Undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of the Kenwood Avenue Undercrossing, 
and along I-215 from approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road Overcrossing to 
the I-15 Junction.  The sections of highway covered by the proposed project are access 
controlled interstate freeways adopted by the Commission in 1959 and 1969.   

 
There were four build alternatives developed and a “no-build” alternative that was 
evaluated in the Project Approval & Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase. 
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The following is a description of each the build alternatives: 

Alternative 3A (Preferred Alternative): 

I-15 South Leg (I-15 south of the I-15/I-215 junction) 
The segment of I-15 south of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific 
railroad crossing to the southerly project limits will include the following improvements: 

• Adding a northbound mainline lane between the Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp and 
the I-215 junction. 

• Adding a northbound auxiliary lane between the Glen Helen Parkway entrance ramp 
and the I-215 junction. 

• Adding a southbound mainline lane between the I-215 junction and the Glen Helen 
Parkway entrance ramp, where it will connect with the existing fourth southbound 
mainline lane. 

• Adding a southbound auxiliary lane between the I-215 junction and the southbound 
Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp. 

• Making minor adjustments to the Glen Helen Parkway entrance and exit ramps to 
accommodate the new lanes, such as, the northbound deceleration lane prior to the 
Glen Helen exit ramp and the southbound acceleration lane from the entrance ramp.  

 
The additional lanes would be physically constructed in the existing wide median, and the 
existing lanes shifted to the left. The existing bridges over Glen Helen Parkway would be 
widened by one lane in each direction in the median.  The existing bridge over Glen 
Helen Parkway would be widened by two lanes in each direction in the median.  No new 
right-of-way would be required south of the railroad.  Immediately north of the Glen 
Helen Parkway, the northbound widening would begin to shift to the outside to align with 
the connector ramps of the I-15/I-215 Interchange. 

I-15/I-215 Branch Connectors 
The following modifications are included for the I-15/I-215 branch connectors: 
• The northbound I-215 to southbound I-15 branch connector would be retained 

approximately in its present location, but widened to two lanes for most of its length 
to allow for passing. 

• The northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 branch connector would be relocated 
easterly. 

Cajon Boulevard Reconnection 
The project includes the reconnection of Cajon Boulevard from Kenwood Drive to 
existing Devore Road in basically the same alignment. The Cajon Boulevard component 
of the project would reopen two lanes of the abandoned roadway, and bring the Kenwood 
Avenue/Cajon Boulevard intersection up to standard.  The existing north segment of 
Cajon Boulevard ends south of Kenwood Avenue; the existing south segment ends 1,200 
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feet north of the Devore Road intersection.  An abandoned segment of Cajon Boulevard 
southeast of Kenwood Avenue would be reactivated and realigned.  

 
The existing Cajon Boulevard northbound and southbound roadbeds will each be used to 
carry one lane of traffic between Kenwood Avenue and the new section of Cajon 
Boulevard.  The two-lane Cajon Boulevard would transition onto a new alignment 3,500 
feet southeast of Kenwood Avenue, curving to the south to parallel the existing I-15 to 
the I-15 southbound connector. As the roadway approaches Cajon Creek, it would make 
an easterly turn to pass under the existing I-15 bridges over Cajon Creek.  The roadway 
under the freeway would roughly follow an existing dirt road, and would require a 
retaining wall. 

 
After crossing under the freeway, Cajon Boulevard would curve to the northeast, 
intersecting existing Cajon Boulevard just east of the existing Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection.  The existing Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac northwest of Devore 
Road would remain, connected to either Devore Road or new Cajon Boulevard, 
depending on the alternative.  To match existing conditions, Cajon Boulevard would 
widen to two lanes in each direction as it approaches the Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection. 

Northbound I-15 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound on I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and I-

215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Widen existing northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 connector to add one lane. 
• Construct a truck slip ramp from northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 truck bypass 

lanes and continue northerly of Kenwood Avenue. 

Southbound I-15 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, construct truck bypass lanes and 

southbound I-215 connector. This truck bypass will be two lanes wide, approximately 
3/4 miles long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid with each other in order to provide route 
continuity southbound.   

• Widen existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane starting 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
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• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 
northbound and southbound I-15. 

• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 
• Construct northbound truck bypass to merge with the northbound I-15 truck slip 

ramp. 
• Construct auxiliary lane up to the truck bypass diverge.  

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 4,400 feet 
south of Devore Road. 

• Construct a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
southbound Devore Road exit ramp.  Construct a connection between this connector 
and the southbound I-215 Devore exit ramp.  Construct a 1,800 foot long deceleration 
lane to this connection from the northbound I-15. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp termini approximately 750 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include:  widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Design Revisions after Public Review 
The following changes were made to the design of Alternative 3A after distribution of the 
Draft Project Report and Draft IS/EA: 

1. Portions of the southbound I-215 slope east and west of Devore Road were replaced 
with retaining walls to minimize anticipated acquisitions in that area. 

2. Metal Beam Guard Rail is now planned to be installed along the southbound I-15 exit 
ramp to Kenwood Avenue.  This change will reduce anticipated right-of-way 
requirements in this area. 

3. The northbound I-15 improvements north of Kenwood Avenue were changed as 
follows: 
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• The two auxiliary lanes north of the truck bypass were revised. Auxiliary lane No. 
1 was extended by 190 feet and auxiliary lane No. 2 was shortened by 300 feet.  

• To avoid the impacts to a major utility line, the planned cut slope north of 
Kenwood was changed to a 4 foot high retaining wall. 

 
These changes were made to improve traffic operations and also resulted in a 
reduction in grading impacts. 
 

4. The southbound I-15 to southbound I-215 Connector Bridge was lengthened by 305 
feet to allow extra space in the median for a future high occupancy vehicle or 
managed lane facility. 

5. The intersection of the northbound I-215/Devore Road off-ramp and Devore Road 
was realigned to improve traffic operations and safety.  The off-ramp and Devore 
Road now meet at a more standard angle (less of a skew) than in the previous design.   

 
Alternative 3A was identified and selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following 
reasons: 
 
Alternative 3A Best Meets Purpose and Need 

 
Alternative 3A is the alternative that best meets the purpose and need criteria.  The No-
build Alternative does not address any of the elements of purpose and need. Alternative 5 
does not meet the purpose of providing southbound route continuity. Alternatives 2 and 3 
provide a marginally acceptable minimum traffic LOS of E in the 2040 design year.   

 
Alternative 3A has the Least Impacts to Key Biological Resources 

 
Under both State and Federal laws, the Department has an affirmative obligation to 
minimize project impacts to protected biological resources, including endangered species 
habitats and the waters of the United States.   Alternative 3A has the lowest extent of 
impacts to both endangered species and waters of the United States, as well as the waters 
of the State. Under these analysis criteria, Alternative 3A has the fewest impacts to key 
biological resources. 

 
Alternative 3A is the Least Costly Build Alternative 

 
Alternative 3A is least costly build alternative compared to the other developed 
alternatives.  
 
 
 
 
 



  
   Reference No.:  2.4a.(3) 
                          December 11-12, 2013 
                          Attachment A 
                          Page 8 of 12 
 

 

Alternative 2: 
 
Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood interchange. 
• Construct one 2,600 foot auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 beginning at the I-15 and 

I-215 merge point. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 
 
Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.2 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Construct a truck bypass lane starting at the Kenwood Interchange to just south of the 

I-215 junction.  This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide and 1 1/2 miles long.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane from the merge with the truck bypass and mainline to the 

exit ramp at Glen Helen Parkway. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one mixed flow lane 2 miles long beginning one mile south of Devore 

Road and ending at the merge with the northbound I-15.  
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to align with a new Glen Helen Parkway 

undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway interchange 

to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I- 215 
• Construct a new I-215 fly-over to carry traffic over the I-15 mainline. 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling I-215.  
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Relocate the southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 1,400 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway. 
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Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Extend Glen Helen Parkway under the I-215 freeway. 
• Remove the existing Devore Road overcrossing. 
• Realign Devore Road to extend to the new Glen Helen Parkway using a realigned 

Dement Street. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Alternative 2 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 2. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 2. 

 

Alternative 3: 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood Avenue Interchange ramps to connect to the truck 

bypass. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and I-215 

for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
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• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a truck bypass lane and southbound 
I-215 connector. This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide, approximately 3/4 
mile long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid in order to provide route continuity southbound.   
• Widen and realign existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane beginning 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 

northbound and southbound I-15. 
• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 1/2 mile south 
of Devore Road.  

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction parallel to I-215 
with a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
Southbound Devore Road exit ramp. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 2,100 feet southerly 
of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

• Realign frontage roads that parallel the freeway.  
 

Alternative 3 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 
 

• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 3. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 3. 
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Alternative 5: 
 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue, to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and I-

215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Auxiliary lanes added starting about 3,300 feet north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
• At the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a two-lane truck bypass lane to I-215, 

extending approximately two miles.  

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional lane northbound starting one mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15 for a total distance of two miles. 
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to line up with Glen Helen Parkway with 

an undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway 

interchange to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road, for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling to I-215. 
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway 

Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements are widening. 
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• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. Realign Dement Street. 

 
Alternative 5 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides southbound route continuity and Alternative 5 does not. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 5. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 5. 

 
As part of the Design-Build method, a series of Alternative Technical Concepts (ATC) 
were proposed in June 2012 which modified the design of the preferred alternative 
(Alternative 3A).   The selection process applied the best value procurement method to 
select a contractor to both design and build the project.  The best value procurement 
method is an approach where the design-build teams respond to the owner by submitting 
proposals that are primarily evaluated based on the technical concepts together with the 
associated cost of the project.  The Design-Builder (URS/Atkinson) was awarded the 
project in November 2012. Their proposal was selected because it offered the best value.  
URS/Atkinson's proposal improved the roadway design elements of Alternative 3A thus 
decreasing the overall project footprint resulting in significantly fewer Environmental and 
Right of Way impacts.     
 
URS/Atkinson proposed three significant ATC’s to the interchange design during the bid 
phase.  The three major ATC’s that were submitted and approved by the Department are: 
 

1. ATC 3 – This change shifted the “braid” of the I-15 and I-215 roadways in the 
vicinity of Kenwood Avenue to improve the design by eliminating 
complicated bridges over the southbound off-ramp intersection with Kenwood 
Avenue.  The braid was shifted south and with the new design, only a 
widening of the I-15 southbound bridge over Kenwood Avenue is necessary. 

 
2. ATC 4 – This change provided “Route Continuity” for northbound I-15.  In 

the original design, I-15 northbound merges in on the right side of I-215.  This 
is reverse of what the desirable design would be.  With the ATC 4 design, I-15 
northbound will be on the left of the I-215 roadway and I-215 will merge into 
I-15 on the right.  This matches driver expectations. 

 
3. ATC 5 – This design change turns the Devore Road interchange into a 

conventional diamond interchange and eliminates the hook ramps originally 
designed south of Devore Road.  The standard diamond interchange is a more 
desirable configuration for drivers.  Hook ramps are confusing in that the 
motorists exiting to Devore Road are put onto Cajon Boulevard and have to 
drive north to Devore Road.    
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COMMON ISSUES AND CONCERNS 

 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 23, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Present at the meeting was property owners 
George and Emil Ayoub, geotechnical consultant Henry Olivier, and the property owners 
attorney, Michael Leifer. 
 
The following is a description of the concerns/contentions expressed by the owners’ 
representatives, followed by the Department’s response: 
 
Owners Contend: 
As a result of the proposed project, a portion of the San Bernardino Hotel property 
located outside the proposed right of way will be left in a condition that renders it to be 
an uneconomic remnant to the owner.  As such, the Department should also make an 
offer to purchase this portion of their property. 
 
Department Response: 
The area in question (southeastern portion of the San Bernardino Hotel property) was not 
considered to be an uneconomic remnant by the Department’s appraiser and is not needed 
for the construction of the proposed project.  Pursuant to the owner’s verbal request, the 
Department did make an alternate offer to purchase this portion of their property on 
November 8, 2013.  However unless expressly consented to by the owner, the 
Department cannot purchase or condemn this portion of their property as it’s not needed 
for the project.  To date the owners have not provided their express written consent.  
 
Owners Contend: 
The existing drainage culvert adjacent to the San Bernardino Development property may 
be impacted by the project and affect or alter current drainage patterns towards their 
property. 
 
Department Response: 
The drainage along Interstate 15 (I-15) adjacent to the San Bernardino Hotel property is 
located within a cut area (I-15 is lower than subject properties).  Therefore, drainage will 
flow toward I-15 and will not be directed toward the subject property.  There is an 
existing 48” culvert under the I-15 freeway adjacent to the San Bernardino Development 
property that will be extended to accommodate the proposed widening.  No additional 
inlets will be connected to this culvert, and discharges from this culvert will not increase. 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21131 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: San Bernardino Hotel, LLC 
  
Parcel Location: South of Interstate 15 (I-15), north of Cajon Boulevard east of 
 Kenwood Avenue in the County of San Bernardino   
 Assessor Parcel Numbers 0349-114-02, -03   
 
Present Use: Vacant Land 
 
Zoning: RL-5 – Rural Living 
 
Area of Property: 377,574 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22549-1:  94,691 SF – Fee 
 Parcel 22549-2:    2,057 SF – Public Utility Easement  
 
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION  
 
The subject parcel is comprised of Assessor Parcel Numbers 0349-114-02, -03 and 
encompasses 377,574 SF of land located on the north side of Cajon Boulevard, east of 
Kenwood Avenue, in the county of San Bernardino.  Irregular in shape, this vacant 
unimproved site has a topography that consists of rolling hills with steep elevations.  The 
site is zoned RL-5, Rural Living (five acre minimum lots) by the County of San 
Bernardino.  It should be noted that the parcel is encumbered by an existing public utility 
easement for overhead power lines and with wooden H-frame poles which crosses the site 
west to east, then to the north across I-15. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
A portion of the subject property is needed as a result of the I-15 / I-215 interchange 
improvement project which includes the widening of existing I-15 in both directions.  
The project requirements consist of a 94,961 SF fee acquisition along the northern 
portion of the property to provide a two to one slope as part of the I-15 widening, 
construction of the Kenwood Avenue on-ramp to southbound I-15, and the addition of a 
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truck bypass lane on I-15 southbound.  In addition, a 2,057 public utility easement is 
required in order to secure and anchor a new wooden H-frame utility tower/poles located 
on the subject property.   
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 23, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Present at the meeting was property owners 
George and Emil Ayoub, geotechnical consultant Henry Olivier, and the property owners 
attorney, Michael Leifer. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury. 
 
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 6+ 
E-Mail of information 19+ 
Telephone contacts 31+ 
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 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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 23, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
George Ayoub, Property Owner  
Emil Ayoub, Property Owners son 
Henry Olivier, Geotechnical Consultant for the Property Owner 
Michael Leifer, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Andrew Nelson, Atkinson Construction, Project Engineer 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Brenda Morrison, District 8, Supervising Right of Way Agent 
Min Saysay, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Principal Transportation Programs 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
Resolution of Necessity C-21132 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: San Bernardino Development, LLC 
  
Parcel Location: South of Interstate 15 (I-15), at the northeast corner of Cajon 
 Boulevard and Kenwood Avenue in the County of San Bernardino   
 Assessor Parcel Number 0349-102-06   
 
Present Use: Vacant Land 
 
Zoning: CN – Commercial Neighborhood 
 
Area of Property: 67,849 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22550-1:  47.85 Linear Feet – Access Rights 
   
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION  
 
The subject parcel is identified as Assessor Parcel Numbers 0349-102-06 and consists of 
67,849 SF of land located south of I-15 at the northeast corner of Cajon Boulevard and 
Kenwood Avenue in the county of San Bernardino.  Irregular in shape, this vacant 
unimproved site has a topography that consists of rolling hills.  The site is zoned CN - 
Commercial Neighborhood under the Glen Helen Specific Plan by the by the County of 
San Bernardino.   
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
A portion of the property rights are needed from the subject property as a result of the  
I-15 / I-215 interchange improvement project which includes the widening of existing  
I-15 in both directions.  Specifically, to facilitate the reconstructed Kenwood Avenue 
interchange and on-ramp to southbound I-15, access rights are needed to prohibit any 
access along Kenwood Avenue, adjacent to the southbound I-15 on-ramp at Kenwood 
Avenue.  This project requirement provides for safety and better operational 
characteristics of the interchange.  Access control shall extend south along Kenwood 
Avenue 100 feet from the beginning of the curb return at the Kenwood Avenue and the 
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southbound I-15 on-ramp.  In order to comply with this requirement, 47.85 linear feet of 
access rights are needed along the northwestern portion of the property adjacent to 
Kenwood Avenue.   
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 23, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Julie 
Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Present at the meeting was property owners 
George and Emil Ayoub, geotechnical consultant Henry Olivier, and the property owners 
attorney, Michael Leifer. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury.   
 
The issues and concerns expressed by the owners’ and/or their representatives, and the 
Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B. 
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 6+ 
E-Mail of information 19+ 
Telephone contacts 31+ 
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 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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
  



  
   Reference No.:  2.4a.(3) 
                          December 11-12, 2013 
                          Attachment D 
                          Page 4 of 4 
 

 

 
PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 23, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
George Ayoub, Property Owner  
Emil Ayoub, Property Owners son 
Henry Olivier, Geotechnical Consultant for the Property Owner 
Michael Leifer, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Andrew Nelson, Atkinson Construction, Project Engineer 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Brenda Morrison, District 8, Supervising Right of Way Agent 
Min Saysay, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Principal Transportation Programs 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
 
 
 







State of California California State Transportation Agency    
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION     

“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  December 11-12, 2013 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.:  2.4a.(4) 
  Action Item 
 
 

From: STEVEN KECK Prepared by: Brent L. Green 
Acting Chief Financial Officer   Chief  

Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY – APPEARANCE 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-21133 
summarized on the following page.  This Resolution is for reconstruction of the Interstate 15 (I-15)   
/ Interstate 215 (I-215) Devore interchange improvement project in District 8, in San Bernardino 
County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed 
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under 
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are: 
 

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project. 
2. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible 

with the greatest public good and the least private injury. 
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 concerns and objections expressed by the property owners are that the 
project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with the greatest public 
good with least private injury.  The owner’s objections and the Department’s responses are contained 
in Attachment B. 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORATION COMMISSION December 11-12, 2013 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Discussions have taken place with the property owner, who has 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 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. 
 
Discussions have been ongoing between the property owner and the Department to address and 
resolve the issues.  Progress has been made but in order to keep the project schedule, the Department 
is requesting that this appearance proceed to the December 11-12, 2013 Commission meeting.  Legal 
possession will allow the construction activities on the parcel to commence, thereby avoiding and/or 
mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate the 
condemnation process are not taken immediately to secure legal possession of the subject property. 
 
C-21133 - Timothy A. Sigman, Sr., Co-Trustee, etc., et al. 
08-SBd-15-PM R13.88 - Parcel 22537-1 - EA 0K7109. 
Right of Way Certification Date:  07/31/14; Ready to List Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add 
additional through lane in each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 
interchange and reconfigure connectors to the I-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes.  
Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for drainage purposes.  Located in the 
unincorporated area of San Bernardino County at 1479 Nevin Road.   
Assessor Parcel Number 0349-143-34. 
 
 
 
Attachments: 

Attachment A - Project Information 
Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps  
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report 
Exhibit B1 and B2 - Parcel Maps  
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PROJECT INFORMATION 

 
 
 
PROJECT DATA 08-SBd-15-PM 14.0/R16.4 
 08-SBd-215-PM 16.0/17.8 
 Expenditure Authorization 0K7109 
 
Location: Intersection of Interstate 15 (I-15) and Interstate 215  
 (I-215) in the community of Devore, County of San 

Bernardino  
 
Limits: On I-15 approximately 0.8 mile south of the Glen Helen 

Parkway undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of 
the Kenwood Avenue undercrossing and on I-215 
approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road 
overcrossing to the I-15/I-215 junction 

 
Cost: Programmed construction cost:  $225,528,000.00 
 Current right of way cost estimate:  $48,952,000.00 
 
Funding Source: State Transportation Improvement Program, State Highway 

Operation and Protection Program, Surface Transportation 
Program, Regional Improvement Program, Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account, Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century - Federal Demonstration Funds, 
Interstate Maintenance Discretionary, Measure I, and Local 
Funds 

 
*Number of Lanes:  Existing (I-15):  Six to Nine lanes 
 Proposed (I-15):  Eight to Nine lanes 
 Existing (I-215):  Four to Five lanes 
 Proposed (I-215):  Four to Six lanes 
 
* Range in lanes is due to the number of lanes which vary throughout the project limits. 
 
Proposed Major Features: Add one additional through lane in each direction on I-15 

from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 interchange, 
reconfigure connectors to I-215, truck bypass lanes and 
auxiliary lanes 
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Traffic: Existing I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
180,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT) 

 Existing I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
142,000 ADT 

 Existing I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2012):  
78,000 ADT 

 
 Proposed I-15 North of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

378,600 ADT 
 Proposed I-15 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange (year 2040):  

271,000 ADT 
 Proposed I-215 South of I-15/I-215 Interchange            

(year 2040):  158,400 ADT 
 
 
NEED FOR THE PROJECT 
 
The purpose of the proposed project is to:  Improve operational performance of the         
I-15/I-215 Interchange by reducing operational deficiencies and upgrading the 
interchange to modern standards where feasible; Facilitate efficient goods movement 
through the I-15/I-215 Interchange; Reduce existing and forecasted traffic congestion and 
improve the level of service (LOS) at the I-15/I-215 Interchange and the local service 
interchanges that are adjacent to the freeway-to-freeway interchange; and correct arterial 
highway network deficiencies related to the portions of I-15 and I-215 that are adjacent to 
the community of Devore. 

 
The existing I-15/I-215 Interchange has the following identified deficiencies that create 
the need for the proposed project.  

• Operational Deficiencies:  Elements of the existing I-15/I-215 Interchange do not 
meet the Department of Transportation’s (Department) current engineering and 
modern planning standards as follows: 

o Between Glen Helen Parkway and the I-215 connector, the number of through 
lanes on I-15 in each direction is reduced from four to three, creating a 2.3 
mile lane reduction on I-15. 

o The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not provide route continuity for northbound 
I-15 since both autos and trucks from I-215 enter NB I-15 on the left.  This is 
particularly problematic for trucks as the merge is on an up-grade and the 
trucks must cross two lanes of auto traffic to reach the designated two 
outermost lanes available to trucks. 

o The local services interchange at I-15/Glen Helen Parkway, I-15/Kenwood 
Avenue, and I-215/Devore Road does not meet the Department’s current 
general design standards, which discourage local service interchanges within 
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two miles of a freeway-to-freeway interchange.  When existing roadway 
interchanges cannot be moved at least two miles from freeway-to-freeway 
interchanges, the Department’s design standards provide for alternative design 
measures. 

• Goods Movement:  The capacity of the I-15/I-215 Interchange is further 
compromised by high volume of trucks, many of which need to weave across 
three more travel lanes because they enter or exit the freeway from the left.  This 
lack of capacity hampers critical goods movement function of the freeway. 

• Existing and Forecast Travel Demand:  The I-15/I-215 Interchange does not 
provide an adequate Level of Service (LOS) for motorists or trucks.  The LOS is 
anticipated to further decline in future years which will result in a failure to 
provide an adequate level of service during weekday commute hours. 

• Arterial Highway Network Deficiencies:  The local circulation system does not 
provide a parallel arterial road adjacent to the existing sections of I-15 and I-215, 
requiring local motorists, including those seeking to connect from Cajon 
Boulevard west of I-215 to Cajon Boulevard west of Kenwood Avenue, to use the 
freeway system. 

 
 
PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION 
 
A Project Study Report was initiated by San Bernardino Associated Governments and 
approved on March 3, 2009.  On July 1, 2010, the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) authorized the Department to utilize the design-build method of 
procurement for the proposed I-15/I-215 Interchange Improvements Project and the 
Department will have to comply with the applicable provisions under Senate Bill No. 4, 
Chapter 6.5, The Design-Build Demonstration Program.  The Project Report and 
Environmental Document was approved on February 29, 2012.  The proposed project 
limits extend along I-15 from approximately 0.8 mile south of the Glen Helen Parkway 
undercrossing to approximately 1.4 miles north of the Kenwood Avenue undercrossing, 
and along I-215 from approximately 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road overcrossing to 
the I-15 junction.  The sections of highway covered by the proposed project are access 
controlled interstate freeways adopted by the Commission in 1959 and 1969.   

 
There were four build alternatives developed and a “no-build” alternative that was 
evaluated in the Project Approval & Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase. 
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The following is a description of each of the build alternatives: 

Alternative 3A (Preferred Alternative): 

I-15 South Leg (I-15 south of the I-15/I-215 junction) 
The segment of I-15 south of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe and Union Pacific 
railroad crossing to the southerly project limits will include the following improvements: 

• Adding a northbound mainline lane between the Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp and 
the I-215 junction. 

• Adding a northbound auxiliary lane between the Glen Helen Parkway entrance ramp 
and the I-215 junction. 

• Adding a southbound mainline lane between the I-215 junction and the Glen Helen 
Parkway entrance ramp, where it will connect with the existing fourth southbound 
mainline lane. 

• Adding a southbound auxiliary lane between the I-215 junction and the southbound 
Glen Helen Parkway exit ramp. 

• Making minor adjustments to the Glen Helen Parkway entrance and exit ramps to 
accommodate the new lanes, such as, the northbound deceleration lane prior to the 
Glen Helen exit ramp and the southbound acceleration lane from the entrance ramp.  

 
The additional lanes would be physically constructed in the existing wide median, and the 
existing lanes shifted to the left.  The existing bridges over Glen Helen Parkway would be 
widened by one lane in each direction in the median.  The existing bridge over Glen 
Helen Parkway would be widened by two lanes in each direction in the median.  No new 
right-of-way would be required south of the railroad.  Immediately north of the Glen 
Helen Parkway, the northbound widening would begin to shift to the outside to align with 
the connector ramps of the I-15/I-215 interchange. 

I-15/I-215 Branch Connectors 
The following modifications are included for the I-15/I-215 branch connectors: 
• The northbound I-215 to southbound I-15 branch connector would be retained 

approximately in its present location, but widened to two lanes for most of its length 
to allow for passing. 

• The northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 branch connector would be relocated 
easterly. 

Cajon Boulevard Reconnection 
The project includes the reconnection of Cajon Boulevard from Kenwood Drive to 
existing Devore Road in basically the same alignment.  The Cajon Boulevard component 
of the project would reopen two lanes of the abandoned roadway, and bring the Kenwood 
Avenue/Cajon Boulevard intersection up to standard.  The existing north segment of 
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Cajon Boulevard ends south of Kenwood Avenue; the existing south segment ends 1,200 
feet north of the Devore Road intersection.  An abandoned segment of Cajon Boulevard 
southeast of Kenwood Avenue would be reactivated and realigned.  

 
The existing Cajon Boulevard northbound and southbound roadbeds will each be used to 
carry one lane of traffic between Kenwood Avenue and the new section of Cajon 
Boulevard.  The two-lane Cajon Boulevard would transition onto a new alignment 3,500 
feet southeast of Kenwood Avenue, curving to the south to parallel the existing I-15 to 
the I-15 southbound connector.  As the roadway approaches Cajon Creek, it would make 
an easterly turn to pass under the existing I-15 bridges over Cajon Creek.  The roadway 
under the freeway would roughly follow an existing dirt road, and would require a 
retaining wall. 

 
After crossing under the freeway, Cajon Boulevard would curve to the northeast, 
intersecting existing Cajon Boulevard just east of the existing Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection.  The existing Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac northwest of Devore 
Road would remain, connected to either Devore Road or new Cajon Boulevard, 
depending on the alternative.  To match existing conditions, Cajon Boulevard would 
widen to two lanes in each direction as it approaches the Devore Road/Glen Helen 
Parkway intersection. 

Northbound I-15 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound on I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and      

I-215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Widen existing northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 connector to add one lane. 
• Construct a truck slip ramp from northbound I-15 to northbound I-15 truck bypass 

lanes and continue northerly of Kenwood Avenue. 

Southbound I-15 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, construct truck bypass lanes and 

southbound I-215 connector.  This truck bypass will be two lanes wide, 
approximately 3/4 miles long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid with each other in order to provide route 
continuity southbound.   

• Widen existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane starting 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
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• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 
northbound and southbound I-15. 

• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 
• Construct northbound truck bypass to merge with the northbound I-15 truck slip 

ramp. 
• Construct auxiliary lane up to the truck bypass diverge.  

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 4,400 feet 
south of Devore Road. 

• Construct a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
southbound Devore Road exit ramp.  Construct a connection between this connector 
and the southbound I-215 Devore exit ramp.  Construct an 1,800 foot long 
deceleration lane to this connection from the northbound I-15. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp termini approximately 750 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include:  widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Design Revisions after Public Review 
The following changes were made to the design of Alternative 3A after distribution of the 
Draft Project Report and Draft IS/EA: 

1. Portions of the southbound I-215 slope east and west of Devore Road were replaced 
with retaining walls to minimize anticipated acquisitions in that area. 

2. Metal Beam Guard Rail is now planned to be installed along the southbound I-15 exit 
ramp to Kenwood Avenue.  This change will reduce anticipated right-of-way 
requirements in this area. 

3. The northbound I-15 improvements north of Kenwood Avenue were changed as 
follows: 
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• The two auxiliary lanes north of the truck bypass were revised.  Auxiliary lane #1 
was extended by 190’ and auxiliary lane #2 was shortened by 300’.  

• To avoid the impacts to a major utility line, the planned cut slope north of 
Kenwood was changed to a 4 foot high retaining wall. 

 
These changes were made to improve traffic operations and also resulted in a 
reduction in grading impacts. 
 

4. The southbound I-15 to southbound I-215 Connector Bridge was lengthened by 305’ 
to allow extra space in the median for a future high occupancy vehicle or managed 
lane facility. 

5. The intersection of the northbound I-215/Devore Road off-ramp and Devore Road 
was realigned to improve traffic operations and safety.  The off-ramp and Devore 
Road now meet at a more standard angle (less of a skew) than in the previous design.   

 
Alternative 3A was identified and selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following 
reasons: 
 
Alternative 3A Best Meets Purpose and Need 

 
Alternative 3A is the alternative that best meets the purpose and need criteria.  The No-
build Alternative does not address any of the elements of purpose and need.  Alternative 
5 does not meet the purpose of providing southbound route continuity.  Alternatives 2 and 
3 provide a marginally acceptable minimum traffic LOS of E in the 2040 design year.   

 
Alternative 3A has the Least Impacts to Key Biological Resources 

 
Under both State and Federal laws, the Department has an affirmative obligation to 
minimize project impacts to protected biological resources, including endangered species 
habitats and the waters of the United States.  Alternative 3A has the lowest extent of 
impacts to both endangered species and waters of the United States, as well as the waters 
of the State. Under these analysis criteria, Alternative 3A has the fewest impacts to key 
biological resources. 

 
Alternative 3A is the Least Costly Build Alternative 

 
Alternative 3A is least costly build alternative compared to the other developed 
alternatives.  
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Alternative 2: 
 
Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood interchange. 
• Construct one 2,600 foot auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 beginning at the I-15 and 

I-215 merge point. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 
 
Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.2 miles north of Kenwood 

Avenue overcrossing. 
• Construct a truck bypass lane starting at the Kenwood Interchange to just south of the 

I-215 junction.  This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide and 1 1/2 miles long.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane from the merge with the truck bypass and mainline to the 

exit ramp at Glen Helen Parkway. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one mixed flow lane 2 miles long beginning one mile south of Devore 

Road and ending at the merge with the northbound I-15.  
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to align with a new Glen Helen Parkway 

undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway interchange 

to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I-215 
• Construct a new I-215 fly-over to carry traffic over the I-15 mainline. 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling I-215.  
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Relocate the southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 1,400 feet 
southerly of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway. 
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Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Extend Glen Helen Parkway under the I-215 freeway. 
• Remove the existing Devore Road overcrossing. 
• Realign Devore Road to extend to the new Glen Helen Parkway using a realigned 

Dement Street. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

 
Alternative 2 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 2. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 2. 

 

Alternative 3: 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Construct a two-lane truck bypass extending approximately two miles from south of 

Cajon Creek to north of Kenwood Avenue.  
• Reconfigure the I-15/Kenwood Avenue Interchange ramps to connect to the truck 

bypass. 
• Construct one auxiliary lane northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and I-215 

for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 
• Realign the interchange to provide route continuity; I-215 will merge on the right. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Up to three auxiliary lanes added starting 1.4 miles north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
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• Prior to the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a truck bypass lane and southbound 
I-215 connector.  This truck bypass lane will be two lanes wide, approximately 3/4 
mile long. 

• Southbound I-15 and I-215 will braid in order to provide route continuity southbound.   
• Widen and realign existing southbound I-15 to southbound I-15 connector. 

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional northbound lane beginning 1/2 mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the northbound I-15, for a total distance of 1.5 miles. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road interchange to access 

northbound and southbound I-15. 
• Realign northbound exit ramp at Devore Road. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane to the southbound connector from the 

diverge with the southbound I-15 truck lanes to a point approximately 1/2 mile south 
of Devore Road.  

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction parallel to I-215 
with a braid between the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector and the 
Southbound Devore Road exit ramp. 

• Relocate southbound exit ramp and entrance ramp approximately 2100 feet southerly 
of the proposed intersection of Glen Helen Parkway and Devore Road. 

Local Roads 
• Replace Devore Road overcrossing with a wider bridge. 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements widen into 
local streets. 

• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure the southerly 
Cajon Boulevard cul-de-sac. 

• Realign frontage roads that parallel the freeway.  
 

Alternative 3 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 
 

• Alternative 3A provides a better traffic LOS in the 2040 design year. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 3. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 3. 
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Alternative 5: 
 

Northbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Reconfigure the interchange of I-15 and Kenwood Avenue, to connect with the truck 

bypass lanes.  
• Construct one auxiliary lane on northbound I-15 from the merge point of I-15 and     

I-215 for a distance of 2,600 feet. 
• Realign the northbound I-15 to southbound I-215 connector. 

Southbound I-15 
• The same I-15 south leg improvements described for Alternative 3A above. 
• Auxiliary lanes added starting about 3,300 feet north of Kenwood Avenue 

overcrossing. 
• At the Kenwood Avenue interchange, begin a two-lane truck bypass lane to I-215, 

extending approximately two miles.  

Northbound I-215 
• Construct one additional lane northbound starting one mile south of Devore Road, 

ending at the merge with the Northbound I-15 for a total distance of two miles. 
• Reconfigure the interchange at Devore Road to line up with Glen Helen Parkway with 

an undercrossing. 
• Reconfigure the northbound entrance ramps at Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway 

interchange to access northbound and southbound I-15. 

Southbound I-215 
• Reconfigure and add one additional lane from the I-15 diverge to a point 

approximately one mile south of Devore Road, for a distance of approximately 2 1/4 
miles. 

• Construct a collector-distributor road in the southbound direction paralleling to I-215. 
This will weave traffic between the north I-15 to south I-215 connector and the traffic 
exiting for Cajon Boulevard/Devore Road/Glen Helen Parkway. 

• Realign Glen Helen Parkway 

Local Roads 
• Cajon Boulevard improvements would be the same as in Alternative 3A. 
• Construct an intersection with turning lanes at Cajon Boulevard and Kenwood 

Avenue. 
• Other Kenwood Avenue improvements include: widening to accommodate left turn 

lanes, lowering the profile under the northbound truck bypass lanes, realigning the 
road to eliminate the multi-center curve alignment and smoothing out the undulating 
profile. 

• Construct cul-de-sacs on local streets where the freeway improvements are widening. 
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• Modify local streets, relocate the Nedlee cul-de-sac and reconfigure southerly Cajon 
Boulevard cul-de-sac. Realign Dement Street. 

 
Alternative 5 was not selected as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 

 
• Alternative 3A provides southbound route continuity and Alternative 5 does not. 
• Alternative 3A costs less to construct than Alternative 5. 
• Alternative 3A has less impact to key biological resources than Alternative 5. 

 
As part of the Design-Build method, a series of Alternative Technical Concepts (ATC) 
were proposed in June 2012 which modified the design of the preferred alternative 
(Alternative 3A).  The selection process applied the best value procurement method to 
select a contractor to both design and build the project.  The best value procurement 
method is an approach where the design-build teams respond to the owner by submitting 
proposals that are primarily evaluated based on the technical concepts together with the 
associated cost of the project.  The Design-Builder (URS/Atkinson) was awarded the 
project in November 2012.  Their proposal was selected because it offered the best value.  
URS/Atkinson's proposal improved the roadway design elements of Alternative 3A thus 
decreasing the overall project footprint resulting in significantly fewer Environmental and 
Right of Way impacts.     
 
URS/Atkinson proposed three significant ATC’s to the interchange design during the bid 
phase.  The three major ATC’s that were submitted and approved by the Department are: 
 

1. ATC 3 – This change shifted the “braid” of the I-15 and I-215 roadways in the 
vicinity of Kenwood Avenue to improve the design by eliminating 
complicated bridges over the southbound off-ramp intersection with Kenwood 
Avenue.  The braid was shifted south and with the new design, only a 
widening of the I-15 southbound bridge over Kenwood Avenue is necessary. 

 
2. ATC 4 – This change provided “Route Continuity” for northbound I-15.  In 

the original design, I-15 northbound merges in on the right side of I-215.  This 
is reverse of what the desirable design would be.  With the ATC 4 design, I-15 
northbound will be on the left of the I-215 roadway and I-215 will merge into 
I-15 on the right.  This matches driver expectations. 

 
3. ATC 5 – This design change turns the Devore Road interchange into a 

conventional diamond interchange and eliminates the hook ramps originally 
designed south of Devore Road.  The standard diamond interchange is a more 
desirable configuration for drivers.  Hook ramps are confusing in that the 
motorists exiting to Devore Road are put onto Cajon Boulevard and have to 
drive north to Devore Road.    
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT 

 
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owners: Timothy A. Sigman, Sr. and Carol J. Sigman, Co-Trustees of the Tim 
 and Carol Sigman Family Trust, dated June 28, 2001 
 
Parcel Location: 1479 Nevin Road in the County of San Bernardino 
          Assessor Parcel Number 0349-143-34   
 
Present Use: Single Family Residence 
 
Zoning: RS-I – Single Residential / Glen Helen Specific Plan 
 
Area of Property: 224,089 Square Feet (SF)  
 
Area Required: Parcel 22537-1:  43,487 SF - Drainage Easement 
   
 
PARCEL DESCRIPTION 
 
The subject parcel consists of approximately 224,089 SF of land, and is triangular in 
shape and graded, with the exception of the southeastern portion the parcel which is a 
natural ravine handling drainage in the area.  The site is zoned Single Residential, RS-1, 
according to the Glen Helen Specific Plan by the County of San Bernardino, and 
identified as Assessor’s Parcel Number 0349-143-34.  On-site improvements include two 
single family residences totaling 5,432 SF of living area plus 1,547 SF of garage area 
constructed in 2007.  There is also one industrial storage building that totals 8,900 SF of 
ground floor area and 1,100 SF of storage/mezzanine area.  It should be noted that the all 
improvements on the subject parcel are located outside the proposed acquisition area. 
 
 
NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY  
 
A portion of the subject property is needed as a result of the I-15 / I-215 Interchange 
improvement project.  The project requirements consist of a 43,487 SF drainage easement 
located in the southeastern portion of the subject property.  This portion of the property is 
a natural ravine which handles drainage in the area.  The project requirement is 
specifically needed to construct a drainage/debris basin at the end of an existing drainage 
channel/ravine before the water enters an existing drainage pipe that extends under the 
freeway interchange.  This drainage channel/ravine is subjected to debris flows consisting 
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of large rock and vegetation during large rain events.  Currently this channel is not 
accessible to the Department’s maintenance staff to remove debris.  The proposed 
drainage basin will provide a location to capture and contain debris before it enters and 
potentially damages/plugs the pipe.  Maintenance access to the debris basin will now be 
provided for via Marion Avenue, located on the east side of the basin (opposite side of 
the ravine from the subject property). 
 
 
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT 
 
The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in San Bernardino on September 23, 2013.  
The Panel members included Rene Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation 
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys;  
Julie Del Rivo, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's 
Division of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys, Secretary to the Panel.  Present at the meeting were property owners Tim 
and Carol Sigman, and their attorney, Scott Dexter. 
 
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 are 
that the project is not planned or located in a manner that will be most compatible with 
the greatest public good with least private injury. 
 
The following is a description of the concerns/contentions expressed by the owners’ 
representatives, followed by the Department’s response: 
 
Owners Contend: 
The Department should have informed them about how this project would impact their 
property before they began construction of their residences and related improvements in 
2005 and completed such construction in 2007. 
  
Department Response:  
The Department received and did not object to the owners 2005 development plan; 
however at that time, the Department did not have any plans for this project.  In 
December 2005, San Bernardino Associated Governments completed its Comprehensive 
Corridor Study.  That study did not identify impacts to any property.  Rather, the study 
only determined whether a project was necessary.  It was not until 2007, when this 
project was scoped and after the owners had completed construction of their residences 
that the Department determined the owners property could be impacted.  Fortunately, the 
Department has minimized the impacts to the owners property such that a full acquisition 
in no longer necessary. 
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Owners Contend: 
The Department’s appraisal should have included compensation for severance damages 
to their property as a result of the proposed project. 
  
Department Response: 
An analysis of severance damages was considered, and included in the Department’s 
appraisal.  Based on this analysis, the appraiser did include compensation for re-filing 
fees related to a Tentative Parcel Map associated with the subject property.  No other 
severance damages were found.  This is a compensation issue and outside the purview of 
the California Transportation Commission in the process of adopting a Resolution of 
Necessity. 
 
Owners Contend: 
The proposed drainage easement will impact the Tentative Parcel Map associated with 
the subject property and impede the potential to develop the property in the future. 
 
Department Response: 
The County of San Bernardino Planning Department has indicated that the proposed 
drainage easement would not impact the Tentative Parcel Map associated with the 
property.  This is a compensation issue and outside the purview of the California 
Transportation Commission in the process of adopting a Resolution of Necessity.    
 
Owners Contend: 
The legal description for the proposed drainage easement needs to spell out the specific 
rights, terms, conditions, and obligations between the parties with regard to the 
construction and maintenance responsibilities, as well as liability issues for potentially 
contaminated water flows into the drainage basin.       
 
Department Response: 
It is not appropriate to include contractual language regarding the specific terms, 
conditions, and obligations between the parties within the body of legal description for 
the proposed drainage easement.  However, the Department has agreed to work with the 
property owners to negotiate and establish a Maintenance Agreement to address to these 
matters.  The legal description for the proposed drainage easement gives the Department 
the right to construct and maintain the drainage basin within the easement area.  The 
Department’s Maintenance Division will maintain the area on an as needed basis 
depending upon the frequency and severity of storm events.  Removal of debris from the 
basin will not be done unless there is a need identified based on periodic inspections by 
the Department.  Existing drainage flows into the ravine and the drainage basin from the 
surrounding area will remain the same.  The responsibility and the liability for any 
potentially contaminated discharges into the drainage basin lie with the generator and/or 
responsible party of the contamination source.    
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Owners Contend: 
Construction of the drainage basin adjacent to their property could lead to increased 
crime and theft.  Vandals and criminals will now be able to utilize the Department’s 
proposed access road leading to the drainage basin, cross the drainage basin, and climb 
up the side slope to the their property. 
 
Department Response: 
An access road down to drainage basin will be provided from Marion Avenue on the east 
side of the basin.  This side of the basin will be fenced at the top of the slope with a 
locked gate for safety and security reasons and will only be accessible by the 
Department’s Maintenance Division.  Although not required by the project, in an effort to 
address this concern the Department has offered to install an additional fence at the top of 
the slope on the west side of the basin on the subject property.       
 
Owners Contend: 
The proposed Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) will interfere with access and 
existing parking areas and negatively disrupt the operations of their paving business. 
 
Department Response: 
Project requirements initially included a TCE located at the top of the slope adjacent to 
the owner’s property to allow additional working room for the Design-Builder to 
construct the proposed drainage basin.  Based on the owner’s concern and after further 
analysis by the Design-Builder, it was agreed that the drainage basin could be constructed 
without the TCE.  Therefore, the TCE was subsequently removed as a project 
requirement.   
 
 
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS 
 
The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owners: 
 

Type of Contact Number of Contacts 
Mailing of information 6+ 
E-Mail of information 32+ 
Telephone contacts 10+ 
Personal/meeting contacts 8 

 
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 California Transportation Commission (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. 
 
• The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project. 
 
• An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has 
 been made to the owners of record.  
 
The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.  
 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 RENE FLETCHER  
 Chief 
 Office of Project Delivery 
 Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys 
 Panel Chair 
 
 
 
I concur with the Panel’s recommendation: 
 
 
 
 ____________________________________ 
 KARLA SUTLIFF 
 Chief Engineer 
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW  

MEETING ON SEPTEMBER 23, 2013 
 

 
Rene Fletcher, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair 
Julie Del Rivo, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member 
Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member 
Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary 
 
Tim and Carol Sigman, Property Owners  
Scott Dexter, Attorney for the Property Owners 
 
Basem Muallem, District 8, District Director 
Christy Connors, District 8, Deputy District Director, Design 
Syed Raza, District 8, Deputy District Director, Right of Way 
Jesus Paez, District 8, Project Director 
Bill Dehn, USR, Design Manager  
Andrew Nelson, Atkinson Construction, Project Engineer 
Dennis Saylor, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Project Manager 
Terry Haines, San Bernardino Associated Governments, Right of Way 
Brenda Morrison, District 8, Supervising Right of Way Agent 
Min Saysay, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Principal Transportation Programs 
Maddy Rivera, Overland, Pacific & Cutler, Project Manager 
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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COMMISSION REPORTS 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA  

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
 



 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA         CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION 

Memorandum 
Addendum 

 
 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: 12/11/2013 
 
 
 
 
From: Andre Boutros  File: 1.5 
 Executive Director  Action 
  
  
  
Subject: $100 PER DAY ATTENDANCE ALLOWANCE AUGUST  MEETINGS FOR 

COMPENSATION 
 
In accordance with the in-house procedure adopted for identifying Commission activities eligible for 
compensation pursuant to SB 2168, the following list of meetings is being submitted for Commission 
approval (Commissioners are allowed to be reimbursed for up to eight meetings per month): 
 
 
Additional Meetings: 
 
Darius Assemi 
 

• August 2 – Teleconference with CTC Staff. Re: Agenda Briefing. Fresno 
• August 7 – Teleconference with Garth Stapley of the Modesto Bee. Re: CTC Meeting in the 

Valley. Fresno 
• August 16 – Attended SR-180 Kings Canyon Expressway Ground Breaking. Fresno 
• August 23 – Attended Fresno COG Transportation Panel with Andre Boutros and Malcolm 

Dougherty. Fresno. 
 
 
 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA         CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION 

Memorandum 
 
 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: 12/11/2013 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Andre Boutros File: 1.5 
 Executive Director  Action 
   
  
Subject: Meeting for Compensation for September 2013 (August 30- September 30) 
  
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 meetings is being submitted for Commission approval. 
 
 

Regular Commission Meeting Activities: 
 

• September 13 – Town Hall Meeting in Paso Robles (Commissioners Frommer, Assemi and Dunn 
were absent. All other Commissioners in attendance all or part of the meeting) 

 
 

Additional Meetings: 
 
Bob Alvarado 
 

• No Additional Meetings to Report 
 
Darius Assemi 
 

• No Additional Meetings to Report 
 
 



Yvonne Burke 
 

• September 5 – Meeting with Lindy Lee Re: Update on Caltrans Projects and Staffing. Literate 
• September 12 – Attended Event Hosted By SLOCOG for Town Hall Meeting Participants. San 

Luis Obispo 
• September 27 – Meeting with Trevor Daley and US Senator Diane Feinstein Re: Palm Springs 

Area Proposed Projects. Los Angeles 
 
 

Lucetta Dunn 
 
• September 2 – Attended San Francisco Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Opening Ceremony. 

Oakland 
• September 16 – Meeting with Caltrans Director Ryan Chamberlain Re: The 405. Irvine 
• September 20 – Teleconference with Mobility 21 Board Members Re: Board Meeting. Irvine 
• September 20 – Meeting with Will Kempton and Commissioner Inman. Re: Infrastructure and 

the CTC. Irvine 
• September 23 – Attended GLUE Council Meeting (SCAG). Los Angeles 
• September 25 – Meeting with Chris Kunze and Susan Bransen Re: TACA. Irvine 
• September 27 – Meeting with Darrell Johnson of OCTA Re: The 405. Irvine 

 
Jim Earp 
 

• No Additional Meetings to Report 
 
 
Dario Frommer 
 

• No Additional Meetings to Report 
 
 
James Ghielmetti 
 

• September 2 – Attended San Francisco Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Opening Ceremony. 
Oakland 

• September 5 – Meeting with Phil Tagami, Bryan Parker, Chris Lytle and Ces Butner Re: TCIF 
Port of Oakland. Oakland 

• September 12 – Attended Event Hosted By SLOCOG for Town Hall Meeting Participants. San 
Luis Obispo 

• September 23 – Meeting with Cleve Livingston with Brisco, Investor and Bazel Re: Caltrans. 
Pleasanton 

• September 23 – Meeting with Andre Boutros and Susan Bransen of the CTC Re: Annual 
Report. Pleasanton 

 
 



Carl Guardino 
 

• August 30 – Meeting with MTC, VTA, County of Santa Clara and City of San Jose Officials 
Re: Regional Transportation Priorities. San Jose  

• September 12 – Attended CTC Reception and Dinner. Paso Robles 
• September 24 – Attended Meeting for SF Mayor’s Transportation Task Force. San Francisco 
• September 25 – Meeting with MTC, VTA, City of San Jose and Santa Clara County. Re: 

Regional Transportation Issues. San Jose 
 
 

Fran Inman 
 

• September 4 – Teleconference with Carrie Bowen of Caltrans Re: Construction Equipment and 
Air Quality on the I-5 Freeway. City of Industry. 

• September 4 – Teleconference with Mike Lewis Re: Clean Construction Equipment on the I-5 
Freeway. City Of Industry 

• September 12 – Attended Event Hosted By SLOCOG for Town Hall Meeting Participants. San 
Luis Obispo 

• September 16 – Attended Alameda Corridor East Media Briefing. San Luis Obispo. 
• September 18 – Speaker at ITS Working Group, Port Logistic Meeting. Rancho Dominguez 
• September 19 – Meeting with David Libatique of Port of Los Angeles Re: Transportation 

Issues. City of Industry 
• September 20 – Attended Regional CEO Meeting Re: Buy America Issues. Los Angeles 
• September 24 – Attended ACE Chapman Millrace Dedication. San Gabriel  
• September 30 – Meeting with Paul Huber and Mark Christoffels Re: Project Delivery. City of 

Industry 
 
 
Joseph Tavaglione 
 

• September 10 – Meeting with Basam Muallem Re: Transportation Issues Pre-CTC Meeting. 
Riverside 

• September 11 – Meeting with Dennis Green Re: 91 Freeway Project. Riverside 
• September 12 – Attended Event Hosted By SLOCOG for Town Hall Meeting Participants. San 

Luis Obispo 
• September 18 – Meeting with Kevin Mulligan with Riverside Public Works Re: 91 Freeway 

Project. Riverside. 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA         CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION 

Memorandum 
 
 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: 12/11/2013 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Andre Boutros File: 1.5 
 Executive Director  Action 
   
  
 
Subject: Meeting for Compensation for October 2013 (October 1-October 30) 
  
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 meetings is being submitted for Commission approval. 
 
 
 

Regular Commission Meeting Activities: 
 

• October 8 – Commission Meeting in Modesto (Commissioners Frommer and Burke were absent. All 
other Commissioners in attendance all or part of the meeting) 

 
 
 

Additional Meetings: 
 
 
Bob Alvarado 
 

• October 14 – Meeting with Andre Boutros and Susan Bransen of the CTC Re: Pre-Retreat 
Meeting. Oakland. 

 
 



Darius Assemi 
 

• October 2 – Meeting with Amarjett Benipal Re: Sonora Bypass, Palendale Interchange and 
Arboleda Road Freeway Project. Fresno 

• October 4 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing 
• October 7 – Attended Reception Hosted By StanCOG. Modesto 
• October 11 – Speaker at San Joaquin Valley Fall Policy Conference. Stockton 
• October 30 – Teleconference with Henry Perea, Stacey Mortensen and Steven Keck Re: 

Financial Allocations for FY 13-14. Fresno 
 
Yvonne Burke 
 

• October 4 – Teleconference with Bill Naylor Re: Metro Extension of Time on Projects. Los 
Angeles 

• October 28 – Meeting with Andre Boutros and Susan Bransen Re: CTC Planning Session. Los 
Angles 

• October 29 – Attended Mobility 21 Conference. Los Angeles 
 
Lucetta Dunn 
 

• October 3 – Teleconference with Mobility 21 Re: Summit “Long Road home”. Irvine 
• October 7 – Teleconference with OCTA and Caltrans Re: CTC Briefing. Irvine 
• October 23 – Meeting with Susan Bransen and Andre Boutros Re: CTC Planning Session. 

Irvine 
• October 29 – Attended Mobility 21 Summit. Los Angeles 

 
Jim Earp 
 

• No Additional Meetings to Report 
 
Dario Frommer 
 

• No Additional Meetings to Report 
 
James Ghielmetti 
 

• October 3 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Pleasanton 
• October 7 – Teleconference with Brad Mettam, Mark Suchanek and Caltrans Re: Eureka Non-

Freeway Alternative. Pleasanton  
• October 14 - Meeting with Andre Boutros and Susan Bransen. Re: CTC Planning Session. 

Riverside 
• Teleconference with Stephen Maller Re: R.O.N.’s. Pleasanton 
• October 25 – Teleconference with Bill Gray Re; SR-152. Pleasanton 
• October 28 – Attended Mobility 21 Conference. Los Angeles 
• October 29 – Attended Mobility 21 Conference. Los Angeles 



Carl Guardino 
 

• October 2 – Teleconference with Kurt Evans Re: Key highway Projects in Santa Clara County. 
San Jose 

• October 17 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Issues Related to Future Public Hearings. San 
Jose 

• October 23 – Teleconference with CTC, VTA, MTC, City of San Jose and Santa Clara County 
Re: Regional Transportation Priorities. San Jose 

• October 25 - Teleconference with CTC staff and Johnny Khaoris Re: Copper Wire theft and 
Graffiti. San Jose 
 
 

Fran Inman 
 

• October 1 – Teleconference with Carrie Bowen Re: CTC Agenda. City of Industry 
• October 4 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. City of Industry 
• October 7 – Teleconference with Metro Staff Re; Status of the I-5 North and I-5 South 

Projects. City of Industry 
• October 9 – Attended Metrans International Freight Conference. Long Beach 
• October 16 – Teleconference with Lake Arrowhead Conference Organizers Re: Goods 

Movement in the Information Age. City of Industry 
• October 17 – Teleconference with Port of Los Angeles Re; Freight Projects. City of Industry 
• October 20 - Speaker at Lake Arrowhead Conference. Lake Arrowhead 

 
 

Joseph Tavaglione 
 

• October 3 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Riverside 
• October 4 – Meeting with Anne Mayer, Ray Wolf and Basam Muallem Re: Pre-CTC Meeting. 

Riverside 
• October 10 – Meeting with Sema, Contractor. Re: 91 Freeway Project. Riverside 
• October 15 – Meeting with Bob Stockton and Riverside Mayor Bailey Re: Redline Trolley’s In 

Riverside. Riverside 
• October 18 – Attended Annual Legislative Luncheon with Senator Richard Roth and 

Assemblyman Jose Medina. Riverside 
• October 21 - Meeting with Sema, Contractor. Re: 91 Freeway Project. Riverside 
• October 23 – Meeting with Andre Boutros and Susan Bransen. Re: CTC Planning Session. 

Riverside 
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WELCOME TO REGION 
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REPORT BY REGIONAL AGENCIES MODERATOR 
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REPORT BY RURAL COUNTIES TASK FORCE CHAIR 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA  

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
 



 

 
1.10 

 
REPORT BY SELF-HELP COUNTIES COALITION 

MODERATOR 
 

 
A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  

WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA  
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

 



                  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 4.9 
 Information Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

 

 
Subject: UPDATE ON STATE ROUTE 710 NORTH STUDY 
 

 
 
The attached package includes a brief fact sheet and informational pamphlet on the State Route 710 
North Study (Study).  The California Department of Transportation and Los Angeles Metropolitan 
County Transportation Authority (Metro) will be presenting a status of the Study at the December 
2013 Commission meeting.   

 
Attachments 
 



STATE ROUTE 710 NORTH STUDY FACT SHEET 

SUBJECT:  State Route 710 North  
 
The existing No Build condition of State Route 710 North contributes to growing congestion on freeways 
and local arterials, and poor transit operations; and cannot accommodate regional and local north-south 
travel demands within the study area.   
 
BACKGROUND:  The 710 transportation corridor was originally envisioned to extend from the City of 
Long Beach, north to the 210/710/134 interchange in the City of Pasadena.  A 4.5 mile segment between 
Interstate 10 and the 210/710/134 interchange is the only uncompleted portion of the facility.  For 
decades, planning efforts to improve mobility and relieve congestion on local arterials and nearby 
freeways, resulting in part from the uncompleted portion of the 710 corridor, were only focused 
extending the freeway (a surface alignment).   
 
In 2008, two-thirds of Los Angeles County voters approved use of Measure R local funds to address the 
problem.  In 2011, LA Metro, in partnership with Caltrans, commissioned an environmental study to 
determine the full range of multi-modal transportation options to improve mobility while addressing 
community concerns through a robust community outreach and public participation program for a study 
area bordered by Routes 2, 5, 10, 210 and 605 in the western San Gabriel Valley and east/northeast 
section of Los Angeles County.    
 
ALTERNATIVES UNDER STUDY: 

1. No Build 
2. Transportation System Management/Transportation Demand Management 
3. Bus Rapid Transit 
4. Light Rail Transit  
5. Freeway Tunnel 

 
STUDY SCHEDULE: 
MAJOR MILESTONE TARGET DATES 
Alternatives Analysis (AA) Completed December 2012 
Complete and Release Draft EIR/EIS Spring  2014 
Conduct Public Hearings Spring  2014 
Complete Final EIR/EIS and Select Preferred Alternative Summer 2015 
Record of Decision         Summer 2015 
 
PROJECT FUNDING:  
Major Build Alternatives Estimate Range:  $2.6 – $5.4B 
Secured Funds: Measure R - $780M 
Potential P3 Opportunity  
 
CONTRACT DELIVERY METHOD: Undefined       



How do We Connect? ¿Cómo Nos Conectamos? 我們如何 推廣？
metro.net

State Route 710 North 
 Environmental Study

  
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION PHASE

With your participation in the 
SR 710 North Study, Metro and 
Caltrans will begin to shape the 

future of transportation and 
mobility in your community.

Con su participación en el 
Estudio de la Ruta Estatal 710 

Norte, Metro y Caltrans 
empiezan a cambiar el futuro 
del transporte y la movilidad 

en su comunidad.

SR710研究有了您的參與，
地鐵和Caltrans將開始在
你的社區塑造未來的運輸

和流動性。

  
 

...examined 
and considered 

...examinados 
y considerados 

...研究和考慮

 

 Correspondence
 Correo
信件

SR-710 Study
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

E-Mail  

sr710study@metro.net

    Telephone
 Teléfono

 電話
855.4SR.7100

Twitter
@sr710study

 Facebook
www.facebook.com/SR

710Study

 Web
 互聯網 電子郵件

www

www.metro.net/sr710study

  

•

 

Evaluated by technical experts
Evaluados por expertos técnicos
評估您的反饋

  

•

 

Reflected in the alternatives, based on set 
criteria consistent with the study objectives
Reflejados en las alternativas, basado a los criterios 
establecidos con los objectivos del estudio
並且在與各研究目標的標準相一致的基礎上體現於各個替代方案中

 
    

 

    

 

 Portal Interactivo

互動網站

E-Tool

www.sr710etool.com

 

How your feedback is incorporated into the SR 710 North Study Process:
Como sus comentarios son incorporados al proceso de Estudio de la SR 710 Norte:
您的反饋納入SR710北段研究的過程：

Una vez entregado al Equipo de Estudio, sus comentarios son...
一旦交付給研究小組，技術專家將會… 

Once delivered to the Study Team, feedback is...



What is the SR 710 North Study? ¿Qué es el Estudio de la Ruta Estatal 710 Norte? 710公路北段研究是什麼？
The State Route 710 North (SR 710) Study evaluates transportation options to 
improve mobility and relieve congestion in the area between State Route 2, 
Interstates 5, 10, 210, and 605 in East/Northeast Los Angeles and the San 
Gabriel Valley.  The Study considers five multimodal Alternatives.  
The Alternatives are 1.) No-Build, 2.) Transportation System 
Management/Transportation Demand Management (TSM/TDM), 3.) BRT, 
4.) LRT, and 5.) a Freeway Tunnel. 

El Estudio de la Ruta Estatal 710 Norte (SR 710) evalúa las opciones de 
transporte para mejorar la movilidad y aliviar la congestión en el área entre la 
Ruta Estatal 2 y las autopistas 5, 10, 210 y 605 en el Este/Noreste de Los 
Ángeles y el Valle de San Gabriel. El estudio considera cinco Alternativas 
multimodales Las Alternativas son 1.) No Construir, 2.) Administración de 
Sistemas de Transporte/ Manejo de Demanda para el Transporte (TSM/TDM, 
3.) BRT, 4.) LRT y 5.) un Túnel de  Autopista. 

國道710（SR710）研究評估運輸方案，以改善在州2號公路，5，10，210號州際
公路和605在洛杉磯東部/東北部和聖蓋博谷地區之間的流動性和紓緩交通擠
塞。研究考慮五種備選方案以及這些方案對周圍社區的影響。它們是  
1.) 保持原貌，2.) 交通運輸系統管理/交通需求管理(TSM/TDM)，
3.) 快捷巴士系統 (BRT)，4.) 輕軌，以及 5.) 修建高速公路隧道。

1
The No Build Alternative includes 
transportation improvement projects 
inside and outside the Study Area, 
including all projects in the Southern 
California Association of Governments 
(SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) programmed to be completed by 
2035.  Including these projects is required 
by state and federal laws  to demonstrate 
that the need exists even if these projects 
are completed.  For detailed information 
on proposed projects under the SCAG 
RTP, go to  http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov 

La Alternativa de No-Construir incluye 
proyectos de mejora de transporte dentro 
y fuera del Área de Estudio, incluyendo 
todos los proyectos del Plan de 
Transporte Regional (RTP) de la 
Asociación de Gobiernos del Sur de 
California (SCAG) programados para ser 
completados en el 2035. La inclusión de 
estos proyectos es requerida por las leyes 
estatales y federales para demostrar que 
existe la necesidad, incluso si estos 
proyectos se han completado. Para 
obtener información detallada sobre los 
proyectos propuestos en el RTP de SCAG, 
vaya a: http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov

保持原貌方案包括710研究區域内甚至研
究區域以外的交通改善項目，其中包括到
2035年完成的南加州政府協會（SCAG）區
域交通規劃（RTP）的計劃。即使這些項目
竣工後，也需要通過州和聯邦的法律證明
其必要性。有關SCAG RTP擬建項目的詳
細信息，請訪問：http://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov

No-Build    No-Construir   保持原貌 2 Transportation System Management/
Transportation Demand Management

Administracion de Sistemas de Transporte/
Manejo de Demanda para el Transporte 

交通運輸系統管理/交通需求管理

Autopista en Túnel

高速公路隧道

Freeway Tunnel

Tren Ligéro

輕軌系統

Light Rail TransitBus Rapid Transit

Autobús Rapido

快捷巴士系統

3 4 5

This Alternative includes:
    Expanded Bus Service
    Traffic Light Synchronization
    Bike Paths
    Ridesharing
    Telecommuting
    Intersection and Road Improvements

Esta alternativa incluye:
    Servicio Ampliado de Autobuses
    Sincronización de Semáforos
    Carriles para Bicicletas  
    Viajes Compartidos      
    Teletrabajo
    Mejoras a Intersecciónes y Calles Locales

備選方案包括：
    擴展公車服務
    交通燈同步
    自行車道
    拼車
    遠程辦公
    路口和道路改善工程
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From:  ANDRE BOUTROS 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: Active Transportation Program Update 

  
 

ISSUE: 
 
On September 26, 2013 the Governor signed legislation creating the Active Transportation Program 
(Senate Bill 99, Chapter 359 and Assembly Bill 101, Chapter 354). This legislation requires the 
Commission, in consultation with an Active Transportation Program Workgroup, to develop 
program guidelines by March 26, 2014.  
 
As a first step in the development of guidelines, Commission staff conducted a series of workgroup 
meeting, open to the public, to solicit input on key issues. Having gathered this input, staff 
developed the attached preliminary draft guidelines as a basis for continuing workgroup discussions. 
We intend these preliminary draft guidelines to be a starting point for more detailed discussions than 
has occurred in previous workgroup meeting. 
 
The following is the schedule for the development of the Active Transportation Program guidelines: 

 
Workgroup and subgroup meetings December 2013 – mid January  
Guidelines hearing, South  January 23, 2014 
Guidelines hearing, North  January 29, 2014 
Guidelines to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee February 3, 2104 
Commission adopts Guidelines  March 20, 2014  

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The goals of the Active Transportation Program are to: 

 Increase the proportion of biking and walking trips. 
 Increase safety for nonmotorized users. 
 Increase mobility for nonmotorized users. 
 Advance the efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals. 
 Enhance public health, including the reduction of childhood obesity through the use of 

projects eligible for Safe Routes to Schools Program funding. 
 Ensure disadvantaged communities fully share in program benefits (25% of program). 
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 Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 
 
The Commission guidelines are to describe the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the 
development, adoption and management of the Active Transportation Program. The Commission 
must hold at least two public hearings prior to adopting these guidelines.  
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INTRODUCTION 

BACKGROUND 

The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. 

These guidelines describe the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption 
and management of the Active Transportation Program. They were developed in consultation with the 
Active Transportation Program Workgroup. The workgroup includes representatives from Caltrans, other 
government agencies, and active transportation stakeholder organizations with expertise in pedestrian 
and bicycle issues, including Safe Routes to School programs. 

The Commission must hold at least two public hearings prior to adopting these guidelines. The 
Commission may amend the adopted guidelines after conducting at least one public hearing. The 
Commission shall make a reasonable effort to amend the guidelines prior to the call for projects or may 
extend the deadline for project submission in order to comply with the amended guidelines.  

PROGRAM GOALS 

Pursuant to statute, the goals of the Active Transportation Program are to achieve: 

 Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking.  
 Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users. 
 Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas 

reduction goals as established pursuant to Senate Bill 375 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008) and 
Senate Bill 391 (Chapter 585, Statutes of 2009). 

 Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity through the use of programs 
including, but not limited to, projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program funding. 

 Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program. 
 Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 

PROGRAM SCHEDULE 

The guidelines for an initial two-year program of projects must be adopted by March 26, 2014 (within six 
months of the enactment of the authorizing legislation). No later than 45 days prior to adopting the initial 
set of guidelines for the Active Transportation Program, the Commission must submit the draft guidelines 
to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee. 

Subsequent programs must be adopted not later than April 1 of each odd-numbered year, however, the 
Commission may alternatively elect to adopt a program annually.  

The following schedule lists the major milestones for the development and adoption of the 2014 Active 
Transportation Program: 

 December 11, 2013:  Commission adopts Fund Estimate 
 January 22, 2014:  Guidelines hearing, South 
 January 29, 2014:  Guidelines hearing, North 



 

Draft Active Transportation Program Guidelines (2013-11-25)
  2 

 February 3, 2104:  Guidelines submitted to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee 
 March 20, 2014:  Commission adopts Active Transportation Program Guidelines 
 March 21, 2014:  Call for projects 
 May 21, 2014:  Project applications to Commission 
 May 21, 2014: Large MPO guidelines to Commission (optional) 
 June 25, 2014: Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines 
 August 20, 2014:  Commission adopts Active Transportation Program (statewide and rural/small 

urban portions). Projects not programmed distributed to large MPOs based on location. 
 September 30, 2014: Deadline for MPO project programming recommendations to the 

Commission. 
 November 2014: Commission programming of MPO selected projects. 

FUNDING 

SOURCE 

The Active Transportation Program is funded from various federal and state funds appropriated in the 
annual Budget Act. These are: 

 100% of the federal Transportation Alternative Program funds, except for federal Recreation Trail 
Program funds appropriated to the Department of Parks and Recreation. 

 $21 million of federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds or other federal funds. 
 State Highway Account funds. 

In addition to furthering the goals of this program, all Active Transportation Program projects must meet 
eligibility requirements specific to the Active Transportation Program’s funding sources.   

DISTRIBUTION 

State and Federal law segregate the Active Transportation Program into multiple, overlapping 
components. The Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate shall indicate the funds available for 
each of the program components. Consistent with these requirements, the Active Transportation Program 
funds shall be distributed as follows:  

1. Forty percent to Metropolitan Planning Organizations in urban areas with populations greater than 
200,000.  
 
These funds shall be distributed based on total county population. The funds programmed and 
allocated under this paragraph shall be selected through a competitive process by the MPOs in 
accordance with these guidelines.  
 
Projects selected by MPOs may be in either large urban, small urban, or rural areas. 
 
25% of the funds in each MPO must benefit disadvantaged communities. 
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The following statutory requirements apply specifically to the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 

 SCAG shall consult with county transportation commissions, the Commission, and 
Caltrans in the development of competitive project selection criteria.  

 The criteria used by SCAG should include consideration of geographic equity, consistent 
with program objectives.  

 SCAG shall place priority on projects that are consistent with plans adopted by local and 
regional governments within the county where the project is located. 

 SCAG shall obtain concurrence from the county transportation commissions. 

 
2. Ten percent to small urban and rural regions with populations of 200,000 or less, with projects 

competitively awarded by the Commission to projects in those regions. Federal law segregates 
Transportation Alternative Program into separate small urban and rural competitions; therefore 
this portion of the program will be segregated into separate Small Urban and Rural programs 
based upon their relative share of the state population. Small Urban areas are those with 
populations of 5,001 to 200,000. Rural areas are those with populations below 5,000. 
 
25% of the funds in the Small Urban and Rural programs must benefit disadvantaged 
communities. 
 
Projects within the boundaries of a MPO with an urban area with a population of greater than 
200,000 are not eligible for funding in the Small Urban or Rural programs. 
 

3. Fifty percent to projects competitively awarded by the Commission on a statewide basis. 
 
25% of the funds in the statewide competitive program must benefit disadvantaged communities. 
 
In the initial three years of the program, $24 million of the statewide competitive program is 
available for safe routes to schools projects, with at least $7.2 million for non-infrastructure 
grants, including funding for a state technical assistance resource center. 

MATCHING REQUIREMENTS 

No match from project sponsors is required for the Active Transportation Program funds awarded in the 
statewide competitive, small urban, or rural programs. The match required for federal funding may be met 
through the use of toll credits, through State Highway Account Funds in the Active Transportation 
Program, or through the use of other non-federal funds committed to the project. 

Large MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, may require a funding match for projects 
selected through their competitive process. While the statewide competitive program does not require 
matching funds, applicants from within a large MPO should be aware that the requirements in these two 
competitions may differ.  

REIMBURSEMENT 

The Active Transportation Program is a reimbursement program for costs incurred. Reimbursement is 
requested through the invoice process detailed in Chapter 5, Accounting/Invoices, Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual. Costs incurred prior to Commission allocation and, for federally funded projects, 
Federal Highway Administration project approval (i.e. Authorization to Proceed) are not eligible for 
reimbursement. 
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ELIGIBILITY 

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS 

The applicant for Active Transportation Program funds assumes responsibility and accountability for the 
use and expenditure of program funds. Applicants must be able to comply with all the federal and state 
laws, regulations, policies and procedures required to enter into a Local Administering Agency-State 
Master Agreement (Master Agreement). Refer to Chapter 4, Agreements, of the Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual for guidance and procedures on Master Agreements. The following entities, within the 
State of California, are eligible to apply for Active Transportation Program funds: 

 Local or Regional Agency - Examples include city, county, MPO*, and Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency. 

 Caltrans* 
 Transit Agencies - Any agency responsible for public transportation that is eligible for funds under 

the Federal Transit Administration. 
 Natural Resource or Public Land Agencies - Federal, Tribal, State, or local agency responsible for 

natural resources or public land administration Examples include: 
o State or local park or forest agencies 
o State or local fish and game or wildlife agencies 
o Department of the Interior Land Management Agencies 
o U.S. Forest Service 

 School districts, local education agencies, or schools – May include any public or nonprofit private 
school. Projects should benefit the general public, and not only a private entity. 

 Tribal Governments - Federally-recognized Native American Tribes 
 Any other entity with responsibility for oversight of transportation or recreational trails that the 

Commission and Caltrans determine to be eligible. 

For funding awarded to a tribal government, a fund transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) would be 
required. A tribal government may also partner with another eligible entity to apply if desired. 

* State DOTs and MPOs are not eligible project sponsors for the federal TAP funds appropriated to the 
Active Transportation Program. Therefore, funding awarded to projects submitted directly by Caltrans and 
MPOs are limited to other Active Transportation Program funds. Caltrans and MPOs may partner with an 
eligible entity to expand funding opportunities. 

PARTNERING WITH IMPLEMENTATING AGENCIES 

Entities that are unable to apply for Active Transportation Program funds, enter into a Master Agreement 
with the State, or unfamiliar with the requirements to administer a Federal-Aid Highway Program project 
may partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project. This arrangement should be 
formalized through a signed Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the 
project applicant and implementing agency, documentation of which must be included with the project 
application. 

 

The implementing agency will be responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program 
funds. 
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ELIGIBLE PROJECTS 

All projects shall be selected through a competitive process and must meet one or more of the program 
goals. Because the majority for funds in the Active Transportation Program are federal funds, most 
infrastructure projects and all non-infrastructure projects must be federal-aid eligible: 

 Infrastructure Projects:  Capital improvements that will further the goals of this program. This 
typically includes the planning, design, and construction of facilities. 

 Non-infrastructure projects:  Education, encouragement, and enforcement activities that further 
the goals of this program. 

Additionally, in order to maximize the effectiveness of program funding and to encourage the aggregation 
of small projects into a comprehensive bundle of projects, the minimum request for Active Transportation 
Program fund that will be considered is $500,000. MPOs, in administering a competitive selection 
process, may use different minimum funding size. Use of a different minimum project size must be 
approved by the Commission prior to the MPO’s call for projects. 

EXAMPLE PROJECTS 

Below is a list of projects considered generally eligible for Active Transportation Program funding. This list 
is not intended to be comprehensive; other types of projects that are not on this list may also be eligible if 
they further the goals of the program. 

 Development of new bikeways and walkways that improve mobility, access, or safety for non-
motorized users. 

 Improvements to existing bikeways and walkways, which improve mobility, access, or safety for 
non-motorized users. 

o Elimination of hazardous conditions on existing bikeways and walkways. 
o Preventative maintenance of bikeways and walkways with the primary goal of extending 

the service life of the facility.  
 Installation of traffic control devices to improve the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists. 
 Safe Routes to School projects that improve the safety of children walking and bicycling to 

school, in accordance with Section 1404 of Public Law 109-59. 
 Safe routes to transit projects, which will encourage transit by improving biking and walking 

routes to mass transportation facilities and school bus stops. 
 Secure bicycle parking at employment centers, park and ride lots, rail and transit stations, and 

ferry docks and landings. 
 Bicycle-carrying facilities on public transit, including rail and ferries. 
 Recreational trails and trailheads, park projects that facilitate trail linkages or connectivity to non-

motorized corridors, and conversion of abandoned railroad corridors to trails.  
 Education programs to increase bicycling and walking, and other non-infrastructure investments 

that demonstrate effectiveness in increasing active transportation. 
 Development of a bike, pedestrian or active transportation plan. 
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PROJECT TYPE REQUIREMENTS 

As discussed in the Funding Distribution section (above), State and Federal law segregate the Active 
Transportation Program into multiple, overlapping components. Below is an explanation of the 
requirements specific to these components. 

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES 

For a project to contribute toward the Disadvantaged Communities funding requirement, the project shall 
clearly demonstrate a benefit to a community that meets any of the following criteria: 

 The median household income is less than 80% of the statewide average based on zip code level 
data from the American Community Survey. Data is available at 
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/state_census_data_center/american_community_su
rvey/. 

 At least 75% of school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price 
meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp 

 An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 10% in the state according to latest versions 
of the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool (CalEnviroScreen) scores. 
Scores are available at http://oehha.ca.gov/ej/ces11.html 

 If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does 
not meet the aforementioned criteria, the applicant may submit for consideration a quantitative 
assessment of why the community should be considered disadvantaged.  

 MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, may use different criteria for determining 
which projects benefit Disadvantaged Communities if the criteria are approved by the 
Commission prior to the MPO’s call for projects. 

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECTS 

For a project to contribute toward the Safe Routes to School funding requirement, the project shall directly 
increase safety and convenience for primary and middle school (grades K-8) students to walk and/or bike 
to school. In accordance with Section 1404 of Public Law 109-59, infrastructure-related projects must also 
be located within two miles of a primary or middle school. Other than traffic education and enforcement 
activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 

RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROJECTS 

For Recreational Trails types of projects to be eligible for Active Transportation Program funding, the 
projects must meet the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program 
(http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/recreational_trails/) as such projects may not be eligible for funding 
from other sources. 
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PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS 

PROJECT APPLICATION 

Active Transportation Program project applications are available at www.dot.ca.gov 

A project nomination shall include the signature of the Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized 
by the applicant’s governing board. Where the project is to be implemented by an agency other than the 
applicant, the nomination shall also include a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency 
Agreement between the project applicant and implementing agency. A project nomination shall also 
include documentation of all other funds committed to the projects. 

Project nominations should be addressed or delivered to: 

Andre Boutros, Executive Director  
California Transportation Commission Mail Station 52, Room 2231  
1120 N Street Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Except for applications submitted through an optional MPO supplemental call for project, the Commission 
will consider only projects for which five hard copies of a complete nomination are received in the 
Commission office by June 30, 2014. By the same date, an additional copy shall also be sent to the 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency or County Transportation Commission within which the project 
is located and to the MPO if the project is located within a multi-county MPO. 

SEQUENTIAL PROJECT SELECTION 

All project applications shall be submitted to the Commission for consideration in the statewide 
competition. The Commission will consider approval of a competitive grant only when it finds that the 
grant request meets the requirements of statute and that the project has a commitment of any 
supplementary funding needed for a full funding plan. 

Projects not selected for programming in the statewide competition shall be considered in the large MPO 
run competitions or the state run Small Urban or Rural competitions.  

A large urban MPO may elect to have a supplemental MPO specific call for projects. The projects 
received in this call shall be considered along with those not selected through the statewide competition.  

A large urban MPO choosing to use the same project selection criteria and weighting, minimum project 
size, and definition of disadvantage communities for its competitive selection process may defer its 
project selection to the Commission. 

MPO COMPETITIVE PROJECT SELECTION 

Applications of projects not selected for programming in the statewide competition will be distributed to 
the appropriate MPO following the Commission adoption of the statewide portion of the Active 
Transportation Program. These projects shall be considered by the MPOs in administering a competitive 
selection process. A MPO choosing to use the same project selection criteria and weighting, minimum 
project size, match requirement, and definition of disadvantage communities as used by the Commission 
for the statewide competition may defer its project selection to the Commission. 
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A MPO, with Commission approval, may use a different project selection criteria or weighting, minimum 
project size, match requirement, or definition of disadvantage communities for its competitive selection 
process. A MPO may also elect to have a supplemental MPO specific call for projects. The projects 
received in this call shall be considered along with those not selected through the statewide competition.  

In administering a competitive selection process, a MPO shall use a multidisciplinary advisory group to 
assist in evaluating project applications. Following it competitive selection process, a MPO shall submit it 
programming recommendations to the Commission. 

RATING CRITERIA 

Proposed projects will be rated and ranked on the basis of applicant responses to the below criteria. 
Project programming recommendations may not be based strictly on the rating criteria because of the 
various components of the Active Transportation Program and the requirements of the various fund 
sources. 

 Demonstrated needs of the applicant. (0 – 10 points) 

A project that is already fully funded will not be considered for funding in the Active Transportation 
Program. The Commission may make an exception to this policy by allowing the supplanting of 
federal funds on a project for the 2014 Active Transportation Program. 

 Planning. (0 – 20 points) 

All projects submitted must be consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan 
that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080. 

Emphasis will be placed on projects that demonstrate consistency with an adopted city or county 
bicycle transportation plan, pursuant to Section 891.2, pedestrian plan, safe routes to school plan, 
or overall active transportation plan.  

 Potential for reducing pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries, including the identification of 
safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. (0 – 20 points) 

 Potential for encouraging increased walking and bicycling, especially among students, including 
the identification of walking and bicycling routes to and from schools, transit facilities, community 
centers, and other destinations; and including increasing and improving connectivity and mobility 
of non-motorized users. (0 – 20 points) 

 Cost-effectiveness, defined as maximizing the impact of the funds provided. (0 – 15 points) 

Applicants shall quantify the safety and/or mobility benefit in relationship to total project cost. 

Caltrans shall develop a benefit/cost model for bicycle and pedestrian projects in order to improve 
information available to decision makers at the state and MPO level in future programming 
cycles. 

 Identification of the local public participation process that culminated in the project proposal, 
which may include noticed meetings and consultation with local stake holders. (0 – 15 points) 
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Project applicants must clearly explain the relationship between the local participation process 
and the potential for increasing walking and bicycling. 

 Benefit to disadvantaged communities. Use of the California Conservation Corps or a qualified 
community conservation corps, as defined in Section 14507.5 of the Public Resources Code, as 
partners to undertake or construct applicable projects in accordance with Section 1524 of Public 
Law 112-141. (0 – 10 points) 

Direct contracting with the California Conservation Corps or a qualified community conservation 
corps without bidding is permissible provided that the responsible agency demonstrates cost 
effectiveness per 23 CFR 635.204 and obtains approval from Caltrans. A copy of the agreement 
between the responsible agency and the proposed conservation corps shall be included in the 
project application as supporting documentation.  

 Other factors, such potential for reducing congestion, improving air quality, and reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions. (0 – 10 points) 

Applicants should explain how the project promotes local land-use planning efforts being 
undertaken to implement the growth visions established by the Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy. 

 Applicant’s performance on past grants. This may include project delivery, project benefits 
(anticipated v. actual), and use of the California Conservation Corps or qualified community 
conservation corps (planned v. actual). Applications from agencies with poor performance 
records on past grants may be excluded from competing or may be penalized in scoring. (0 – 10 
points) 

PROJECT EVALUATION COMMITTEE 

Commission staff will form a multidisciplinary Project Evaluation Committee is to assist in evaluating 
project applications. In forming the Project Evaluation Committee, staff will seek participants with 
expertise in bicycling and pedestrian transportation, including Safe Routes to Schools type projects, and 
in projects benefiting disadvantaged communities, and will seek representation from state agencies, large 
MPOs, small urban and rural areas, and non-governmental organizations. Priority for participation in the 
evaluation committee will be given to those who do not represent a project sponsor or applicant, or will 
not benefit from projects submitted by others.  

In reviewing and selecting projects to be funded by federal funds in the Recreational Trails Program, the 
Commission staff will collaborate with the Department of Parks and Recreation to evaluate proposed 
projects 

MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, shall use a multidisciplinary advisory group, 
similar to the aforementioned Project Evaluation Committee, to assist in evaluating project applications. 

PROGRAMMING 

PROJECT PROGRAMMING 

Following at least one public hearing, the Commission will adopt an annual program of projects for the 
Active Transportation Program, by April 1 of each odd numbered year. The Active Transportation 
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Program shall be developed consistent with the fund estimate and the amount programmed in each fiscal 
year shall not exceed the amount identified in the fund estimate.   

The program of projects for each fiscal year will include, for each project, the amount to be funded from 
the Active Transportation Program, and the estimated total cost of project construction or equipment 
acquisition, including any additional supplementary funding. Project costs in the Active Transportation 
Program will include all project support costs and all project listings will specify costs for each of the 
following components:  (1) completion of all permits and environmental studies; (2) preparation of plans, 
specifications, and estimates; (3) right-of-way capital outlay (4) support for right-of-way acquisition; (5) 
construction capital outlay; and (6) construction management and engineering, including surveys and 
inspection. The cost of each project cost component will be listed in the Active Transportation Program no 
earlier than in the fiscal year in which the particular project component can be delivered. 

When proposing to fund only preconstruction components for a project, the applicant should demonstrate 
the means by which it intends to fund the construction of a useable segment, consistent with the regional 
transportation plan or the Caltrans interregional transportation strategic plan.  

When project design, right-of-way or construction are programmed before the sponsoring agency 
completes the environmental process, updated cost estimates, updated analysis of the project’s cost 
effectiveness, and updated analysis of the project’s ability to further the goals of the program shall be 
submitted to the Commission following completion of the environmental process. If this updated 
information indicates that a project is expected to accomplish fewer benefits or is less cost effective as 
compared with the initial project application, future funding for the project may be deleted from the 
program. For the MPO selected competitions, this information should be submitted to the MPO. It is the 
responsibility of the MPO to recommend that the project be deleted from the program if warranted. 

The Commission will program and allocate funding to projects in whole thousands of dollars and will 
include a project only if it is fully funded from a combination of Active Transportation Program and other 
committed funding. The Commission will regard funds as committed when they are programmed by the 
Commission or when the agency with discretionary authority over the funds has made its commitment to 
the project by ordinance or resolution. For federal formula funds, including Surface Transportation 
Program, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program, and federal formula transit funds, 
the commitment may be by Federal Transportation Improvement Program adoption. For federal 
discretionary funds, the commitment may be by federal approval of a full funding grant agreement or by 
grant approval. 

The Commission may approve an amendment to the Active Transportation Program at any time. An 
amendment must appear in an agenda published 10 days in advance of the Commission meeting. 
Amendments do not require the 30-day notice that applies to a State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) amendment. Amendments to the MPO selected portion of the program must be approved 
by the MPO prior to Commission approval.  

If the program of projects adopted by the Commission does not program the full capacity identified in the 
fund estimate for a given fiscal year, the balance will remain available for future program amendments to 
advance programmed projects. A balance not programmed in one fiscal year will carry over and be 
available for projects in the following fiscal year, except that unprogrammed funds will not carry over into 
a subsequent fund estimate. 
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The intent of the Commission is to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as 
practicable. Therefore, the smallest project may be designated, at the time of programming, for state-only 
funding. 

ALLOCATIONS 

The Commission will consider the allocation of funds for a project when it receives an allocation request 
and recommendation from Caltrans in the same manner as for the STIP (see section 64 of the STIP 
guidelines). The recommendation will include a determination project readiness, the availability of 
appropriated funding, and the availability of all identified and committed supplementary funding. The 
Commission will approve the allocation if the funds are available, the allocation is necessary to implement 
the project as included in the adopted Active Transportation Program. 

Allocation requests for a project in the MPO selected portion of the program must include a 
recommendation by the MPO. 

In compliance with Section 21150 of the Public Resources Code, the Commission will not allocate funds 
for design, right-of-way, or construction prior to documentation of environmental clearance under the 
California Environmental Quality Act. As a matter of policy, the Commission will not allocate funds for 
design, right-of-way, or construction of a federally funded project prior to documentation of environmental 
clearance under the National Environmental Policy Act. Exceptions to this policy may be made in 
instances where federal law allows for the acquisition of right-of-way prior to completion of National 
Environmental Policy Act review. 

PROJECT DELIVERY 

Active Transportation Program allocations must be requested in the fiscal year of project programming, 
and are valid for award for six months from the date of allocation unless the Commission approves an 
extension. Applicants may submit and the Commission will evaluate extension requests in the same 
manner as for STIP projects (see section 66 of the STIP guidelines) except that extension to the period 
for project allocation and for project award will be limited to twelve months. Extension requests for a 
project in the MPO selected portion of the program must include a recommendation by the MPO, 
consistent with the preceding requirements 

Whenever programmed funds are not allocated within this deadline, the project will be deleted from the 
Active Transportation Program.  Funds available following the deletion of a project may be allocated to a 
programmed project advanced from a future fiscal year. A MPO, in administering its competitive portion of 
the Active Transportation Program, shall determine which projects to advance and make that 
recommendation to the Commission. Unallocated funds in one fiscal year will carry over and be available 
for projects in the following fiscal year, except that unallocated funds will not carry over into a subsequent 
fund estimate. 

For preconstruction allocations, the responsible agency must enter into a cooperative agreement with 
Caltrans and, if the project is federally funded, obligate the federal funds within six months. 

Funds allocated for project development or right of way costs must be expended by the end of the second 
fiscal year following the fiscal year in which the funds were allocated.  After the award of a contract, the 
project sponsor has up to 36 months to complete (accept) the contract.  At the time of fund allocation, the 
Commission may extend the deadline for completion of work and the liquidation of funds if necessary to 
accommodate the proposed expenditure plan for the project. The project sponsor has six months after 
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contract acceptance to make the final payment to the contractor or vendor, prepare the final Report of 
Expenditure and submit the final invoice to Caltrans for reimbursement. 

Caltrans will track the delivery of Active Transportation Program projects and submit to the Commission a 
quarterly report showing the delivery of each project component. 

PROJECT INACTIVITY 

Once funds for a project are encumbered, project applicants are expected to invoice on a regular basis 
(for federal funds, see 23 CFR 630.106 and the Caltrans' Inactive Obligation Policy). Failure to do so will 
result in the project being deem "inactive" and subject to deobligation if proper justification is not provided.  

PROJECT REPORTING 

As a condition of the project allocation, the Commission will require the implementing agency to submit 
quarterly reports on the activities and progress made toward implementation of the project and a final 
delivery report. The purpose of the reports is to ensure that the project is being executed in a timely 
fashion and is within the scope and budget identified when the decision was made to fund the project. 
Costs associated with reporting are an eligible project cost. 

Within six months of the project becoming operable, the implementing agency shall provide a final 
delivery report to the Commission which includes: 

 The scope of the completed project as compared to the programmed project. 
 Before and after photos documenting the project. 
 The final costs as compared to the approved project budget. 
 Its duration as compared to the project schedule in the project application. 
 Performance outcomes derived from the project as compared to those described in the project 

application.   
o This should include before and after pedestrian and/or bicycle counts, and an explanation 

of the methodology for conduction counts. Counts after project completion should be 
taken at least six months after project completion. 

 Actual use of the California Conservation Corps or qualified community conservation corps as 
compared to the use in the project application. 

For the purpose of this section, a project becomes operable when the construction contract is accepted or 
acquired equipment is received, or in the case of non-infrastructure activities, when the activities are 
complete.  

The Department of Transportation shall audit a sample of Active Transportation Program projects to 
determine whether project costs incurred and reimbursed are in compliance with the executed project 
agreement or approved amendments thereof; state and federal laws and regulations; contract provisions; 
and Commission guidelines, and whether project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes are consistent with 
the project scope, schedule and benefits described in the executed project agreement or approved 
amendments thereof. 
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ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (COMMISSION) 

The Commission responsibilities include: 

 Adopt guidelines and policies for the Active Transportation Program. 
 Adopt Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate. 
 Evaluate projects, including the forming of the Project Evaluation Committee. 
 Adopt a program of projects, including: 

o The statewide portion of the Active Transportation Program, 
o The rural portion of the Active Transportation Program, 
o The small urban portion of the Active Transportation Program, and  
o The MPO selected portion of the program based on the recommendations of the MPOs. 
o Ensure that at least 25% of the funds benefit disadvantage communities. 

 Allocate funds to projects. 
 Report to the legislature. 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS) 

Caltrans has the primary responsibility for the administration of the Active Transportation Program. 
Responsibilities include: 

 Provide statewide program and procedural guidance to the Districts (i.e. provide project 
evaluation of materials and instructions), conducts outreach through various networks such as, 
but not limited to, the Active Transportation Program website, and at conferences, meetings, or 
workgroups. 

 Solicit project applications for the program. 
 Facilitate the Project Evaluation Committee. 
 Perform eligibility reviews of Active Transportation Program projects. 
 Review project applications for scope, cost, schedule, and completeness. 
 Recommend project to the Commission for programming and allocation. 
 Notify applicants of the results after each call for projects. 
 Track project implementation. 
 Serve as the main point of contact in project implementation after notifying successful applicants 

of award. 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS WITH LARGE URBANIZED AREAS 

These MPOs are responsible for overseeing a competitive project selection process in accordance with 
these guidelines. The responsibilities include: 

 Ensure that at least 25% of the funds in each MPO must benefit disadvantage communities. 
 If using different project selection criteria or weighting, minimum project size, match requirement, 

or definition of disadvantage communities for its competitive selection process, the MPO must 
obtain Commission approval prior to the MPO’s call for projects 
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 If electing to have a supplemental MPO specific call for projects, the projects within the MPO 
boundaries that were not selected through the statewide competition shall be considered along 
with those received in the supplemental call for projects.  

 In administering a competitive selection process, a MPO shall use a multidisciplinary advisory 
group to assist in evaluating project applications. 

 In administering a competitive selection process, a MPO shall explain how the projects 
recommended for programming by the MPO include a broad spectrum of projects to benefit 
pedestrians and bicyclists. The explanation shall include a discussion of how the recommended 
projects benefit students walking and cycling to school. 

 A MPO choosing to use the same project selection criteria and weighting, minimum project size, 
and definition of disadvantage communities for its competitive selection process may defer its 
project selection to the Commission. 

 Approve amendments to the MPO selected portion of the program prior to Commission approval. 
 Recommend allocation requests for a project in the MPO selected portion of the program. 
 Determine which projects to advance and make that recommendation to the Commission. 

The following statutory requirements apply specifically to the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 

 SCAG shall consult with county transportation commissions, the Commission, and Caltrans in the 
development of competitive project selection criteria. The criteria should include consideration of 
geographic equity, consistent with program objectives.  

 SCAG shall place priority on projects that are consistent with plans adopted by local and regional 
governments within the county where the project is located. 

 SCAG shall obtain concurrence from the county transportation. 

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCIES OUTSIDE A MPO WITH 
LARGE URBANIZED AREAS AND A MPO WITHOUT LARGE URBANIZED AREAS 

These Regional Transportation Planning Agencies and MPOs may make recommendations or provide 
input to Commission regarding the projects within their boundaries that are applying for Active 
Transportation Program funding. 

PROJECT APPLICANT 

Project applicants nominate Active Transportation Program projects for funding consideration. If awarded 
Active Transportation Program funding for a submitted project, the project applicant has contractual 
responsibility for carrying out the project to completion in accordance with federal, state, and local laws 
and regulations, and these guidelines. For capital projects, the project applicant will be responsible for the 
ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility. 

FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS 

Project applicants must comply with the provisions of Title 23 of the U.S. Code of Federal Regulations 
and with the processes and procedures contained in the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedure Manual 
and the Master Agreement with Caltrans. Below are examples of federal requirements that must be met 
when administering Active Transportation Program projects. 
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 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance and documentation is required on all 
projects. Refer to Chapter 6, Environmental Procedures, of the Local Assistance Procedures 
Manual for guidance and procedures on complying with NEPA and other federal environmentally 
related laws. 

 Project applicants may not proceed with the final design of a project or request "Authorization to 
proceed with Right-of-Way" or "Authorization to proceed with Construction" until Caltrans has 
signed a Categorical Exclusion, a finding of No Significant Impact, or a Record of Decision. 
Failure to follow this requirement will make the project ineligible for federal reimbursement. 

 Active Transportation Program projects that require right of way acquisitions are discouraged. If 
the project, however, requires additional right of way (the acquisition of real property), the 
provisions of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 
1970 apply. For more information, refer to Chapter 13, Right of Way, of the Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual. 

 If the project applicant requires the consultation services of architects, landscape architects, land 
surveyors, or engineers, the procedures in the Chapter 10, Consultant Selection, of the Local 
Assistance Procedures Manual must be followed. 

 Contract documents are required to incorporate applicable federal requirements such as Davis 
Bacon wage rates, competitive bidding, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises/Equal Employment 
Opportunity provisions, etc. For more information, refer to Chapter 9, Civil Rights and 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises, and Chapter 12, Plans, Specifications & Estimate, of the 
Local Assistance Procedures Manual 

Failure to comply with federal requirements may result in the repayment to the State of Active 
Transportation Program funds. 

DESIGN STANDARDS 

Chapter 11, Design Standards, of the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedure Manual describes statewide 
design standards, specifications, procedures, guides, and references that are acceptable in the 
geometric, drainage, and structural design of Local Assistance projects. The chapter also describes 
design exception approval procedures. These standards and procedures shall be used for all Active 
Transportation Program projects. With each programming cycle, Caltrans shall report on the number and 
nature of design exceptions requested, whether those design exceptions were approved or denied, and 
when denied the reason for the denial. 

For capital projects, the project applicant will be responsible for the ongoing operations and maintenance 
of the facility. 

All facilities constructed using Active Transportation Program funds cannot revert to a non-Active 
Transportation Program use for a minimum of 20 years or its actual useful life, whichever is less, without 
approval of the Commission. 

PROGRAM EVALUATION 

The Active Transportation Program will be evaluated for its effectiveness in increasing the use of active 
modes of transportation in California. Applicants that receive funding for a project will be asked to collect 
and submit data to Caltrans as described in the "Project Reporting" section.  
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By December 31, 2014, the Commission will post its website information about the initial program of 
projects, including a list of all projects programmed and allocated in each portion of the program, by 
region, and by project type, along with information on grants awarded to disadvantaged communities,  

After 2014, the Commission will include in its annual report to the Legislature a discussion on the 
effectiveness of the program in terms of planned and achieved improvement in mobility and safety and 
timely use of funds, and will include a summary of its activities relative to the administration of the Active 
Transportation Program including: 

 Projects programmed, 
 Projects allocated 
 Projects completed to date by project type, 
 Projects completed to date by geographic distribution, 
 Projects completed to date by benefit to disadvantaged communities, and 
 Projects completed to date with the California Conservation Corps or qualified community 

conservation corps. 
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Subject: 2014 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUND ESTIMATE  
 RESOLUTION G-13-17 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve the 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Fund Estimate. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The 2014 ATP Fund Estimate’s program capacities are based on Senate Bill (SB) 99 and Assembly 
Bill (AB) 101, along with the Federal Highway Administration, Commission and California State 
Transportation Agency guidance.  The Department will work with Commission Staff to make any 
needed updates or amendments. 
 
In addition, the following assumptions were used to calculate the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate’s 
program capacities: 
 

1. Distribution to Metropolitan Planning Organizations is based upon total population. 
• Federal Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) funding distributed according to 

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP21) guidance. 
• Other federal funds distributed by total population. 

2. Recreational Trails not subject to Federal TAP distribution guidelines. 
3. Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds will not be used in the ATP. 
4. 95 percent obligation authority for all federal funding apportionments. 
5. Fiscal year 2014-15 of the ATP Fund Estimate includes fiscal year 2013-14 carry over 

funds. 
6. Population based on 2010 census data. 
7. State and federal resources will remain stable throughout the fund estimate period. 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Administration proposed the ATP in the January 2013 Governor’s Budget proposal, but due to 
the complex nature of the programs, and the scope of the changes proposed, the Legislature chose 
to defer action on this proposal when adopting the June 15th Budget package and instead froze funds 
for these purposes and inserted intent language that the ATP would be developed before the end of 
the 2014 legislative session. 
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The new ATP will divide approximately $124.2 million for active transportation projects between 
the state and regions subject to guidelines that will be adopted by the Commission. 
 
This replaces the current system of small-dedicated grant programs, which fund programs like Safe 
Routes to Schools, bicycle programs, and recreational trails.  The intent of combining this funding 
is to improve flexibility and reduce the administrative burden of having several small independent 
grant programs. 
 
The ATP, as articulated in SB 99 and AB 101, signed into law September 26, 2013, differs from the 
Administration's initial proposal in several areas.  These changes reflect compromises reached with 
various stakeholders and mirror concerns raised about the proposal in budget hearings, including: 
 

1. Funding for the Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program continues to remain a 
stand-alone program administered by the Natural Resource Agency instead of being 
consolidated in the ATP. 

2. The Safe Routes to Schools program is guaranteed at least $24 million of funding from the 
Program funds for three years.  Of this amount, at least $7.2 million is available for non-
infrastructure program needs including the continuation of technical assistance by the state.  
In the original proposal, the Safe Routes to Schools program had no funding minimum. 

3. This proposal includes a requirement that 25 percent of all ATP funds benefit disadvantaged 
communities, an addition to the January proposal. 

4. The state will not exercise its option to opt out of using federal funds transportation funds 
for recreational trails, which was initially part of the administration's proposal.  In addition, 
the Department of Parks and Recreation will retain $3.4 million of federal funds for 
recreational trails. 

 
RESOLUTION G-13-17: 
 
BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission does hereby adopt the 2014 ATP 
Fund Estimate, as presented by the Department on December 11, 2013, with programming in the 
2014 ATP to be based on the statutory funding identified. 
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2-Year 3-Year
2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 Total Total

STATE RESOURCES
Beginning Balance $0 $0
State Highway Account 34,200 34,200 34,200 68,400 102,600

State Resources Subtotal $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $68,400 $102,600

FEDERAL RESOURCES
Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) $63,650 $63,650 $63,650 $127,300 $190,950
TAP Recreational Trails 1,900 1,900 1,900 3,800 5,700
Other Federal 19,950 19,950 19,950 39,900 59,850

Federal Resources Subtotal $85,500 $85,500 $85,500 $171,000 $256,500

TOTAL RESOURCES AVAILABLE $119,700 $119,700 $119,700 $239,400 $359,100

URBAN REGIONS (MPO Administered)
State ($13,221) ($13,221) ($13,221) ($26,442) ($39,663)
Federal (34,659) (34,659) (34,659) (69,318) (103,977)

Urban Regions Subtotal ($47,880) ($47,880) ($47,880) ($95,760) ($143,640)

SMALL URBAN & RURAL REGIONS (State Administered)
State ($4,829) ($4,829) ($4,829) ($9,658) ($14,487)
Federal (7,141) (7,141) (7,141) (14,282) (21,423)

Small Urban & Rural Regions Subtotal ($11,970) ($11,970) ($11,970) ($23,940) ($35,910)

DISTRIBUTION

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL
FUND ESTIMATE

($ in thousands)

RESOURCES

g ( , ) ( , ) ( , ) ( , ) ( , )

STATEWIDE COMPETITION (State Administered)
State ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($32,300) ($48,450)
Federal (43,700) (43,700) (43,700) (87,400) (131,100)

Statewide Competition Subtotal ($59,850) ($59,850) ($59,850) ($119,700) ($179,550)

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS ($119,700) ($119,700) ($119,700) ($239,400) ($359,100)

            

Notes: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding.  Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational 
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.



FISCAL YEAR 2014-15

URBAN REGIONS FEDERAL 
TAP

FEDERAL 
OTHER STATE TOTAL Disadvantaged 

Communities*

MTC Region 10,503$           3,829$             5,816$             20,149$           5,037$              
SACOG Region 2,945               1,218               2,247               6,410               1,602                
SCAG Region 28,985             9,667               12,213             50,865             12,716              
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) 1,118               498                  1,005               2,622               655                   
Kern COG (Bakersfield) 895                  450                  1,021               2,366               591                   
SANDAG (San Diego UZA) 5,052               1,658               2,013               8,722               2,180                
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 633                  367                  931                  1,931               483                   
Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 612                  275                  562                  1,450               362                   
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 375                  237                  634                  1,246               311                   
Total 51,119$           18,199$           26,442$           95,760$           23,940$            

FISCAL YEAR 2015-16

URBAN REGIONS FEDERAL 
TAP

FEDERAL 
OTHER STATE TOTAL Disadvantaged 

Communities*

MTC Region 5,252$             1,915$             2,908$             10,075$           2,519$              
SACOG Region 1,472               609                  1,123               3,205               801                   
SCAG Region 14,493 4,833 6,106 25,432 6,358

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL
URBAN REGION SHARES

($ in thousands)

SCAG Region 14,493             4,833             6,106             25,432           6,358              
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) 559                  249                  503                  1,311               328                   
Kern COG (Bakersfield) 448                  225                  510                  1,183               296                   
SANDAG (San Diego UZA) 2,526               829                  1,006               4,361               1,090                
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 317                  183                  465                  966                  241                   
Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 306                  138                  281                  725                  181                   
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 187                  118                  317                  623                  156                   
Total 25,559$           9,100$             13,221$           47,880$           11,970$            

Notes: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding.  Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational 
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.

*Per Senate Bill 99, ATP guidelines shall include a process to ensure no less than 25 percent of overall program funds benefit disadvantaged communities.
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Subject: INFORMATIONAL REPORTS – DELEGATED ALLOCATIONS 
 EMERGENCY G-11, SHOPP G-03-10 SAFETY, AND MINOR G-05-05 
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
Since the period reported at the last California Transportation Commission (Commission) meeting, 
the California Department of Transportation (Department) allocated or sub-allocated: 

• $15,870,000 for 10 emergency construction projects, pursuant to the authority granted under 
Resolution G-11 (2.5f.(1)). 

• $386,000 for one safety project, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution  
G-03-10(2.5f.(3)). 

• $3,190,000 for four State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) Minor A 
projects, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution G-05-05 (2.5f.(4)). 

 
As of November 4, 2013, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for  
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14: 

• $43,836,000 for 25 emergency construction projects. 
• $28,268,000 for seven safety delegated projects. 
• $6,267,000 for seven SHOPP Minor A projects. 

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

1. Places people or property in jeopardy. 
2. Causes or threatens to cause closure of transportation access necessary for: 

a. Emergency assistance efforts. 
b. The effective functioning of an area’s services, commerce, manufacture or 

agriculture. 
c. Persons in the area to reach their homes or employment. 
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3. Causes either an excessive increase in transportation congestion or delay, or an 
excessive increase in the necessary distances traveled. 

 
Resolution G-11 authorizes the Department to allocate funds for follow-up restoration projects 
associated with, and that immediately follow an emergency condition response project.  Resolution 
G-11 also requires the Department to notify the Commission, at their next meeting, whenever such 
an emergency allocation has been made. 
 
On March 30, 1994, the Commission delegated to the Department authority to allocate funds under 
Resolution G-11, as amended by Resolution G-00-11, for seismic retrofit projects.  This authority 
allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the next Commission meeting to receive an 
allocation. 
 
On March 28, 2001, the Commission approved Resolution G-01-10, as amended by Resolution  
G-03-10, delegating to the Department authority to allocate funds for SHOPP safety and pavement 
rehabilitation projects.  This authority allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the 
next Commission meeting to receive an allocation. 
 
Resolution G-05-05 authorizes the Department to sub-allocate funds for Minor projects.  At the June 
2013 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2013-14 Lump Sum Minor Construction 
Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM-12-06.   
 
The SHOPP, as approved by the Commission, is a four-year program of projects with the total 
annual proposed expenditures limited to the biennial Commission-approved Fund Estimate.  The 
Commission, subject to monthly reporting and briefings, has delegated to the Department the 
authority to amend programmed projects, the authority to allocate funds for safety projects, and the 
authority to allocate funds to emergency projects.  The Department uses prudent business practices 
to manage the combination of individual project cost increases and savings to meet Commission 
policies. 
 
In all cases, the delegated authority allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the 
next Commission meeting to receive an allocation. 
 
The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects. 
 
Attachment 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 
Allocation History 

 
PPNO 

Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
 

 
 

Amount by  
Fund Type 

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

$1,100,000 
 

Humboldt 
01-Hum-101 

15.5 

 
Near Garberville, 1 mile south of Hurlbutt Undercrossing.    Video 
inspection of the drainage system at this location showed two 
160-foot long High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) drains 
collapsed and blocked.   This area experienced a major landslide 
in 2011 causing one million cubic yards of soil and debris to fully 
close the highway.   The damage to the two drain pipes is 
suspected to have been caused by earth movement during 
construction.  This project is to replace the two damaged pipes 
before the upcoming winter season in order to prevent potential 
damage to the buttress wall supporting the roadway slope.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/19/13:                         $1,100,000 
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
01-2388 

SHOPP/13-14 
0114000029 

4 
0E3104 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,100,000 

2 
$6,700,000 

 
Alameda 

04-Ala-980 
1.1 

 
In Oakland, at the California Department of Transportation 
District Office located at 111 Grand Avenue.  During the month 
of May 2013, the Fire Life Safety/Building Management System 
(FLS) was tested and showed several failures and deficiencies 
affecting  warning strobes, fire doors, audio alarm systems, fan 
systems, fireman’s plug-in phone system and override keys to 
control elevator cars, emergency phones in stairwells, and fire 
alarm activation.   The State Fire Marshal issued a Fire Safety 
Correction Notice to the Department on June10, 2013 and 
placed the building under a 24-hour fire watch until the FLS 
system is replaced or repaired and is in compliance with federal 
standards.  This project is to replace the FLS malfunctioning 
system as soon as possible to avoid closure of the District office 
building and the disruption that it can cause to the management 
and operation of the State Highway System throughout the San 
Francisco Bay Area. 
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/26/13:                         $6,700,000 

 
04-0480H 

SHOPP/13-14 
0414000060 

4 
0J7804 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.353   

 
 

$6,700,000 

3 
$1,100,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04-SCl-101 
38.0/38.1 

 
In San Jose, at 10th Street.  Two existing groundwater pumps 
located along northbound Route 101 failed causing settlement in 
Lane No. 5 due to additional groundwater action.  Continued 
groundwater action will further damage the roadway as well as 
create slippery conditions on the pavement.  This project is to 
replace the two failed pumps, install a drainage system, repair 
damaged pavement, and provide traffic control as necessary.      
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   10/24/13:                         $1,100,000 

 
04-0483X 

SHOPP/13-14 
0413000399 

4 
0J0604 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,100,000 

4 
$350,000 

 
Fresno 

06-Fre-99 
20.1 

 
In the city of Fresno, at the Route 99 off-ramp Separation Bridge 
42-0218W.  Wire theft, vandalism and power failure damaged 
the Ventura water pumping plant.  The plant is necessary to 
prevent roadway flooding during heavy rain events and repairs 
are necessary for all the damaged elements of the plant.  This 
project is to restore/relocate electrical power, replace stolen 
service equipment enclosure, replace damaged motor control 
center, replace 2 damaged pumps, replace damaged door, 
replace stolen utility cover and flap valves.   The scope of work 
also includes theft deterrent measures such as welding covers 
shut, placing new security door, and relocating electrical service 
into a secured area.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/16/13:                         $350,000 

 
06-6699 

SHOPP/13-14 
0614000050 

4 
0Q9804 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$350,000 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 
Allocation History 

 
PPNO 

Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
 

 
 

Amount by  
Fund Type 

2.5f. Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  
5 

$1,200,000 
 

Los Angeles 
07-LA-5 

53.7 

 
In Santa Clarita, at the Santa Clara River Bridge No. 53-2925.  
Bridge Maintenance crews discovered a failed section of a joint 
assembly along the traveled way on this bridge.   Further 
investigation and assessment determined that approximately 60 
feet of the joint assembly was compromised and in need of 
immediate replacement.  Three freeway lanes were closed, and 
as an interim repair, the bridge joint assembly was back filled 
with asphalt concrete to open the bridge back to traffic.   This 
project is necessary to remove the remaining section of the 
compromised joint assembly and replace with a complete new 
one.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/17/13:                         $1,200,000 

 
07-4637 

SHOPP/13-14 
0713000336 

4 
4X0304 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,200,000 

6 
$2,220,000 

 
Ventura 

07-Ven-1 
2.6/10.2 

 
Near Camarillo, from Deer Creek Road to Las Posas Road. The 
Camarillo Springs wildfire started on May 2, 2013.  The wildfire 
burned and damaged vegetation, roadway signs and highway 
fencing.  Initial allocation was to place guardrail to protect the 
roadway from post-fire falling rocks and debris flows, protect  
drainage system, replace damaged roadway signs, replace 
damaged highway fencing, and repair wire mesh and cable 
anchored covered hillside.   This supplemental allocation is 
largely due to discovering more than anticipated heat damage to 
the rockfall wire mesh and its upper cable anchor system than 
was originally estimated, and additional cost of material disposal 
at coastal commission disposal site.  
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   05/21/13:                         $2,500,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation   09/27/13:           $2,220,000 
Revised Allocation:                                              $4,720,000 
(Additional $5,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
07-4640 

SHOPP/13-14 
0713000419 

4 
4X0604 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$2,220,000 

7 
$200,000 

 
Riverside 
08-Riv-10 

27.7 

 
Near Palm Springs, at the Whitewater River Bridges No. 56-
0004L/R.  On July 20 and 21, 2013 monsoon storms with heavy 
rainfall eroded rock slope protection (RSP) and caused the 
channel bed to erode down to the level of the bottom of the 
bridge footings.   The initial allocation was to restore the channel 
bed by replacing the RSP and fabric under the eastbound bridge 
spans 2 and 5, and rock armor with fabric the piers of the 
westbound bridge.  This supplemental allocation is necessary to 
complete construction and is due to the mistaken omission of the 
cost of labor and equipment   from the initial cost estimate.    
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   07/30/13:                         $300,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation   09/16/13:           $200,000 
Revised Allocation:                                              $500,000 

 
08-0014K 

SHOPP/13-14 
0814000034 

4 
1E4904 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$200,000 

8 
$300,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-95 
R57.3/60.4 

 
Near Needles, from Route 40 to 3 miles south of Goff Road.   On 
August 25, 2013, a strong storm delivered heavy rain to this high 
desert area causing undermining of the shoulders and portion of 
the roadway travel way.  The northbound lane was lost and the 
roadway was closed in both directions.  This project is to 
excavate and backfill the roadway structure, remove and replace 
damaged asphalt concrete, remove debris, clear drainage 
systems and provide traffic control as necessary.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/30/13:                         $300,000 
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
08-0238Q 

SHOPP/13-14 
0814000069 

4 
1E6804 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$300,000 
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Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 
Allocation History 

 
PPNO 

Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
 

 
 

Amount by  
Fund Type 

2.5f. Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  
9 

$1,200,000 
 

Tuolumne 
10-Tuo-120 
40.2/56.5 

 
In Yosemite National Park, from Ferretti Road to the west 
boundary of the Park.  The Rim Fire started August 17 in the 
Stanislaus National Forest and burned over 255,000 acres.   The 
fire burned roadway slope vegetation and trees exposing the 
slopes to potential erosion and rockfall during the upcoming rainy 
season.   This project is to stabilize the slopes with native seed 
mix and other erosion control measures like rock slope 
protection, install check dams of fiber rolls, remove timber and 
debris, clear and repair existing drainage systems, construct 
debris racks, and provide traffic control as necessary.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   10/01/13:                         $1,200,000 

 
10-3024 

SHOPP/13-14 
1014000037 

4 
0Y7604 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,200,000 

10 
$1,500,000 

 
Imperial 

11-Imp-78 
3.0/12.0 

 
Near the Salton Sea on Route 78 and on Route 86 (Post mile 
43.0/52.0).  On August 24, 2013, severe flooding caused by 
heavy rain undermined the edges of the roadway at multiple 
locations along Route 78.  On Route 86, flooding scoured bridge 
piers up to 8 feet below the previous grades and rock slope 
protection washed away exposing the bottom of pile caps and 
tops of piles supporting bridge abutments.  This project is to 
repair the embankment and pavement of Route 78, and import 
soil material and rock slope protection to bring the grade up to 
levels prior to flooding stage at bridges along Route 86.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/30/13:                         $1,500,000 

 
11-0543 

SHOPP/13-14 
1114000036 

4 
417704 

 
Emergency 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
20.20.201.130   

 
 

$1,500,000 
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Project # 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

Allocation History 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 
Program  
Codes 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

Informational Report – SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))  
1 

$386,000 
 

Ventura 
07-Ven-101 

5.2 

 
In Thousand Oaks, at Lynn Road northbound ramps.  
Outcome/Output: Improve safety by replacing signal system to 
include protected left-turn phasing to reduce the number and 
severity of traffic collisions.  Work also includes upgrades to 
curb ramps to meet Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
requirements. 
 
Allocation date:  10/24/2013 

 
07-4506 

SHOPP/13-14 
$415,000 

0712000117 
4 

292504 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
 

$8,000 
 

$378,000 
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# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA 
Program 

Code 

 Original 
 Est. 

FM-09-06  Allocation 
2.5f. Informational Report – Minor Construction Program – Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4)) 

1 02 Sis 5 Var Construct two lighted chain-on areas  in 
and near Yreka from Yreka Creek bridge 
to 0.2 mile south of Miner Street 
Undercrossing and from  0.8 mile south 
to 0.4 mile south of Ditch Creek Road 
Overcrossing. 
 

4E2804 201.310 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 

2 02 Tri 299 45.9/46.2 Widen existing roadway, improve 
drainage facilities and guardrail, install 
markers and remove trees.  
 

4E3104 201.310 $945,000  945,000 

3 05 SLO 58 20.1 
 

Near Santa Margarita at 0.9 mile west of 
Shell Creek Road.  Replace culvert and 
construct headwalls at the inlet and outlet 
area to dissipate hydraulic energy and 
reduce stream bed erosion. 
 

1A0904 201.151 $290,000 $277,000 

4  09 Mno 6 2.4/4.0 Widen shoulders to 8 feet and install 
rumble strips to reduce run-off-the-road 
type accidents, provide safer travel for 
bicyclists, pedestrians and maintenance 
forces. 
 

354304 201.015 $1,000,000 $968,000 
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 Information Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
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Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

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

SUMMARY: 
 
Since the October 2013 report to the California Transportation Commission (Commission), the 
California Department of Transportation (Department) has amended 20 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 Major Damage Restoration, Safety Improvements and Bridge Preventative Maintenance 
Reservations and 2012 SHOPP savings.  
 

2012 SHOPP Summary of 
New Projects by Category No. FY 2013/14 

($1,000) 
FY 2014/15 

($1,000) 
FY 2015/16 

($1,000) 
FY 2016/17 

($1,000) 

Major Damage Restoration 8 $6,780  $9,525  
Collision Reduction 9 $4,938 $2,008 $4,961  
Bridge Preservation 2 $5,449    
Facilities 1 $6,700    
              Total Amendments 20 $23,867 $2,008 $14,486  

  
BACKGROUND: 
 
In each even numbered year, the Department prepares a four-year SHOPP defining major capital 
improvements necessary to preserve and protect the State Highway System.  Periodically, the 
Department amends the SHOPP to address newly identified needs prior to the next programming 
cycle.  This report identifies 20 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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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

    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 October 2013 report.  Copies of the actual amendments have been provided to Commission staff.   

 

Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
 Major Damage Restoration 
 

12H-353 
 
 

4553 

 
1-Men-162 
11.5/11.8 

 
0B530 

01 1400 0035 

 
Near Dos Rios, from 1.4 to 1.7 miles 
east of Rodeo Creek Bridge.  
Construct soldier pile walls and 
drainage galleries. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$9,515 (C) 

 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,300 
$1,300 
   $10  

$1,430 
$4,040   

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
12H-355 

 
 

2388 

 
1-Hum-101 

15.5 
 

0E310 
01 1400 0029 

 
Near Garberville, 1 mile south of 
Hurlbutt undercrossing.  Repair 
drainage system.                 

   
$10 (R/W) 
$1,100 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$10 
$150 
$160 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 1   
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
12H-357 

 
 

6699 

 
6-Fre-99 

20.1 
 

0Q980 
06 1400 0050 

 
In the city of Fresno, at the Route 99 
off-ramp Separation Bridge 42-
0218W.  Repair pumping plant.                 

   
$350 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$15 
$0 

$15 
$30 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 31    
Senate: 16 

Congress: 20 
1 Location 

 
12H-358 

 
 

4637 

 
7-LA-5 
53.7 

 
4X030 

07 1300 0336 

 
In Santa Clarita, at the Santa Clara 
Bridge No. 53-2925.  Replace bridge 
joint assembly.                 

 
$1,200 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$360 
$360 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 38 
Senate: 17, 19 
Congress: 25 

1 Location 
 

12H-359 
 
 

0238Q 

 
8-SBd-95 

R57.3/60.4 
 

1E680 
08 1400 0069 

 
Near Needles, from Route 40 to 3 
miles south of Goff Road.  Repair 
roadway.                  

   
$20 (R/W) 
$300 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$5 

$25 
$0 

$85 
$115 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 33 
Senate: 18 
Congress: 8 
1 Location 

 
12H-360 

 
 

0543 

 
11-Imp-78 
3.0/12.0 

 
41770 

11 1400 0036 

 
Near the Salton Sea, on Route 78, 
also on Route 86 (PM 43.0/52.0).  
Repair roadway and bridge scour.                 

 
$1,500 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$350 
$350 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 56 
Senate: 40 

Congress: 51 
2 Locations 

 
12H-363 

 
 

0483X 

 
4-SCl-101 
38.0/38.1 

 
0J060 

04 1300 0399 

 
In the city of San Jose, at 10th Street.  
Replace two failed groundwater 
pumps.                  

   
$1,100 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$275 
$275 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 24    
Senate: 13 

Congress: 15, 16 
1 Location 
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Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Major Damage Restoration (continued) 

 
12H-364 

 
 

3024 

 
10-Tuo-120 
40.2/56.5 

 
0Y760 

10 1400 0037 

 
In Yosemite National Park, from 
Ferretti Road to the west boundary of 
the Park.  Repair fire damage.                  

   
$1,200 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$12 
$72 

$5 
$96 

$185 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 5    
Senate: 14 

Congress: 4 
1 Location 

   Collision Reduction 
 

12H-349 
 
 

3538 

 
2-Sha-44 
45.1/45.4 

 
4G490 

02 1400 0004 

 
Near Viola, from 1.5 miles to 1.1 
miles west of North Battle Creek 
Reservoir Road.  Improve roadway 
geometrics. 

 
$50 (R/W) 
$1,550 (C) 

 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$374 
$226 

   $94 
$286 
$980      

 
201.010 

Assembly: 2 
Senate: 4 

Congress: 2 
18 Collisions 

reduced 
 

12H-350 
 
 

2504 

 
5-SB-101 
13.0/22.8 

 
1F320 

05 1300 0085 

 
In the city of Santa Barbara, from 
Quarantina Street to north of Fairview 
Avenue.  Upgrade traffic signs and 
delineation.                   

   
$1,090 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$335 
$20 

$215 
$570 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 37    
Senate: 19 

Congress: 24 
224 Collisions 

reduced 
 

12H-351 
 
 

2420 

 
12-Ora-1 
22.1/29.9 

 
0M470 

12 1200 0065 

 
In and near Huntington Beach, at the 
intersections of Brookhurst Street, 
Magnolia Street, Newland Street, 
Lake/1st Street, Goldenwest Street and 
Warner Avenue.  Modify traffic signals 
and add lighting. 

 
$20 (R/W) 
$2,800 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$1,100 
  $60 
$900 

$2,060 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 72, 74 
Senate: 34, 37 
Congress: 48 
173 Collisions 

reduced 
 

12H-365 
 
 

4583 

 
1-Men-101 
50.7/51.2 

 
0C900 

01 1300 0077 

 
Near Willits, from 0.1 mile south of 
Reynolds Highway to 0.5 mile south 
of Ryan Creek Road.  Improve road 
super-elevation. 

 
$920 (C) 

 

 
14/15 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$179 
$331 

   $23 
$168 
$701      

 
201.010 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
25 Collisions 

reduced 
 

12H-366 
 
 

5843 

 
3-Sac-5 

12.9/13.1 
 

4F120 
03 1400 0038 

 
Near Elk Grove, at Beach Lake 
Bridge No. 24-262R/L.  Apply high 
friction treatment on bridge deck. 

 
$8 (R/W) 
$700 (C) 

 

 
14/15 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$123 
$123 

   $14 
$149 
$409      

 
201.010 

Assembly: 7, 9 
Senate: 3, 6 
Congress: 6 
16 Collisions 

reduced 
 

12H-368  
 
 

2516 

 
5-SB-101 
47.3/47.9 

 
1F480 

05 1400 0001 
 

 
Near Gaviota, south of Las Cruces 
Separation (Junction Route 1).  Install 
high friction surface treatment.         

 
$577 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$184 
$5 

$96 
$285 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 37 
Senate: 19 

Congress: 24 
431 Collisions 

reduced 
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Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
   Collision Reduction (continued) 

 
12H-369 

 
 
 

4328 

 
7-LA-2 

14.2/R23.1 
 
 

2838U 
07 1400 0094 

 
In Los Angeles, Glendale, and 
Pasadena, from Glendale Boulevard to 
Route 210 at various locations; also on 
Routes 134, 101 and 210.  Install 
plantings on walls, install Gross Solids 
Removal Devices, and modify irrigation 
systems to improve safety for 
maintenance personnel. 

 
$3,271 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

   $0 
$555 
$555 

 
201.235 

Assembly: 41, 43, 
46, 51  

Senate: 18, 22, 24, 
25, 26 

Congress: 27, 28, 
30  

88 Locations 
 

12H-370  
 
 

3029 

 
10-Mer-140 

40.7 
 

0X300 
10 1200 0209 

 

 
Near Merced, at Arboleda Drive; also 
in Atwater on Route 99 at Applegate 
Road off-ramp; and in Stanislaus 
County in Riverbank on Route 108 at 
Eighth Street.  Add flashing beacons 
and advance warning signs.         

 
$58 (R/W) 
$483 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$65 

$201 
$2 

$52 
$320 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 26 
Senate: 12 

Congress: 18 
40 Collisions 

reduced 

 
12H-371 

 
 

3851 

 
12-Ora-57 
21.6/22.1 

 
0N130 

12 1300 0124 

 
In and near Brea, at northbound on-
ramp from Lambert Road to the 
Tonner Canyon Road off-ramp.  Add 
safety lighting. 

 
$5 (R/W) 
$375 (C) 

 
14/15 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$75 

$185 
  $15 
$135 
$410 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 72 
Senate: 33 

Congress: 39 
15 Collisions 

reduced 

   Bridge Preservation 
 

12H-354 
 
 

6670 

 
6-Fre-41 

R23.0 
 

0Q010 
06 1300 0111 

 
In the city of Fresno, at the Ventura 
Avenue Viaduct Bridge No. 42-0278.   
Rehabilitate bridge deck pavement.    

 
$2,624 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$20 

$392 
$1 

$392 
$805 

 
201.119 

Assembly: 31 
Senate: 14 

Congress: 16 
1 Bridge 

 
12H-367 

 
 

0481S 

 
4-SCl-85 

R18.5 
 

0J580 
04 1400 0015 

 
In Santa Clara County, on Routes 85, 
87, 101, 237, 280, 680 and 880 at 
various locations.  Rehabilitate bridge 
deck. 

 
$20 (R/W) 
$2,805 (C) 

 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$174 
$367 

   $10 
$279 
$830      

 
201.119 

Assembly: 27, 28  
Senate: 10, 13, 15 
Congress: 17, 18, 

19 
29 Bridges 

   Facilities 
 

12H-356 
 
 

0480H 

 
4-Ala-980 

1.1 
 

0J780 
04 1400 0060 

 
In Oakland, at the California 
Department of Transportation District 
4 Office.  Replace Fire Life 
Safety/Building Management System 
(FLS).                 

   
$6,700 (C) 

 
13/14 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$700 
$700 

 
201.353 

Assembly: 14    
Senate: 9 

Congress: 9 
1 Location 
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To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 3.2a. 
 Information Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK  
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS  
 

SUMMARY: 
 
The California Department of Transportation is presenting this item to provide the status of construction 
contract award for projects on the State Highway System allocated in Fiscal Year 
(FY)  2012-13 and FY 2013-14. 

 
In FY 2012-13, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) voted 279 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 November 15, 2013, 253 
projects totaling $1.25 billion have been awarded. 
 
In FY 2013-14, the Commission has voted 92 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B 
projects on the State Highway System.  As of November 15, 2013, 38 projects totaling $471.4 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 2012-13 Allocations 

Month Allocated 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

No. 
Projects 
Funds 
Lapse 

Awarded 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No.  
Projects 
Pending 

Bid 
Opening/ 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

August 2012 74 $484,107 74 0 $408,644 0 39 56 

September 2012 15 $88,281 14 0 $70,659 1 7 13 

October 2012 18 $35,814 18 0 $34,465 0 12 17 

December 2012 26 $133,477 25 0 $94,967 1 18 24 

January 2013 14 $53,491 13 0 $38,029 1 12 13 

March 2013 40 $120,390 40 0 $117,158 0 33 39 

May 2013 47 $278,203 40 0 $188,602 7 23 40 

June 2013 45 $570,085 29 0 $293,559 16 16 31 

TOTAL 279 $1,763,848 253 0 $1,246,083 26 160 233 

 
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 2012-13 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects. 
 
 
 
FY 2013-14 Allocations 

Month Allocated 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

No. 
Projects 
Funds 
Lapse 

Awarded 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No.  
Projects 
Pending 

Bid 
Opening/ 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

August 2013 58 $321,690 24 0 $67,102 34 27 30 

October 2013 34 $149696 14 0 $27,466 20 14 14 

TOTAL 92 $471,386 38 0 $94,568 54 41 44 

 
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 2013-14 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects. 
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FY 2012-13 Project Allocation Status

Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description
Allocation 

Date
Award 

Deadline
Allocation 
Amount Project Status

07-0309S 1170U LA-10 27-Sep-12 31-Dec-13 $8,260

07-0309N 1170U LA-10 6-Dec-12 31-Dec-13 $34,200

08-0176F 0G840 SBd-15 Upgrade Existing Roadside 
Rest Area 

8-Jan-13 31-Jan-14 $11,273 Project will be re-scoped and re-
advertised.  A time extension for this 
project was approved on 8/6/13.

12-3107 0L970 ORA-39 Modify signal and lighting. 25-Apr-13 31-Oct-13 $887 Bids opened 9/5/13.  Delay to award 
due to bidder's qualifications.  
Concurrent time extension is being 
requested.

07-4507 4T560 LA-107 Intersection improvements. 6-May-13 30-Nov-13 $310 All bids were rejected.  Concurrent 
time extension is being requested.

01-0125X 26202 MEN-101 Willits Bypass mitigation 
project.

7-May-13 30-Nov-13 $26,290 Project will be re-advertised. 
Concurrent time extension is being 
requested.

04-0107F 4A260 ALA-580 Install and upgrade Metal 
Beam Guard Rail.

7-May-13 30-Nov-13 $507 Project advertised on 11/12/2013. 
Bid opening date 12/11/2013. 
Concurrent time extension is being 

06-6547 0M420 FRE-180 Construct concrete barrier. 7-May-13 30-Nov-13 $446 Bids opened 8/6/13.  All bids were 
rejected.  Concurrent time extension 
is being requested.

10-0295 0U610 SJ-12 Bridge deck replacement, and 
replace joint seals.

7-May-13 30-Nov-13 $2,587 Project will not be awarded by 
deadline.  Funds will lapse.

11-0129D 0223U SD-5 7-May-13 30-Nov-13 $8,000

11-0129P 06500 SD-5 7-May-13 30-Nov-13 $8,423

11-0972 07670 IMP-86 Construct maintenance facility. 7-May-13 31-May-14 $9,773 Project will be re-scoped and re-
advertised due to high bids received.  
A time extension for this project was 
approved on 10/8/13.

03-5826 0F240 SAC-5 11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $8,835

03-6231 2F210 SAC-50 11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $37,965

03-3121 3E980 GLE- Pleasant Valley/Peterson Drive 
Signalization.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $600

05-2271 0R910 SCR-1 Construct concrete barrier. 11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $382 Bids opened 8/13/2013. Delay to 
award due to bidder's qualifications.  
Concurrent time extension is being 
requested.

06-6328 0H170 FRE-180 Widen shoulder and replace 
bridge.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $2,118 Bids opened 8/7/2013. Delay to 
award due to bidder's qualifications.  
Concurrent time extension is being 
requested.

07-2291 1952U VEN-101 Widen freeway and ramps. 11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $13,118 Bids opened 9/26/2013. Pending 
award.

Bids opened 9/12/13.  The 
Department is evaluating bids.  
Concurrent time extension is being 

d

Construct HOV lanes, widen 
bridges, and realign ramps.

Project to be combined with EA 
1170U.  A time extension for this 
project was approved on 5/4/13.

Re-align and widen Genesee 
southoubund off-ramp.

Rehbilitate two bridges. The two projects are combined for 
construction under EA 2F21U. Design-
build project.  Target award date 
12/4/13.
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Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description
Allocation 

Date
Award 

Deadline
Allocation 
Amount Project Status

08-0030G 0N510 RIV-15 Replace existing metal beam 
guard rail.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $400 Bids opened 10/10/2013. Pending 
award.

10-0284 0S110 SJ-4 Extend Route 4 by 
approximately 1.1 miles.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $96,820 Project advertised on 8/19/2013. Bid 
opening date 11/20/2013.

11-0778 00270 SD-5 Construct auxiliary lane and 
widen connector.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $5,052 Project advertised on 9/3/2013. Bid 
opening date 1/16/2014.

11-1008 26501 SD-163 Repair and restore important 
features of historic corridor.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $5,272 Project will not be awarded by 
deadline.  A time extension will be 
submitted at the Januay 2014 CTC 
meeting.

11-0943 28240 SD-15 Storm water mitigation 11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $6,550
11-0505 29480 IMP-186 construct bicycle and 

pedestrain facilities.
11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $1,954 Bids opened 10/24/2013. Pending 

award.
11-1032 40670 SD-5 Rehabilitate pavement. 11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $53,315 Project will not be awarded by 

deadline.  A time extension will be 
submitted at the Januay 2014 CTC 
meeting.

12-2531F 0F96E ORA-5 Construct HOV lane. 
Reconstruct Ramps and 
Structures Widening.

11-Jun-13 31-Dec-13 $17,789 Bids opened 10/31/2013. Pending 
award.

04-0483J 2A250 SCL-152 Roadway Realignment. 10-Jul-13 31-Jan-14 $18,394 Project advertised on 8/19/2013. Bid 
opening date 12/3/2013.

04-0385F 2A430 SCL-9 Widen roadway for 
realignment.

10-Jul-13 31-Jan-14 $6,145 Bids opened 9/24/2013. Pending 
award.
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 3.2b. 
 Information Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang 
 Acting Division Chief 
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject: MONTHLY STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL 

ASSISTANCE STIP PROJECTS, PER  RESOLUTION G-06-08 
 

SUMMARY: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item for information 
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) 2011-12, FY 2012-13 and FY 2013-14. 

 
In FY 2011-12, the Commission allocated $105,182,000 to construct 77 locally-administered STIP 
projects.  As of November 4, 2013, 75 projects totaling $103,936,000 have been awarded; one 
project has been approved for a time extension.  One project (PPNO 06-B002P) has lapsed.   

 
In FY 2012-13, the Commission allocated $62,832,000 to construct 65 locally-administered STIP 
projects.  As of November 4, 2013, 38 projects totaling $34,172,000 have been awarded.  Three 
projects have been approved for time extensions and concurrent time extensions are being 
requested for ten projects. 
 
In FY 2013-14, the Commission allocated $28,982,000 to construct 15 locally-administered STIP 
projects.  As of November 4, 2013, one project totaling $501,000 has 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 Department to report to the Commission 
on those projects that have not been awarded within four months of allocation. 
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FY 2011-12 Allocations  
 
 
 

Month Allocated 

 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

 
Voted 

Projects 
$ X 1000 

 
No. 

Projects 
Awarded 

 
No. 

Projects 
Lapse 

No. 
Projects 
Pending 
Award 

No. Projects 
Awarded 

within 
4 months 

No. Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

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 6 1 0 0 5 
January 2012 7 $5,089 7 0 0 1 4 
February 2012 7 $13,614 7 0 0 2 4 
March 2012 3 $2,633 3 0 0 0 1 
April 2012 8 $4,644 8 0 0 2 1 
May 2012 7 $6,191 7 0 0 2 2 
June 2012 30 $47,419 29 0 1 4 11 

TOTAL 77 $105,182 75 1 1 11 34 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   FY 2012-13 Allocations  
 
 
 

Month Allocated 

 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

 
Voted 

Projects 
$ X 1000 

 
No. 

Projects 
Awarded 

 
No. 

Projects 
Lapse 

No. 
Projects 
Pending 
Award 

No. Projects 
Awarded 

within 
4 months 

No. Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

August 2012 9 $6,577 9 0 0 4 3 
September 2012 3 $3,198 3 0 0 0 2 
October 2012 3 $4,085 3 0 0 0 3 
December 2012 4 $878 4 0 0 2 0 
January 2013 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 
March 2013 6 $4,654 5 0 1 2 1 
May 2013 
 

11 $9,789 7 0 4 2 5 
 
 

June 2013 29 $33,651 7 0 22 7 0 

Total 65 $62,832 38 0 27 17           14 
    
 
 
 
FY 2013-14 Allocations 

  
 

     

 
 
 

Month Allocated 

 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

 
Voted 

Projects 
$ X 1000 

 
No. 

Projects 
Awarded 

 
No. 

Projects 
Lapse 

No. 
Projects 
Pending 
Award 

No. Projects 
Awarded 

within 
4 months 

No. Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

Aug 2013       8 $14,111 1  0 7 1           0 

Oct 2013 7 $14,871 0 0 7 0        0 

Total 15 $28,982 1 0 14 1           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 

Agency Name Project Title PPNO 
Allocation 

Date 
Award 

Deadline   
Allocation 

Amount     
Project 
Status 

City of Mill Valley Sycamore Avenue Improvement 
project 

04-2127R 26-Apr-12 
 

31-Oct-13 (1) $282,000  The project will be awarded by 
the extended deadline. 

San Diego Association   
of Governments 

Bayshore Bikeway Segments 4 & 5 11-7421S 28-Jun-12 31-Aug-14 (2)  $995,000   The project will be awarded by 
the extended deadline. 

City of Lancaster Downtown Lancaster Gateway & 
Roundabout 

07-4318 5-Mar-13 30-Sep-13  $728,000  A concurrent 3 month time 
extension is being requested 
(Post Fact) 

City of Fresno Sugar Pine Trail Improvement  06-B002M 7-May-13 30-Nov-13  $115,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Kingsburg Railroad Depot Restoration 06-B002Q 7-May-13 31-May-14 (3) $1,107,000  The project will be awarded by 
the extended deadline. 

City of Dinuba Downtown Plaza Streetscape Alta 
Heritage Square 

06-6537 7-May-13 28-Feb-14 (3) $100,000  The project will be awarded by 
the extended deadline. 

SANDAG Sweetwater Bikeway - Plaza Bonita 
Segment 

11-7421X 7-May-13 30-Nov-14 (3) $1,224,000  The project will be awarded by 
the extended deadline. 

City of Eureka Sidewalk Construction and 
Relocation 

01-2290 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $137,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

Butte County Chico Bike Map Update 03-2432 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $32,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

Sacramento County Old Town Florin Streetscape 
Improvement Project 

03-3190 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $2,346,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Folsom Folsom Lake Class I Bikeway 03-6575 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $690,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

Sacramento County Franklin Boulevard Improvements 03-6580 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $2,515,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Marina Imjin Parkway Class II Bike Lane 05-2297 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $2,000,000  A concurrent 6 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Clovis Enterprise Canal Trail 06-B002B 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $216,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

Kern County Asher Avenue Pedestrian 
Improvements 

06-6557 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $221,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Visalia Packwood Creek Waterway Trail 06-6564 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $250,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Ventura California Street Enhancement 07-3565M 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $920,000  A concurrent 6 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Camarillo Landscaping Enhancement 07-3565N 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $1,150,000  A concurrent 6 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Los Angeles 
 

East Hollywood Vermont Medians 07-4317 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $669,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Santa Monica Santa Monica Bike Share Program 07-4544 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $1,543,000  A concurrent 18 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Rialto Pacific Electric Inland Empire Trail 08-1111L 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $2,000,000  A concurrent 3 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Highland Greenspot Road Historic Bridge 
Restoration 

08-1111M 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $670,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

San Bernardino 
Associated Governments 

San Bernardino Passenger Rail and 
Transit Center 

08-1111N 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $992,000  A concurrent 8 month time 
extension is being requested 

Town of Mammoth Canyon Boulevard Street 
Improvements 

09-2546 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $3,650,000  A concurrent 6 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Manteca Louise Avenue Enhancements 10-0018C 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $940,000  A concurrent 3 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Lodi Sacramento Street Enhancements 10-0018D 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $835,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Stockton Weber Avenue Beautification Phase 
II 

10-0018E 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $2,610,000  A concurrent 2 month time 
extension is being requested 

City of Costa Mesa Harbor Boulevard Beautification 12-2136E 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $500,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 
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(1) This extended deadline was approved in Oct 2012 (Waiver-12-64) 
(2) This extended deadline was approved in Dec 2012 (Waiver-12-68) 
(3) This extended deadline was approved in Oct 2013 (Waiver-13-42) 
 

City of Costa Mesa East 17th Street Streetscape 
Improvements 

12-2136F 12-Jun-13 31-Dec-13  $500,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Mount Shasta Alma Street Rehabilitation 02-2453 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $2,050,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Tulelake Tulelake Street Rehabilitation 02-2471 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $600,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Weed 
 

Black Butte Drive and Vista Drive 
Rehabilitation 

02-2448 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $1,200,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Sacramento Sacramento City College Pedestrian 
Overcrossing 

03-6577 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $6,963,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

County of Marin Sir Francis Drake Blvd Westbound 
Class II Bike Lane 

04-2127Q 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $329,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Clovis Sunnyside/Shepherd Trail Head Rest 
Area 

06-B002S 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $1,897,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

City of Long Beach Downtown Long Beach Pine Avenue 
Streetscape Improvements 

07-4542 6-Aug-13 28-Feb-13  $571,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline 

         
Grand Total      $43,547,000   

         



 

 

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 THIS ITEM  

WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA  

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
 
Reference No.: 3.5 

Information Item 
 

From: STEVEN KECK  
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang  
 Acting Division Chief  
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject:   NOTIFICATION OF AB 1012 “USE IT OR LOSE IT” PROVISIONS FOR FEDERAL 

FISCAL YEAR 2012 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) 2012 (October 1, 2011 through 
September 30, 2012), was released in mid-November 2013.  With this notification, the total FFY 2012 
funds identified as subject to reprogramming under the provisions of AB 1012 are approximately  
$13.4 million.  This includes about $6.9 million of Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) 
funds and about $6.5 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, 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 on October 10, 1999, with a goal of improving the delivery of transportation 
projects and addressing the significant 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. 
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In order to expend apportionments, Regions require OA.  According to FHWA Notice 4520.227 dated 
October 25, 2013, the Federal Highway Administration has released a portion of the OA level for 
FFY 2014.  Congress has authorized a Continuing Resolution for 107-days through January 15, 2014, 
this provides OA to Regions for this period.  At this time, it is not known when the full annual amount 
of OA for FFY 2014 will become available.  The unavailability of OA limits the ability for Regions to 
expend their annual apportionments. 

 
 

Attachments 
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CMAQ and RSTP

as of October 1, 2013

AB 1012
Balances entering the 3rd Year

(from FFY 2012*)
Regional Report Summary
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December 11-12, 2013

Attachment 1

*Previously referred to as Cycle 15

CMAQ CMAQ Amount RSTP RSTP Amount
Unobligated Subject to Unobligated Subject to

10/01/13 AB 1012 10/01/13 AB 1012
   Delivery Reprogramming Delivery Reprogramming

Region Balance  1 11/01/2014  2 Balance  1 11/01/2014  2

Butte 3,393,369                    -                              2,667,297                 -                              
Fresno 21,535,485                  -                              22,097,965               -                              
Kern 21,722,575                  1,732,133               22,324,426               1,693,233               
Kings 2,240,377                    -                              1,856,832                 -                              
Los Angeles 155,560,254                -                              238,466,679             1,674,481               
Madera 5,692,557                    2,100,672               1,824,118                 -                              
Merced 3,318,341                    -                              3,101,773                 -                              
Monterey3 -                                   -                              3 6,191,109                 -                              
Orange 42,597,238                  -                              30,433,234               -                              
Riverside 50,982,842                  -                              55,693,244               2,656,325               
S. F. Bay Area (MTC) 74,651,093                  -                              89,511,240               -                              
Sacramento (SACOG) 33,933,904                  -                              36,977,351               -                              
San Benito3 -                                   -                              3 698,662                    -                              
San Bernardino 49,221,332                  -                              38,954,691               -                              
San Diego 28,898,446                  -                              36,008,005               -                              
San Joaquin 9,176,998                    -                              8,687,013                 -                              
San Luis Obispo 4,585,486                    -                              4,157,797                 -                              
Santa Barbara3 -                                   -                              3 6,710,781                 -                              
Santa Cruz3 -                                   -                              3 3,388,874                 -                              
Stanislaus 7,781,304                    -                              12,289,680               -                              
Tahoe 918,640                       -                              509,672                    -                              
Tulare 9,656,136                    -                              7,001,579                 -                              
Ventura 18,821,778                  2,020,020               18,663,511               -                              
Rural Counties & SCAG 7,868,421                    673,380                  21,914,305 860,576

TOTAL 552,556,578                6,526,206               670,129,840             6,884,616               

Footnotes:

1 Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

* Balances entered the 3rd year on October 1, 2013, and are subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2014.  These balances include the 
federal fiscal year 2014 "Advance" apportionments (dated November 1, 2013).

3 These Regions are in air quality attainment and cannot use unobligated CMAQ apportionments, which are deobligations of closed out 
projects.  It is anticipated that any CMAQ balance that accumulates in a Region in air quality attainment will be included in a future 
CMAQ rescission or transferred to another Region that over-delivered prior to the end of the current federal fiscal year.
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CMAQ CMAQ Amount RSTP RSTP Amount
Unobligated Subject to Unobligated Subject to

10/01/13 AB 1012 10/01/13 AB 1012
Delivery Reprogramming Delivery Reprogramming

Region Balance  1 11/01/2014  2 Balance  1 11/01/2014  2

Rural County Information:
Alpine -                                    -                                 153,886                    -                              
Amador 672,496                        24,715                       487,003                    -                              
Calaveras 382,689                        -                                 582,347                    -                              
Colusa -                                    -                                 285,306                    -                              
Del Norte -                                    -                                 365,011                    -                              
El Dorado -                                    -                                 1,017,729                 -                              
Glenn -                                    -                                 363,999                    -                              
Humboldt -                                    -                                 1,691,306                 -                              
Imperial (SCAG) 3,214,297                     246,248                     5,259,548                 860,576                  
Inyo -                                    -                                 885,491                    -                              
Lake -                                    -                                 804,915                    -                              
Lassen -                                    -                                 507,868                    -                              
Mariposa 712,796                        402,417                     248,644                    -                              
Mendocino -                                    -                                 1,147,575                 -                              
Modoc -                                    -                                 348,742                    -                              
Mono -                                    -                                 387,234                    -                              
Nevada 1,013,862                     -                                 1,209,618                 -                              
Placer -                                    -                                 934,620                    -                              
Plumas -                                    -                                 298,420                    -                              
Shasta -                                    -                                 2,190,896                 -                              
Sierra -                                    -                                 158,975                    -                              
Siskiyou -                                    -                                 770,099                    -                              
Tehama 1,079,261                     -                                 802,533                    -                              
Trinity -                                    -                                 312,442                    -                              
Tuolumne 793,020                        -                                 700,096                    -                              

Rural Combined Totals: 7,868,421                     673,380                     21,914,305               860,576                  

Footnotes:

1 Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

* Balances entered the 3rd year on October 1, 2013, and are subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2014.  These balances include 
the federal fiscal year 2014 "Advance" apportionments (dated November 1, 2013).
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The purpose of the Quarterly Finance Report is to provide the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) with the status of capital allocations versus capacity and to report any trends or issues that may 
require action by the California Department of Transportation or CTC regarding transportation funding 
policy, allocation capacity, or forecast methodology to ensure the efficient and prudent management of 
transportation resources.  Below is the schedule of dates for the development of the fiscal year 2013-14 
Quarterly Finance Reports. 

 

California Department of Transportation 

Quarterly Finance Report 
Schedule of Reports 

      

Fiscal Year Quarterly Report Activity Date 

  
2

0
1

3
-1

4
 

2012-13 Q4 Close of Quarter 6/30/13 

 Quarterly Report to Commission Staff 8/30/13 

  Presented to Commission 10/8/13 

2013-14 Q1 Close of Quarter 9/30/13 

 Quarterly Report to Commission Staff 11/15/13 

  Presented to Commission 12/10/13 

2013-14 Q2 Close of Quarter 12/31/13 

 Quarterly Report to Commission Staff 2/15/14 

  Presented to Commission 3/20/14 

2013-14 Q3 Close of Quarter 3/31/14 

 Quarterly Report to Commission Staff 5/15/14 

  Presented to Commission 5/21/14 

  
2

0
1

4
-1

5
 2013-14 Q4 Close of Quarter 6/30/14 

 Quarterly Report to Commission Staff 8/30/14 

  Presented to Commission 10/8/14 
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Department of Transportation 
Quarterly Finance Report 
First Quarter 2013-14 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

2013-14 Capital Allocations vs. Capacity 

Summary through September 30, 2013 

($ in millions) 

SHOPP1 STIP TCRP3 BONDS TOTAL 

Total Allocation Capacity $2,085 $640 $71 $688 $3,484 

Total Votes 403 194 78 67 742 

Authorized Changes2 2 0 0 0 2 

Total Remaining Capacity $1,680 $446 $0 $621 $2,740 

 Note: Totals may not add due to rounding 
1Proposition 1B bond capacity included in total: $86 million (Proposition 1B SHOPP). 
2Authorized changes include project increases and decreases pursuant to the Commission's G-12 process and project rescissions. 
3TCRP funds are over-allocated.  See TCRP section for details. 
 

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) has allocated $742 million toward 92 projects 
through the first quarter of fiscal year 2013-14.  Adjustments totaled positive $2 million, leaving $2.7 
billion (approximately 79 percent) in remaining allocation capacity.   
 
During the first quarter, delays in transfers and expenditures created a net difference which resulted in a 
higher than anticipated ending cash balance for the State Highway Account (SHA).  The delayed 
transfers and expenditures are expected to occur during the second quarter.  The Traffic Congestion 
Relief Fund (TCRF) and the Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) each ended the first quarter with a 
slightly higher than forecasted ending cash balance due to expenditures processing slower than 
anticipated.  The Public Transportation Account (PTA) and the Transportation Deferred Investment 
Fund (TDIF) were each within acceptable range of forecast.  

In July 2013, the California Department of Transportation (Department) received $200 million in 
Proposition 1B Commercial Paper (CP).  The CP enabled the Department to meet funding 
commitments during the summer months.  In August 2013, the State Treasurer’s Office (STO) 
conducted a general obligation bond sale which yielded approximately $205 million in Proposition 1B 
proceeds for the Department.  The $205 million will be used for repayment to the SHA for resources 
advanced from American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funds borrowed in 2009 under 
Assembly Bill (AB) 3X 20.  As of the close of the first quarter, the $300 million repayment from 
Proposition 1B to the SHA was still pending.  Repayment is expected to occur in the second quarter and 
will subsequently be transferred to the Bay Area Toll Authority (BATA) for the demolition of the east 
span of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. 
 
On September 26, 2013, Senate Bill 99 was approved by the Governor, enacting a new Active 
Transportation Program (ATP).  The bill eliminates the Bicycle Transportation Account and changes 
the Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program Fund appropriation from the Department to 
the Natural Resources Agency.  Other sub-programs consolidated into the new ATP include the state 
and federal Safe Routes to School Programs and the federal Transportation Alternatives Program. 
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In October 2013, the federal government had a brief shutdown as a result of a federal funding impasse.  
Prior to the shutdown, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) confirmed the impacts to the 
Department would be minimal.  The shutdown primarily affected federal General Funded and non-
essential services.  As expected, impacts to the Department were nominal.  On October 18, 2013, 
Congress reached a compromise to raise the federal debt ceiling through February 7, 2014 and reopened 
the government.  Included in the decision was a Continuing Resolution (CR) that funds the federal 
government temporarily through January 15, 2014. 
 
Although the federal government has reopened and a CR has been agreed upon, Congress is still 
searching for viable long-term options to financially support the federal Highway Trust Fund (HTF); 
which supports highway and transit programs across the nation.  Revenues for the HTF primarily stem 
from fuel taxes.  Since fuel consumption is on the decline, the Congressional Budget Office projects 
that the HTF will be unable to meet all its obligations during 2013-14.  Impacts of the potential shortfall 
include slowed federal reimbursement to the states or partial/pro-rated reimbursements based on 
available cash.  The Department will continue to monitor progress closely.  
 
Effective July 1, 2013 the California price-based excise tax on gasoline increased from 18 cents per 
gallon to 21.5 cents per gallon.  Based on the gasoline consumption figures published by the Board of 
Equalization for 2012-13, the 3.5 increase is estimated to generate approximately $507 million in 
additional revenues in 2013-14.  This will translate to approximately $284 million for the SHOPP and 
STIP.  Although the SHA is projected to receive additional revenue from the price-based excise tax 
increase, decreasing fuel consumption coupled with decreasing gasoline prices, plus the perpetual 
backlog of SHOPP and STIP projects continue to make the SHA a constrained fund.  The Department 
of Finance projects the state’s price-based excise tax will decrease to as low as 13 cents per gallon by 
2015-16.  Additionally, due to more fuel efficient vehicles and lower demand for gasoline, the United 
States Energy Information Administration projects fuel prices will continue to decrease through 2015-
16.  These constraints translate to significantly less revenue for the SHA.   
 
Included in this quarterly report is a 36-month look at how the SHA is expected to perform through 
2015-16.  The forecast illustrates a spike in cash during 2013-14 and 2014-15 due to the temporary 
increase in revenues.  While the cash balance appears to be high, the projected decrease in future 
revenues will cause the SHA to struggle to keep up with SHOPP and STIP project needs.  During 2015-
16, the SHA cash balance is expected to drop below the prudent cash balance of $415 million.  The 
Department anticipates this downward trend to continue unless additional revenue sources are 
identified.  SHA resources are currently projected to be sufficient to fund its commitments through 
2013-14; however, the Department will continue to closely monitor the fund balance and any major 
changes will be communicated to the CTC.   
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STATE HIGHWAY OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM (SHOPP) 

State Highway Operation and Protection Program 

($ in millions) 

Fund 
Allocation 
Capacity 

Allocations 
to Date Adjustments 

Net 
Allocations 

Remaining 
Capacity 

SHA $250 $115 -$2 $113 $137 

FTF 1,750 288 4 291 1,459 

Proposition 1B  85 0 1 1 84 

Total $2,085 $403 $2 $405 $1,680 
 

Note: Totals may not add due to rounding 
 

Capital Allocations vs. Capacity 

The CTC has allocated $405 million, including adjustments, toward 50 SHOPP projects through the 
first quarter of 2013-14.  Adjustments totaled positive $2 million, leaving $1.7 billion (approximately 
81 percent) in remaining allocation capacity.   
  

Outlook for Funding & Allocations 

SHA.  Effective July 1, 2013 the price-based excise tax on gasoline increased from 18 cents per gallon 
to 21.5 cents per gallon.  Although the increase translates to additional revenue for the SHA in 2013-14, 
future revenue trends and program backlogs show a decline in the health of the fund.  Refer to the SHA 
36-month forecast graph in the Appendix B for additional information.    
 
Federal Trust Fund (FTF).  By September 30, 2013, the Department was successful in committing 
100 percent of its federal obligation authority.  The Department also received $155 million in additional 
federal obligation authority during August Redistribution.  As a result, federally funded projects 
continue to move forward. 
 
Proposition 1B.   Proposition 1B projects reported minimal activity during the first quarter.  In August 
2013, the STO conducted a general obligation bond sale which yielded approximately $205 million in 
Proposition 1B proceeds for the Department.  The $205 million will be used for repayment to the SHA 
for resources advanced from ARRA funds borrowed in 2009 under AB 3X 20.   
 

Recommendations 

The Department will continue to monitor for potential impacts, and if necessary, recommend changes. 
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STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP) 

State Transportation Improvement Program 

($ in millions) 

Fund 
Allocation 
Capacity 

Allocations 
to Date Adjustments 

Net 
Allocations 

Remaining 
Capacity 

SHA $250 $126 $0 $126 $124 

FTF* 350 69 0 68 282 

PTA 40 0 0 0 40 

Total $640 $194 $0 $194 $446 
*The FTF STIP capacity was identified only for Transportation Enhancement projects; however, previously approved federally funded 
Right-of-Way costs continue to charge against the FTF. These charges are expected to taper off in the coming years.   
 

Note: Totals may not add due to rounding. 

Capital Allocations vs. Capacity 

The CTC has allocated $194 million toward 30 STIP projects through the first quarter of 2013-14.  
Adjustments were minimal, leaving $446 million (approximately 70 percent) in remaining allocation 
capacity. 

Outlook for Funding & Allocations 

SHA.  Effective July 1, 2013 the price-based excise tax on gasoline increased from 18 cents per gallon 
to 21.5 cents per gallon.  Although the increase translates to additional revenue for the SHA in 2013-14, 
future revenue trends and program backlogs show a decline in the health of the fund.  Refer to the SHA 
36-month forecast graph in the Appendix B for additional information. 
 
FTF.  By September 30, 2013, the Department was successful in committing 100 percent of its federal 
obligation authority.  The Department also received $155 million in additional federal obligation 
authority during August Redistribution.  As a result, federally funded projects continue to move 
forward. 
 
PTA.  On August 16, 2013, the PTA loaned $5 million to the High Speed Rail Authority (HSRA) as 
authorized by the Budget Act.  The HRSA is authorized to borrow as much as $26 million from the 
PTA.  Although the PTA currently has enough resources to meet its commitments through 2013-14, 
future projects may be impacted depending on the final loan amount and when repayments are 
scheduled to occur.   

TIF.  The TIF no longer receives revenues.  In addition, TIF expenditures are steadily decreasing and 
that trend is expected to continue.  The Department anticipates moving any remaining TIF resources 
and obligations to the SHA during 2014-15. 

Recommendations 

The Department will continue to monitor for potential impacts, and if necessary, recommend changes. 
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TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF PROGRAM (TCRP) 

Traffic Congestion Relief Program 

($ in millions) 

Fund 
Allocation 
Capacity 

Allocations to 
Date Adjustments 

Net 
Allocations 

Remaining 
Capacity 

TCRF $71 $78 $0 $78 $0 

Total $71 $78 $0 $78 $0 

 

Capital Allocations vs. Capacity 

The CTC has allocated $78 million toward four TCRP projects through the first quarter of 2013-14.  
The TCRF is currently over-allocated by $7 million.  

Outlook for Funding & Allocations 

As of September 2013, approximately $167 million in suspended Proposition 42 loan repayments are 
still outstanding from the General Fund (GF) (See Appendix D).   The TCRF is also owed $482 million 
in Pre-Proposition 42 loans repayments.  The 2011-12 Budget indicated that Tribal Gaming loan 
repayments would begin no earlier than 2016-17; however, there is no statutory repayment schedule.   

Recommendations 

The Department will continue to monitor for potential impacts, and if necessary, recommend changes. 
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PROPOSITION 1A & 1B BONDS 

Proposition 1A & 1B Bonds 

($ in millions) 

Fund 
Allocation 
Capacity 

Allocations  
to Date 

Remaining  
Capacity 

Proposition 1A  $360 $0 $360 

TCIF 144 66 78 

Intercity Rail 44 0 44 

Local Bridge Seismic 25 0 25 

Grade Separations 28 0 28 

Traffic Light Synch. 34 0 33 

Route 99 53 0 53 

Total $688 $67 $621 

Note: Totals may not add due to rounding. 

 

Capital Allocations vs. Capacity 

The CTC has allocated $67 million toward eight Bond projects through the first quarter of 2013-14.  No 
adjustments have been made, leaving $621 million (approximately 90 percent) in remaining allocation 
capacity.    
 

Outlook for Funding & Allocations 

Bond Funding.  In August 2013, the STO conducted a general obligation bond sale which yielded 
approximately $205 million in Proposition 1B proceeds for the Department.  The $205 million will be 
used for repayment to the SHA for resources advanced from ARRA funds borrowed in 2009 under AB 
3X 20.  Repayment of the $300 million to the SHA is expected to occur in the second quarter and will 
be subsequently transferred to the BATA for the demolition of the east span of the San Francisco-
Oakland Bay Bridge. 
 
In August 2013, the STO also sold general obligation bonds to refund certain outstanding bonds for 
economic savings through the reduction of debt service costs.  Refunded bonds administered by the 
Department included three issuances under Proposition 108 (Passenger Rail and Clean Air Bond Act of 
1990) and five issuances under Proposition 192 (Seismic Retrofit Bond Act of 1996).  Refunded bonds 
administered by the CTC included seven issuances under Proposition 116 (Clean Air and 
Transportation Improvement Bond Act of 1990).   
 
In July 2013, the Department received $200 million in Proposition 1B CP.  The issuance left a 
remaining CP balance of $337 million still available to the Department at the end of the first quarter of 
2013-14.  CP consists of short-term notes issued for the purpose of meeting short-term financial 
obligations, and is repaid from future general obligation bond sales.  The CP enabled the Department to 
meet funding commitments during the summer months when expenditures were higher than 
anticipated.   
 

Recommendations 

The priority for the use of bond proceeds has been to fund ongoing projects before funding any new 
allocations.  During the first quarter, the Department recommended allocation of all bond projects that 
came forward for vote.  The Department anticipates being able to continue this recommendation. 
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APPENDICES 

 

Appendix A ...................................................................... Allocation Capacity and Assumptions 

 
 

Appendix B ............................................................................................................. Cash Forecasts 

 Forecast Methodology 
 State Highway Account 
 Public Transportation Account 
 Traffic Congestion Relief Fund 
 Transportation Investment Fund 
 Transportation Deferred Investment Fund 
 
 

Appendix C ...................................................................................... Federal Emergency Projects 

 
 

Appendix D ................................................................................................. Transportation Loans 

Status of Outstanding Transportation Loans, as of September 30, 2013 
Interfund Transportation Loans 
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APPENDIX A – ALLOCATION CAPACITY AND ASSUMPTIONS 

 

 

 

The 2013-14 allocation capacity of $3.5 billion includes Proposition 1A and Proposition 1B capacity. 

This allocation capacity is based on: 

• The PTA allocation capacity of $40 million is based on a prudent cash balance of $100 million. 
 

• The SHA SHOPP allocation capacity is based on the 2013-14 Budget Act revenue and expenditure 
estimates and the proposed 2014 STIP Fund Estimate federal receipts. 
 

• The annual TCRF allocation capacity is based on a dollar-for-dollar ratio of actual revenues 
received for current year expenditures.  The allocation capacity and specific project funding was 
established by the CTC, in consultation with the Department and local agencies.   

 
• The annual TCRF allocation is typically $83 million, but was reduced to $81 million in 2013-14 

due to a suspended Proposition 42 payment of $2 million to the PTA. 
 

• TCRF allocation capacity for 2013-14 was reduced from $81 million to $71 million due to a $10 
million over-allocation in 2012-13.   

 
• The PTA will receive $2 million in 2013-14 for the final repayment of outstanding Proposition 42 

suspensions.   
 
• Bond capacity for the SHOPP is based on the remaining bond authority, budget authority, and any 

administrative costs.   
 

• Proposition 1A and 1B capacities are based on the enacted budget and include 2012-13 savings.  
The bond capacities are also dependent on the sale of sufficient bonds for funding. 
 
 

  

Fund SHOPP STIP TCRP BONDS Total

SHA $250 $250 $0 $0 $500

FTF 1,750 350 0 $0 2,100

PTA 0 40 0 $0 40

TCRF 0 0 71 $0 71

PROP 1A 0 0 0 $360 360

PROP 1B 85 0 0 $328 413

Total Capacity* $2,085 $640 $71 $688 $3,484

*Totals may differ due to rounding.

2013-14 Final Allocation Capacity

By Fund and Program

($ in millions)
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APPENDIX B – CASH FORECASTS –  FORECAST METHODOLOGY 

Methodology and Assumptions 

The cash forecasts for the SHA, PTA, TCRF, TIF and TDIF are used by the Department to estimate and 
monitor the cash balance of transportation funds to determine the level of allocations that can be 
supported, and to prepare for low or high cash periods.  Variances are identified and reported to 
management and the CTC.  If necessary, adjustments are made to capital allocation levels, funding 
policy, or forecast methodology.  The 2013-14 cash forecasts and allocation capacities are based on the 
following assumptions: 

• State Operations projections are based on historical trends and use the Planning Estimate with a 
two-percent increase each year. 

• Includes the most current expenditure projections available for Right-of-Way SHOPP and 
STIP. 

• Capital Outlay and Local Assistance expenditures are based on actual and projected CTC 
allocations using historical and seasonal construction patterns. 

• Monthly adjustments are not forecasted, since they comprise timing differences between the 
Department’s accounting system and the State Controller’s Office (SCO).  These adjustments 
include short-term loans made to the GF, short-term loan repayments, Plans of Financial 
Adjustments, funds transferred in and out, and reimbursements.  

• Federal receipts of approximately $2.1 billion are based on the proposed 2014 STIP Fund 
Estimate. 

SHA 
• Beginning balance includes two payments to the Project Information System and Analysis in 

June 2014. 

• Includes a $38 million loan to the GF in 2013-14, per Vehicle Code (VC) 9400.4 (c).    

• Repayment from Proposition 1B for a $300 million advancement of ARRA funds, coinciding 
with a $300 million payment to BATA in 2013-14. 

• Repayment of $50 million from the GF in 2013-14, coinciding with a $50 million loan 
repayment to the TCRF in 2013-14.        

• Repayment of $100 million from the GF in 2014-15, coinciding with a $100 million loan 
repayment to the TCRF in 2014-15.         

• Repayment of $85 million from the GF in 2014-15, coinciding with a $85 million loan 
repayment to the PTA in 2014-15    

• State Operations expenditures are based on historical trends. 

• Weight fee and excise tax revenue projections provided by the DOF.  

• Miscellaneous revenues are based on historical trends. 

• Continued monthly transfers of weight fee revenues to the Transportation Debt Service Fund. 

• Prudent cash balance of $415 million.  
 

 
PTA 

• Includes revenue projections provided by the DOF. 

• Includes a $2 million suspended Proposition 42 repayment in 2013-14. 

• Includes $26 million loan to the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund in 2013-14. 

• Prudent cash balance of $100 million. 
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TCRF 
• Annual suspended Proposition 42 transfer from the TDIF in the amount of $83 million in  

2013-14, followed by a $2 million transfer to PTA.  Resume $83 million transfer in 2014-15 
and 2015-16.   

• Reduced 2013-14 allocation capacity from $81 million to $71 million due to a $10 million 
over-allocation in 2012-13. 

• Future allocations are based on the projected net revenues received in 2013-14. 

• No future tribal compact (Pre-Proposition 42) payments are expected to be received. 
 
TIF 

• The fund will not receive any new revenue. 
 
TDIF 

• Receipt of $83 million in Proposition 42 repayments. 

• Transfer of $83 million to the TCRF. 
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APPENDIX B – CASH FORECASTS – STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT 

State Highway Account (SHA) 
36-Month Cash Forecast 

($ in millions)  

Year-to-Date SHA Summary 
The SHA ending cash balance through the first quarter was $166 million, $101 million (154 percent) 
above the forecasted amount of $65 million.  Revenues totaled $888 million, $37 million (4 percent) 
above the forecast balance.  Transfers totaled negative $189 million, $261 million (361 percent) below 
forecast due to the delay in a $300 million transfer from Proposition 1B funds as repayment for the 
advancement of ARRA funds.  In addition, transfers to the Transportation Debt Service Fund (TDSF) 
were $51 million higher than forecasted due to timing differences between the Department’s accounting 
system and the SCO’s accounting system.  Expenditures totaled $832 million, $376 million (31 percent) 
below forecast due to the delay of a $300 million payment to BATA.  Adjustments, which represent 
timing differences between the Department’s accounting system and the SCO’s accounting system, 
totaled a positive $149 million.  The revenues, transfers, expenditures and adjustments for September 
are estimates due to a delay in year-end closing.  Delays in transfers and expenditures during the first 
quarter created a net difference which resulted in a higher ending cash balance for the SHA.  The 
delayed transfers and expenditures are expected to occur during the second quarter. 

The 36-month forecast included in this quarter’s report illustrates an spike in cash due to the temporary 
increase in excise tax revenues.  While the cash balance appears to be high, the projected decrease in 
revenues beginning 2014-15 will cause the SHA to struggle to keep up with SHOPP and STIP project 
needs.  During 2015-16, the SHA cash balance is expected to drop below the prudent cash balance of 
$415 million.  The Department anticipates this downward trend to continue unless additional revenue 
sources are identified.  
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Year-to-Date Reconciliation

 

   Note: Ending cash balance may differ due to rounding.  

Forecast Actual Difference %

Beginning Cash Balance $150 $150 N/A

Revenues 852 888 37

Transfers 72 -189 -261

Expenditures -1,208 -832 376

Adjustments 200 149 -51

Ending Cash Balance $65 $166 $101 154%

($ in millions)
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APPENDIX B – CASH FORECASTS – PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION ACCOUNT 

Public Transportation Account (PTA) 
12-Month Cash Forecast 

($ in millions) 

 

Year-to-Date PTA Summary 

The PTA ending cash balance through the first quarter was $307 million, $6 million (2 percent) above 
the forecasted amount of $301 million.  Revenues and transfers totaled $3 million, $3 million below 
forecast.  Expenditures totaled $111 million, $1 million below forecast.  The delayed 2012-13 fourth 
quarter State Transit Assistance transfer represented the majority of the expenditures.  Adjustments, 
which represent timing differences between the Department’s accounting system and the SCO’s 
accounting system, totaled a negative $64 million.  There were no significant items to report for the first 
quarter.   

 

Year-to-Date Reconciliation 

 

Note: Ending cash balance may differ due to rounding. 
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Forecast Actual Difference %

Beginning Cash Balance $479 $479 N/A

Revenues 0 0 0

Transfers 6 3 -3

Expenditures -112 -111 1

Adjustments -72 -64 8

Ending Cash Balance $301 $307 $6 2%

($ in millions)
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APPENDIX B – CASH FORECASTS – TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF FUND 

Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF) 
12-Month Cash Forecast 

($ in millions) 

 

Year-to-Date TCRF Summary 

The TCRF ending cash balance through the first quarter was $134 million, $28 million (26 percent) 
above the forecasted amount of $106 million.  The variance is due to expenditures processing slower 
than anticipated due to year end closing.  There were no revenues for the quarter. Transfers equaled the 
forecasted $81 million, which consisted of the annual suspended Proposition 42 transfer from the TDIF.  
Expenditures totaled $16 million, $28 million (64 percent) lower than forecast.  There were no 
adjustments for the quarter. 

Year-to-Date Reconciliation 

 
 
Note: Ending cash balance may differ due to rounding. 
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Forecast Actual Difference %

Beginning Cash Balance $69 $69 N/A

Revenues 0 0 0

Transfers 81 81 0

Expenditures -44 -16 28

Adjustments 0 0 0

Ending Cash Balance $106 $134 $28 26%

($ in millions)
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APPENDIX B – CASH FORECASTS – TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT FUND 

Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) 
12-Month Cash Forecast 

($ in millions) 

 

Year-to-Date TIF Summary 

The TIF ending cash balance through the first quarter was $109 million, $18 million (20 percent) above 
the forecasted amount of $91 million.  The variance is due to expenditures processing slower than 
anticipated due to year end closing.  The TIF no longer receives tax revenue due to the passage of 
ABX8 6 and ABX8 9 of 2010, collectively known as the Fuel Tax Swap.  There were no revenues, 
expenditures, or adjustments for the quarter.  TIF expenditures are steadily decreasing and that trend is 
expected to continue.  The Department anticipates moving any remaining TIF resources and obligations 
to the SHA during 2014-15.   

Year-to-Date Reconciliation 

 

Note: Ending cash balance may differ due to rounding. 
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Beginning Cash Balance $109 $109 N/A

Revenues 0 0 0

Transfers 0 0 0

Expenditures -18 0 18

Adjustments 0 0 0

Ending Cash Balance $91 $109 $18 20%

($ in millions)
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APPENDIX B – CASH FORECASTS – TRANSPORTATION DEFERRED INVESTMENT 

FUND 

Transportation Deferred Investment Fund (TDIF) 
12-Month Cash Forecast 

($ in millions) 

 

Year-to-Date TDIF Summary 

The TDIF ending cash balance through the first quarter was $51 million, $2 million (4 percent) above 
the forecasted amount of $49 million.  Revenues totaled $83 million.  Transfers totaled negative $83 
million, which is attributable to the $83 million suspended Proposition 42 transfer to the TCRF, 
followed by a $2 million transfer to the PTA.  No expenditures or transfers occurred during the first 
quarter. 

 

Year-to-Date Reconciliation 

 
 
Note: Ending cash balance may differ due to rounding. 
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Actuals
2013-14 Forecast

Forecast Actual Difference %

Beginning Cash Balance $51 $51 N/A

Revenues 83 83 0

Transfers -83 -83 0

Expenditures -2 0 2

Adjustments 0 0 0

Ending Cash Balance $49 $51 $2 4%

($ in millions)
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APPENDIX C – FEDERAL EMERGENCY PROJECTS 

For the quarter ending September 30, 2013, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) acknowledged 
as declared disasters; the Los Angeles County wild fires, which began May 2013, and the Riverside 
County wild fires, which began August 2013.  However, there have not been any new allocations for 
Federal Emergency Relief Funding during this quarter.  The chart below represents disasters that have not 
been completely funded by FHWA. 

      

Disaster Repair Costs 

Approved Federal Funding and State/Local Impact 

($ millions) 

  Identified Cost of 

  Disaster Repair 

Disaster State Local Total 

Devil's Slide CA83-1 $631 $0 $631 

Dec. 2004 Storm CA05-1 209 103 312 

Dec. 2005 Storm CA06-1 282 54 336 

So. California Wildfires CA08-3 21 5 26 

California Wildfires CA08-6 8 0 8 

So. California Wildfires CA09-1 7 0 7 

So. California Wildfires CA09-2 16 6 22 

Jan. 2010 Storm CA10-1 93 13 106 

Humboldt Co. Earthquake CA10-2 1 2 3 

Dec. 2010 Storm CA11-1 58 16 74 

Mar. 2011 Storm CA11-3 235 22 257 

So. California Windstorm CA12-2 1 4 5 

Mar. 2012 Storm CA12-3 31 0 31 

San Mateo Co. Storm CA13-1 1 3 4 

LA Co. Wildfires CA13-2 0 3 3 

Riverside Co. Wildfires CA13-3 2 0 2 

Total Damage Estimate $1,596 $231 $1,827 

Amount Obligated To Date     $1,501 

Allocation Available for Future Project Costs   $57 

Remaining Need     $269 
Note: Totals may not add due to rounding. 

Future federal emergency relief of this type can only be used to fund emergency projects and does not 
represent new capacity, except to the extent that the SHA funds have already been advanced for the 
emergency projects. 
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APPENDIX D – TRANSPORTATION LOANS 

Status of Outstanding Transportation Loans, as of September 30, 2013 

($ in millions) 

FUND 
Original 

Loan 

Loans / 
Interest 

Paid-to-Date 
Remaining 

Balance 

Pre-Proposition 42 (Tribal Gaming Revenue):   
 

  

  
State Highway Account (SHA)1 

$473 $341 $132 

  Public Transportation Account (PTA) 275 10 265 

  Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF) 482 0 482 

  Subtotal Pre-Proposition 42 Tribal Gaming Loans: $1,230 $351 $879 

Proposition 42:       

  Public Transportation Account (PTA)7 $220 $220 $0 

  Transportation Investment Fund (TIF)7 440 440 0 

  Transportation Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF)2 1,066 898 167 

  Locals 440 440 0 

  Subtotal Proposition 42 Loans: $2,166 $1,999 $167 

General Fund Loan:     

  State Highway Account (SHA)3 $335 $50 $285 

  State Highway Account - Weight Fee Revenues4 227 0 227 

  State Highway Account - Weight Fee Revenues4a 590 0 590 

  Highway User Tax Account (HUTA)5 328 0 328 

  Public Transportation Account6 29 0 29 

  Other transportation accounts 31 2 29 

  Subtotal General Fund Loan: $1,540 $52 $1,488 

  Totals: $4,936 $2,402 $2,534 

Note: Numbers may not add due to rounding. 

1The remaining balance of $132 million will be directed to debt service per AB 115 (2010). 

2The remaining amount due to TCRF under Proposition 42 suspension will be repaid in equal annual installments ending in 2015-16. 

3The SHA is expected to be repaid $135 million in 2013-14, $100 million in 2014-15, $85 million in 2014-15, and $50 million in 2015-16. 

4The $80 and $147 million was authorized by Budget Act of 2010 and subsequently characterized as weight fees via AB 115. 
4aPost AB 115 weight fee transfers-Budget Act of 2011-$43.7 million loan, $139 million-excess weight fee loan to GF (11-12), $24.7 million excess weight fee 
loan to GF from SHA (11-12), VC9400.4(b)(2) - $42 million , $30.3 million-excess weight fee loan to GF (11-12), $310 million-excess weight fee loan to GF (12-
13). 

5The HUTA is expected to be repaid $328 million in 2020-21. 

6The PTA is expected to be repaid $29 million in 2020-21.  
 

7Includes interest payments $8 million for PTA, $16 million for TIF and Locals. 

 
Pre-Proposition 42 Loans (Tribal Gaming) 

The Pre-Proposition 42 loans occurred in 2001-02, when the state was faced with a growing budget 
deficit and looked to transportation funds to help fill the budget shortfall.  The Transportation Refinancing 
Plan, AB 438 (Chapter 113, Statutes of 2001), authorized a series of loans that included delaying the 
transfers of gasoline sales tax to transportation for two years (until 2003-04), a TCRF loan to the GF, and 
loans from the SHA and PTA to the TCRF.   
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In 2004-05, the Governor negotiated Tribal Gaming compacts to repay these loans through bonds, but 
legal challenges have prevented the bonds from being issued.  In 2005-06, the DOF began using the 
compact revenues to make annual payments toward these loan balances pursuant to Government Code 
§63048.65.  However, the 2011-12 Governor’s Budget indicated that Tribal Gaming repayments would 
restart no earlier than 2016-17, with the SHA as the first fund to be repaid.   AB 115 (2010) declared that 
the SHA repayments are revenues derived from weight fees.  As such, the June 30, 2021 scheduled 
repayment of the loans to the SHA will be subsequently transferred to the TDSF. 

Proposition 42 Loans 
 
The passage of Proposition 42 in 2002 made the transfer of gasoline sales tax to transportation permanent.  
However, as state budget shortfalls continued, Proposition 42 transfers were partially suspended in 2003-
04 and completely suspended in 2004-05, creating the Proposition 42 loan balances.  These loans were 
partially repaid in 2006-07 with a payment of $1.4 billion, leaving approximately $752 million due to 
TCRF.  Outstanding Proposition 42 loans, as of July 1, 2007, shall be repaid in annual installments with 
not less than one-tenth of the total amount of the remaining loan and is required to be repaid in full by 
June 30, 2016.  An $81 million transfer was anticipated during the first quarter; however in September 
2013, an $83 million transfer occurred incorrectly.  The PTA was owed $2 million of the suspended 
Proposition 42 transfer.  The Department worked with the SCO to correct the transfer and the final 
payment of $2 million to the PTA for the suspended Proposition 42 loan occurred in September 2013 
from TCRF.  As of end of September 2013, TCRF is owed $167 million.   

General Fund Loans 

The Budget Act of 2008 authorized $231 million in loans to the GF from the SHA, the Bicycle 
Transportation Account (BTA), the Local Airport Loan Account, the Motor Vehicle Fuel Account 
(MVFA), the Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program Fund (EEM), the Historic Property 
Maintenance Fund (HPMF), and the Pedestrian Safety Account (PSA).  These funds were transferred to 
the GF on November 14, 2008.  The $231 million authorized in loans were scheduled to be repaid by June 
30, 2011, but the Budget Act of 2012 delayed the repayments.  The SHA received a partial repayment of 
$50 million after the close of the fourth quarter of 2011-12, and an additional $50 million is scheduled to 
be repaid in fiscal year 2013-14.  The remaining $100 million is scheduled to be repaid by 2014-15.  A 
total of $2 million has been repaid to the HPMF and repayment of the final $1 million is due to the HPMF 
no later than June 30, 2014.  The repayment of $28 million to the various other transportation accounts is 
expected in 2016-17.  Due to the enactment of Senate Bill 99, the BTA has been eliminated and is now an 
element of the Active Transportation Program within the SHA.  As a result, outstanding loan repayments 
owed to the BTA should be made to the SHA.     

A $135 million loan from the SHA to the GF was authorized in the Budget Act of 2009.  The loan to the 
GF occurred on June 30, 2010.  The authorized $135 million loan was scheduled to be repaid by June 30, 
2013, but the Budget Act of 2012 delayed the repayment to June 30, 2015.  In 2011, the passage of AB 
105 subsequently identified the $135 million loan as revenue derived from weight fees.  

The Budget Act of 2010 authorized a loan of $29 million from the PTA to the GF.  This loan is scheduled 
to be repaid by June 30, 2021. 

The outstanding Highway Users Tax Account (HUTA) loans of $328 million were authorized by the 
Budget Act of 2010.  These loans are required to be repaid by June 30, 2021, including interest calculated 
at the rate earned by the Pooled Money Investment Account at the time of the original transfer.   

AB 115 authorized the postponement of repayment of $227 million in loans from the GF to transportation 
funds until June 30, 2021.  Upon repayment, the SCO will immediately transfer these funds to the TDSF 
for transportation bond debt service. 
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Weight Fees 

In 2010, California voters passed Proposition 22, which amended the California Constitution by 
significantly restricting the state from using fuel excise tax revenues for GF relief, which was previously 
allowed.   In 2011, the passage of AB 105 created a “Weight Fee Swap” which allowed the state to use 
weight fee revenues for GF relief rather than fuel excise tax revenues. Furthermore, the bill authorized 
transfers of weight fee revenues from the SHA to the GF for transportation debt service and loans.  To 
offset this diversion, an equivalent amount from the new price-based excise tax is transferred to the SHA. 

The Budget Act of 2010 authorized $80 million and $147 million in loans from the SHA to the GF.  With 
the passage of AB 115, these loans were “grandfathered” into statute and characterized as being derived 
from weight fees; consequently, the repayment of these loans to the SHA will be transferred to the TDSF 
for transportation bond debt service.    

AB 115 also proposed an additional loan of $44 million to the GF, which was authorized in the 2011 
Budget Act.  At the end of 2011-12 and 2012-13, excess weight fees available in the SHA were 
transferred as loans to the GF in the amount of $139 million, $25 million, and $310 million.   Pursuant to 
Section 9400.4(b)(2) of the Vehicle Code, an additional $42 million was transferred as a loan from excess 
weight fee revenues in the SHA to the GF in July 2012.  The $42 million shall be repaid no later June 30, 
2021.  In May 2013, $30 million was transferred to the GF from remaining weight fees in 2011-12.  In 
total, there are $817 million in outstanding loans to the GF derived from weight fee revenues.  As such, 
the June 30, 2021 scheduled repayment of the loans to the SHA will be subsequently transferred to the 
TDSF. 

 

APPENDIX D –  INTERFUND TRANSPORTATION LOANS 

Interfund Transportation Loans 

($ in millions) 

Fiscal 
Year 

Borrowed 
 From 

Account 
To 

Account Description Amount Repaid1 
Remaining 

Balance 

2008-09 TCRF SHA Backfill SHA transfer to the GF $200 $50 $150 

2009-10 PTA SHA Backfill SHA transfer to the GF 135 0 135 

Totals $335  $50  $285  

1Short-term loan repayment of $50M from the SHA to the TCRF occurred on 7/25/2012. 

 
A loan of $200 million was transferred in 2008-09 to the SHA from the TCRF to backfill a $200 million 
loan to the GF.  A partial repayment of $50 million was repaid to the TCRF in July 2012, leaving a 
balance of $150 million.  Of the balance owed, $50 million is expected to be repaid in 2013-14, another 
$50 million will be repaid in 2014-15, and the final $50 million will be repaid in 2015-16.   

A loan of $135 million was transferred in 2009-10 to the SHA from the PTA to backfill a $135 million 
loan to the GF.  It is expected that $85 million will be repaid in 2013-14 and $50 million in 2014-15.   
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Subject: FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 FIRST QUARTER RAIL OPERATIONS REPORT 
 

 SUMMARY: 
 
This is the first quarter Rail Operations Report for Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14, July through 
September 2013, as requested by the California Transportation Commission (Commission).   
The report contains information for each route on ridership, on-time performance and financial 
results.  These results are also compared to the same period for the prior year and to the 
performance goals.  This data allows the performance of the routes to be easily compared.   
 
California provides financial and administrative support for Amtrak intercity rail passenger 
service on three corridors within the State: the Pacific Surfliner Route between San Diego,  
Los Angeles, and San Luis Obispo; the Capitol Corridor between San Jose, Oakland, and the 
Sacramento region; and the San Joaquin Route between Bakersfield and both Oakland and 
Sacramento.  These routes are, respectively, the second, third, and fifth busiest routes in the 
entire national Amtrak system.  The Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes are administered 
by the California Department of Transportation (Department), while the Capitol Corridor is 
administered by a separate agency, the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA), using 
funding provided by the Department. 
 
In accordance with the terms of the operating contract between Amtrak and the State, expenses 
from Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009-10 through FFY 2012-13 have been calculated based on a 
predetermined fixed dollar amount (with the exception of fuel and host railroad expenses) rather 
than actual monthly expenses as recorded in Amtrak’s accounting system.  This form of contract 
limits the State’s exposure to uncertainty.  Expenses are calculated in the same manner in the 
contract between the CCJPA and Amtrak. 
 
The route financial performance goals (revenues, expenses and farebox ratio) in this report are a 
projection based on the operating contract for each route.  Beginning in FFY 2011-12, the actual 
results that are reported in the quarterly report include: actual revenue, fixed price expenses, and 
three expenses that are billed as actual expenses.  These are fuel cost, railroad performance 
payments and host railroad access fees.  The farebox ratio shown is a ratio of the actual revenue 
to billed expenses, which include both fixed price and the three categories of actual expenses.  
This is not a traditional farebox ratio of actual revenues to actual expenses. 
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First Quarter Results 
First quarter results for the San Joaquin Route were notable, with ridership higher than the same 
quarter the previous year, with 33 of the last 35 months setting record ridership and setting an all 
time single month ridership record in July.   
 
Total ridership during the first quarter (July-September 2013) on the three routes was up 2.8 
percent, from the comparable quarter in FY 2012-13, and exceeded the combined performance 
goal by 4.5 percent.   

   
Combined on-time performance (OTP) for the first quarter was 86.6 percent, a 2.6 percentage 
point improvement over the same quarter in FY 2012-13, and 0.3 percentage points above the 
combined performance goal.  The Capitol Corridor exceeded the performance goal with over  
95 percent on time operation and the Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin Route each were at  
80 percent on time.   
 
Overall revenue in the first quarter increased 5.9 percent, but 3.5 percent below the goal.  
Expenses decreased 0.7 percent compared with the same quarter in the previous year, and were 
4.8 percent under the performance goal.  The result was that the combined farebox ratio 
improved 3.9 percentage points, and was 0.9 percentage points above the performance goal.   

 
Note:  Solid Bars reflect actual data; Shaded Bars reflect Business Plan Projection. 
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Although this is the first quarter of the state fiscal year 2013-14, the information reported herein 
represents the results of the fourth quarter of the Federal Fiscal Year 2012-13.  Therefore, results 
do not reflect the new operating contract reflecting the implementation of PRIIA Section 209 that 
starts with the beginning of FFY 2013-14.   
 
The following table provides further detail on the combined ridership, revenue, expense,  
farebox ratio and on-time performance for the three State-supported routes for the first quarter 
FY 2013-14.  

 
Route-specific graphs and tables are contained in the following sections. 

 
 

State-Supported Amtrak California Services - 1st Quarter 2013-14
All Routes

ACTUAL RESULTS PEFORMANCE GOALS
1st Qtr 1st Qtr Percent 1st Qtr Actual to Percent
13-14 13-Dec Difference Change 13-14 Goals Difference

Ridership 1,497,308 1,457,007 40,301 2.8% 1,432,676 64,632 4.5%
Revenue 37,961,177$ 35,835,119$ 2,126,058$   5.9% 39,326,783$  (1,365,606)$ -3.5%
Expense 60,976,848$ 61,393,903$ (417,055)$     -0.7% 64,041,996$  (3,065,148)$ -4.8%
Farebox Ratio 62.3% 58.4% 3.9 PP 61.4% 0.9 PP
On-Time 
Performance 86.6% 84.0% 2.6 PP 86.3% 0.3 PP

PP - Percentage Points
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BACKGROUND: 
 
Pacific Surfliner Route 
There are currently 11 daily round-trips between Los Angeles and San Diego, four of which are 
through-trains between San Diego and Goleta (Santa Barbara); one of which continues north to and 
from San Luis Obispo.  A second San Luis Obispo round-trip originates in Los Angeles, turns 
around in San Luis Obispo and continues south to San Diego, bringing the total level of service north 
of Los Angeles to five daily round-trips. 
 
Tables at the end of this section provide data on ridership, revenue, expenses, farebox ratio, and on-
time performance for the quarter. 
 
Ridership on the Pacific Surfliner Route increased 2.2 percent in the first quarter compared to the 
same quarter in the prior year, and exceeded the performance goal by 12.5 percent.   

 
On-time performance (OTP) in the first quarter was 79.1 percent, 9.2 percentage points above  
the previous year’s first quarter but 3.9 percentage points below the 83 percent performance goal.   
 
For the quarter, between Los Angeles and San Diego, OTP was 76.0 percent, an improvement of  
10.0 percentage points from the first quarter of last year.  Between Los Angeles and San Luis 
Obispo, OTP was 84.7 percent, up 3.9 percentage points from one year ago.  The summer season is 
the time of year when many major track rehabilitation and construction projects take place, as 
evidenced by the lower OTP in this quarter in both 2012 and 2013.   
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Farebox ratio for the quarter was 72.0 percent, 4.5 percentage points above the farebox ratio over 
the same period last year, reflecting the increased summer ridership returns.  Revenue in the first 
quarter increased by 10.1 percent compared to the same quarter in the previous year, and exceeded 
the performance goal by 10.0 percentage points.  Expenses increased 3.2 percent over the prior year 
quarter, and was 1.1 percent below the performance goal.   
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State-Supported Amtrak California Services - 1st Quarter 2013-14
Pacific Surfliner Route

ACTUAL RESULTS PERFORMANCE GOALS
1st Qtr 1st Qtr Percent 1st Qtr Actual to Percent
13-14 12-13 Difference Change 13-14 Goals Difference

Ridership 757,730 741,372 16,358 2.2% 673,729 84,001 12.5%
Revenue 19,686,058$  17,876,150$  1,809,908$   10.1% 17,891,167$  1,794,891$   10.0%
Expense 27,337,638$  26,480,947$  856,691$      3.2% 27,631,037$  (293,399)$     -1.1%
Farebox Ratio 72.0% 67.5% 4.5 PP 64.8% 7.2 PP
OTP-Route 79.1% 69.9% 9.2 PP 83.0% -3.9 PP

OTP-North 84.7% 80.8% 3.9 PP
OTP-South 76.0% 66.0% 10.0 PP

PP - Percentage Points
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San Joaquin Route 
Six daily round-trips serve the San Joaquin Route, four operating between Oakland and Bakersfield 
and two between Sacramento and Bakersfield.  All six round-trips have dedicated bus connections 
between Bakersfield, Los Angeles and other points throughout Southern California.  On the north 
end, buses at Stockton connect Sacramento with Oakland trains and connect Oakland with 
Sacramento trains, thus providing six daily arrivals and departures for both northern terminals.  
Additional connecting buses provide feeder service to communities throughout the north end of the 
State. 
 
 
Ridership on the San Joaquin Route continued steady growth by climbing 8.0 percent for the 
quarter.  This is the 16th consecutive quarter that ridership has increased over the same quarter in the 
prior year.  After recording 29 consecutive months (September 2010-March 2013) where the 
ridership in that month set an all time high for that month, an 8.0 percent drop was reported for April 
2013.  However, record ridership resumed in May, with record ridership recorded each month 
through August.  In addition, July set a new all time single month record of 117,348 passengers.  
Ridership declined very slightly in September. 
 
The San Joaquin Route is consistently exceeding one million passengers on a 12-month basis.   
In FY 2010-11, there were 1,032,579 passengers; in FY 2011-12, 1,133,654 passengers, and for FY 
2012-13, 1,219,818 passengers rode the San Joaquin Route.  This has been a significant 
achievement, considering the economic environment in the region and the fact that the average trip 
length is the longest of all three State supported routes.  Clearly, the San Joaquin trains are part of 
the transportation mix in the San Joaquin Valley. 
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On-time performance (OTP) in the first quarter was 80.8 percent, down 5.8 percentage points from 
the same quarter in FY 2011-12, and is 3.2 percentage points below the performance goal of  
84 percent.  OTP is up significantly from the first quarter of FY 2012-13 that had an OTP for that 
quarter of 61.3 percent.  Both quarters were below the performance goals due in part to major track 
work projects on both railroads during this period.   
 

 
Farebox ratio was 61.6 percent in the first quarter FY 2012-13, a 3.7 percentage point improvement 
over the same quarter the prior year.  Revenues for the first quarter increased 3.9 percent compared 
to the same quarter in the previous year, but fell short of the goal by 20.3 percent, although this 
appears to be an allocation anomaly when the full year estimate was made.  For the full FFY 2012-
13, revenues fell short of the performance goal by 5.0 percent .  Expenses declined 2.3 percent from 
the prior year, and were 6.7 percent less than the projected goal.   

  

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

1st Q 
10-11

2nd Q 
10-11

3rd Q 
10-11

4th Q 
10-11

1st Q 
11-12

2nd Q 
11-12

3rd Q 
11-12

4th Q 
11-12

1st Q 
12-13

2nd Q 
12-13

3rd Q 
12-13

4th Q 
12-13

1st Q 
13-14

San Joaquin Route On Time Performance

$5,000,000 

$7,500,000 

$10,000,000 

$12,500,000 

$15,000,000 

1st Q 
10-11

2nd Q 
10-11

3rd Q 
10-11

4th Q 
10-11

1st Q 
11-12

2nd Q 
11-12

3rd Q 
11-12

4th Q 
11-12

1st Q 
12-13

2nd Q 
12-13

3rd Q 
12-13

4th Q 
12-13

1st Q 
13-14

San Joaquin Route Revenue



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  3.8 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION December 11-12, 2013 
 Page 8 of 14 
 

 
“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 
 
  

State-Supported Amtrak California Services - 1st Quarter 2012-13
San Joaquin Route

ACTUAL RESULTS PERFORMANCE GOALS
1st Qtr 1st Qtr Percent 1st Qtr Actual to Percent
13-14 13-Dec Difference Change 13-14 Goals Difference

Ridership 323,028 299,108 23,920 8.0% 302,638 20,390 6.7%
Revenue 11,043,775$ 10,629,407$ 414,368$     3.9% 13,849,278$  (2,805,503)$ -20.3%
Expense 17,936,151$ 18,363,314$ (427,163)$    -2.3% 19,218,640$  (1,282,489)$ -6.7%
Farebox Ratio 61.6% 57.9% 3.7 PP 72.1% -10.5 PP
On-Time 
Performance 80.8% 86.6% -5.8 PP 84.0% -3.2 PP

PP - Percentage Points
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Capitol Corridor 
There are currently 15 weekday round trips between Oakland and Sacramento.  One of the trains 
extends beyond Sacramento to Auburn, and seven of the trains extend beyond Oakland to San Jose.  
On weekends, there are 11 round-trips between Oakland and Sacramento, with one extension to 
Auburn and seven round trips to San Jose. 
  
Ridership on the Capitol Corridor was unchanged over the same quarter the prior year, and was 8.7 
percent below the performance goal for the quarter.   
 
The Capitol Corridor has recorded decreased ridership in each month for FY 2012-13 versus  
FY 2011-12.  However, much of this ridership “decline” can be explained by Amtrak’s use of  
e-ticketing.  E-ticketing allows for an accurate ridership count, including passengers traveling on  
10-ride or monthly passes.  In prior years, Amtrak treated a 10-ride ticket as 10 rides that month, and 
monthly tickets were assumed to be used for 20 days or 40 rides.  However, e-ticketing allows 
accurate ridership counts specifically referenced to each multi ride ticket purchased.  It was found 
that the former method of counting riders over counted the actual use of the multi-ride tickets.  
Consequently, prior years ridership has artificially inflated, so the comparison between the current 
year and prior years is based on some differences.  Although the e-ticketing has impacted all three 
State-supported Amtrak routes, the impact is greatest on the Capitol Corridor due to the higher 
number of multi-ride passes sold. 

 
On-time performance (OTP) remains excellent and recorded a first quarter OTP of 95.3 percent, 
and was 1.0 percentage points above the comparable quarter the previous year.  OTP has exceeded 
the Capitol Corridor performance goal of 90 percent in 19 of the last 21 quarters, including the  
last 14.   
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Farebox Ratio for the first quarter was 46.1 percent, 1.8 percentage points above the same quarter 
the previous year and was 2.0 percentage points above the performance goal.  Revenue for the first 
quarter declined 1.3 percent compared to the same quarter in the previous year and fell short of the 
performance goal by 4.7 percent.  Expenses decreased 5.1 percent, and were 8.7 percent below the 
performance goal. 
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State-Supported Amtrak California Services - 1st Quarter 2012-13
Capitol Corridor

ACTUAL RESULTS PERFORMANCE GOALS
1st Qtr 1st Qtr Percent 1st Qtr Actual to Percent
13-14 13-Dec Difference Change 13-14 Goals Difference

Ridership 416,550 416,527 23 0.0% 456,309 (39,759) -8.7%
Revenue 7,231,344$   7,329,562$   (98,218)$      -1.3% 7,586,338$    (354,994)$    -4.7%
Expense 15,703,059$ 16,549,642$ (846,583)$    -5.1% 17,192,319$  (1,489,260)$ -8.7%
Farebox Ratio 46.1% 44.3% 1.8 PP 44.1% 2.0 PP
On-Time 
Performance 95.3% 94.3% 1.0 PP 90.0% 5.3 PP

PP - Percentage Points



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  3.8 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION December 11-12, 2013 
 Page 11 of 14 
 

 
“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

Progress Report on Implementation of State Rail Plan Goals 
 
At its January 2008 meeting, the Commission provided advice and consent on the draft  
2007-08 to 2017-18 California State Rail Plan (Rail Plan).  The consent resolution states that the 
Department will report on a quarterly basis on its progress in meeting the goals in the Rail Plan that 
include two-year (through 2009-10), five-year (through 2012-13), seven-year (through 2014-15) and 
ten-year (through 2017-18) goals. 
 
The Department has been reporting on the two-year goals since FY 2008-09.  The initial period for 
the two-year goals was through Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2009-10.  In FFY 2010-11, the goals were 
updated to reflect the five-year goals, which require any 2009-10 goal that had not yet been met to 
continue being reported.  Additional five-year (through 2012-13) goals were also added.  For FFY 
2011-12, annual financial and performance goals were updated. 
 
Following are tables for each route that show the goals for FFY 2012-13 (October 2012-September 
2013) and the progress in meeting them. 
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                  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 3.9 
 Information Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

 

 
Subject: PROPOSITION 1B QUARTERLY REPORTS 
 

 
 
The attached package includes the California Department of Transportation’s quarterly reports for 
the Proposition 1B Bond Program.  These reports have been discussed with California 
Transportation Commission’s staff. 
 
The Proposition 1B Fiscal Year 2013-14 First Quarter Reports are in the following order: 
 
 Corridor Management Improvement Account 
 State Route 99 Corridor 
 Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program 
 State-Local Private Partnership Program 
 Traffic Light Synchronization Program 
 Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account 
 Intercity Rail Improvement Program 
 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund 

 
 

Attachments 
 



   

   

 

First Quarter FY 2013-14  
Corridor Mobility  

Improvement (CMIA)  
Bond Program  

Report 
 

  Quarterly Report to the 
  California Transportation 

Commission 
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CMIA Bond Program Allocations by FY (millions)

(1) CMIA Bond Program Summary 
First Quarter FY 2013-14 

 
 

(1a) CMIA Bond Program Funding 
 
                     #Projects   Project Allocated Funds    % Allocated 

CMIA bond program funds available for projects allocated to date: 11291    1$4,410 million1     1100%1 
 
In the CMIA bond program budget, 
$3,961 million was allocated for 
construction.  In addition, $449 
million is for other funded project 
components including right of way 
and engineering support costs.  
There is also $90 million set aside 
for bond administrative.  All CMIA 
program funds have been allocated, 
utilizing all of the available program funds. 
 
                           Project  Expenditures        Percent Expended 

CMIA bond program project funds expended to date:     1$2,295 million1             52%1   
 
In the CMIA bond program's $4,500 million dollar budget, $4,410 million has been allocated from the 
CMIA bond program funds. In addition, $7,339 million has been from other contributor funds to 
increase the total value of CMIA bond program to $11,749 million.  The table below shows how CMIA 
bond program funds and contributor funds were distributed by project component to complete the 
funding for all projects in the CMIA bond program.  Included are expenditures to date for CMIA bond 
program funds. 
 

CMIA Bond Program Funding and Contributor Funds by Component (millions) 
 Total Funds Other Funds CMIA Bond Program Funds 

Allocated Expended Percent 
Construction 

$  1,002.8 $     560.8 $    442.0 $     215.3 49 %      Support 
     Capital $  7,703.3 $  3,742.2 $ 3,961.1 $  2,073.8 52 % 
Right of Way 

$     128.1 $     128.1 
$        0.5 $         0.0 0 % 

     Support 
     Capital $  1,685.3 $  1,684.8 
Preliminary Engineering 

$  1,229.1 $  1,222.7 $        6.4 $         5.8 91 %      Support 
Committed Subtotal $11,748.6 $  7,338.6 $ 4,410.0 $  2,294.9 52 % 
Uncommitted 

 

$        0.0 

 

Percent Uncommitted 0 % 
Bond Administration $      90.0 
Program Total $ 4,500.0 
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CMIA Bond Program Construction Contracts by Fiscal Year of
Completion (millions)

CMIA Dollars Total Dollars

(1b)  CMIA Bond Program Project Completions 
 
 
                           # Projects Completed   Percent Projects Completed 

CMIA bond program construction contracts completed to date:           38                      29%1 
 
 
 
A total of 90 corridor 
projects received CMIA 
bond program funds.  
Some corridor projects 
were constructed in 
stages, resulting in a total 
of 129 construction 
contracts being 
administered to complete 
the CMIA bond program. 
 
 
 
 
 
PE - Plant Establishment 

 
 
 

CMIA Bond Program Completions - Projects and Dollars (millions) 
 Contracts Accepted Contracts In Plant  

Establishment 
Contracts Under 

Construction 
All CMIA Bond Program 

Contracts 
# Total  

Funds 
CMIA  
Funds 

# PD 
Rpts 

# Total  
Funds 

CMIA  
Funds 

# Total  
Funds 

CMIA  
Funds 

# Total  
Funds 

CMIA 
Funds 

FY 09-10 4 $   203 $   63 3       4 $     203 $     63 
FY 10-11 8 $   375 $ 184 7       8 $     375 $   184 
FY 11-12 8 $   443 $ 280 7       8 $     443 $   280 
FY 12-13 17 $   837 $ 348 1       17 $     837 $   348 
FY 13-14 1 292 49     32 $  2,872 $1,315 32 $  3,164 $1,364 
FY 14-15     1 $  31 $  19 35 $  2,232 $1,050 36 $  2,263 $1,069 
FY 15-16        14 $  2,562 $   687 14 $  2,562 $   687 
FY 16-17        6 $  1,137 $   153 6 $  1,137 $   153 
FY 17-18        2 $     550 $   262 2 $     550 $   262 
FY 18-19        1 $     215 $       0 1 $     215 $       0 
Total Value 38 $2,150 $ 924 18 1 $ 31 $ 19 90 $9,568 $3,467 129 $11,749 $4,410 

The status of project delivery reports to be completed within six months after construction contracts are accepted (PD Rpt) is 
outlined in the table above. 
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(2)  CMIA Bond Program Action Plans 
First Quarter FY 2013-14 

 
 

(2a)  Major Project Issues 
 
The following projects have major issues that may impact schedule or the project budget. 
 
Project #11 - Route 198 Expressway is a completed project that will likely have a supplemental funds 
request in January (IIP funds, $798,000)  to close out the construction contract. 
 
Project #90 - Devore Widening, IC.  This project is a design build contract.  Discussions are underway 
between Caltrans, Contractor, and the project sponsor SANBAG regarding a major change order.  
SANBAG will be providing local funds to the design build contract. 
 
Project #13, Segment 3 - I-5 widening at Burbank Interchange -  the construction contract was 
awarded in November, 2012.  The contract had a 55 day delayed start.  The contract was 
subsequently suspended in April of 2013 and is currently under suspension.  It will likely remain under 
suspension until April, 2014.  The time related overhead delay cost associated with suspension is 
under $2 million.  There may be additional claims related to the suspension.  The suspension is due 
to delays in getting the railroad line located adjacent to the project relocated as well as the relocation 
of utilities by the City of Burbank.  There is an effort to reduce the delay by having the contractor re-
locate the utilities for the City. 
 
The following projects have cost increases that have been identified with project sponsors indicating 
that they will cover the cost increase, pursuant to the signed baseline agreements that place 
responsibility for cost increases on the project applicants.  Program amendments are not processed 
for projects that have been allocated and are under construction.  Projects with identified cost 
increases will be listed here until such time as the project sponsor provides a letter to the commission 
committing additional funds with a PPR attached that shows where the additional funds are coming 
from. 
• Project #12 - I-405 NB Carpool Lane.  LA Metro has committed to increasing the budget by $78 

million and add twelve months to the construction completion date.   
• Project #89 - Gerald Desmond Bridge - as reported in the July project monthly status report, there 

is a cost variance of $150 million between the Board of Harbor Commissioners "BHC" approved 
budget and the amount of secured funds.  The Port of Long Beach has committed to providing 
additional funds. 

 
(2b)  Project Action Plans 

 
#1 EB 580 Segment 2 The construction support component exceeded its bond funded budget.  

Corrective actions are underway to transfer charges to project TCRP 
savings. 
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(3)  CMIA Bond Program Current Status Report

(3a)  CMIA Bond Prgram Project Delivery Report
First Quarter FY 2013-14
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Milestone Behind Schedule   Project Delivery Report Complete     PE  - plant establishment  Milestone Complete

     I-580 Eastbound HOV Lane - Greenville to Hacienda - Corridor Project

54,280$           29,037$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 29084) 3/13/08 07/28/08 100 12/01/11 02/04/10 100

46,491$           5,765$           Corridor Project #2 (EA 29083) 10/30/08 07/22/09 100 12/01/11 09/30/11 100

37,939$           20,400$         Corridor Project #3 (EA 2908V) 5/23/12 08/23/12 100 11/01/14 11/01/14 36

138,710$         55,202$         Corridor Summary 11/01/14 11/01/14 11/01/15 12/01/15

     I-580 Westbound HOV Lane - Greenville to Foothill - Corridor Project

78,177$           41,860$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 2908C) 5/23/12 11/20/12 100 11/01/14 12/01/14 22

57,450$           40,481$         Corridor Project #2 (EA 2908E) 4/26/12 10/29/12 100 11/01/14 11/01/14 33

135,627$         82,341$         Corridor Summary 11/01/14 12/01/14 11/01/15 06/01/15

     I-580 / Isabel Interchange - Corridor Project

43,495$           18,375$         Corridor Project #1  (EA 17131) 12/11/8 06/22/09 100 03/01/12 04/09/12 100 

6,810$            1,770$           Corridor Project #2  (EA 17132) 12/11/08 06/22/09 100 01/01/12 10/31/11 100 

73,313$           25,113$         Corridor Project #3  (EA 17133) 10/30/08 07/23/09 100 01/01/12 11/23/11 100 

123,618$         45,258$         Corridor Summary 03/01/12 04/09/12 03/01/13 07/01/13

     I-880 SB HOV Ln Extension - Hegenberger to Marina Blvd - Corridor Project

63,589$           52,846$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 3A921) 4/26/12 09/14/12 100 01/01/16 01/01/15 37

35,052$           29,765$         Corridor Project #2 (EA 3A922) 5/23/12 11/08/12 100 02/01/16 02/01/15 40

98,641$           82,611$         Corridor Summary 02/01/16 02/01/15 02/01/17 02/01/17

     State Route 24 Caldecott Tunnel - Fourth Bore - Corridor Project

388,020$         84,482$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 29491) 5/14/09 11/10/09 100 05/01/14 05/01/14 94

4,730$            -$                  Corridor Project #2 (EA 29492) Local 12/22/09 100 03/01/11 04/20/11 100 

642$               -$                  Corridor Project #3 (EA 29493) Local 12/23/09 100 07/01/10 07/19/10 100 

393,392$         84,482$         Corridor Summary 05/01/14 05/01/14 03/01/15 02/01/16

6 10 Cal 4 60,688$           3,574$           Angels Camp Bypass 9/20/07 08/11/07 100 09/01/10 09/24/09 100  03/01/12 03/01/14

4 04 Ala 880

2 04

3

1 04 Ala 580

Ala 580

5

04 Ala 580

04 Ala
CC 24
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State Route 4 East Widening from Somersville to Route 160

72,930$           12,428$         Corridor Project #1  (EA 2285C) 5/20/10 01/05/11 100 02/01/13 11/15/13 95

83,967$           16,671$         Corridor Project #2  (EA 2285E) 8/10/11 10/20/11 100 02/01/15 09/01/15 54

92,407$           39,200$         Corridor Project #3  (EA 1G940) 1/25/12 05/25/12 100 12/01/14 08/01/15 39

110,355$         -$                  Corridor Project #4  (EA 1G941) 8/22/12 11/14/12 100 08/01/15 11/01/15 30 L

39,949$           31,787$         Corridor Project #5  (EA 24657) 1/25/12 04/19/12 100 09/30/13 04/30/14 71 L

399,608$         100,086$       Corridor Summary 02/01/15 09/01/15 08/01/16 09/01/16

  I-80 Integrated Corridor  Mobility Project

8,384$            7,584$           Corridor Project #1  (EA 3A774) 10/27/11 03/15/12 100 04/01/15 06/01/15 25 L

6,163$            5,363$           Corridor Project #2  (EA 3A775) 3/29/12 07/26/12 100 04/01/14 04/01/14 40 L

2,296$            1,896$           Corridor Project #3  (EA 3A771) 1/20/11 04/28/11 100 04/01/12 08/16/12 100 L

10,754$           9,379$           Corridor Project #4  (EA 3A776) 5/23/12 09/30/12 100 01/01/14 03/01/14 18

28,136$           22,256$         Corridor Project #5  (EA 3A777) 5/23/12 10/01/12 100 06/01/14 08/01/14 2

55,733$           46,478$         Corridor Summary 04/01/15 06/30/15 10/01/15 08/01/16

     US 50 HOV Lanes - Corridor Project

44,568$           20,000$         Corridor Project #1 ( EA 3A711 ) 9/25/08 11/18/08 100 06/01/10 07/06/12 100

10,454$           6,294$           Corridor Project #2 ( EA 3A712 ) 12/15/11 04/01/12 100 10/01/13 04/05/13 100

55,022$           26,294$         Corridor Summary 10/01/13 04/05/13 10/01/14 10/15/15

10 06 Ker 46 75,570$           32,751$         Route 46 Expressway - 
Segment 3 5/20/10 01/26/11 100 07/01/14 01/16/13 100 01/01/16 01/30/16

11 06 Kin
Tul 198 94,041$           44,514$         Route 198 Expressway 5/14/09 09/01/09 100 02/01/12 03/11/13 100 08/01/13 04/01/15

12 07 LA 405 1,060,100$      730,000$       I-405 Carpool Lane I-10 To US 
101 (NB) (Design Build) 9/25/08 04/23/09 100 12/31/13 10/03/13 81 L 12/01/15 12/01/15

     Interstate 5 Carpool Lane from Route 134 to Route 170 - Corridor Project

152,624$         -$                  Corridor Project #1 (EA 12184) Local 12/06/10 100 12/31/13 02/20/15 43

132,358$         -$                  Corridor Project #2 (EA 1218V) Local 10/14/10 100 12/31/12 12/30/14 87

355,359$         64,713$         Corridor Project #3 (EA 1218W) 5/23/12 11/29/12 100 05/30/16 05/16/16 2

640,341$         64,713$         Corridor Summary 05/30/16 05/16/16 05/30/17 01/31/18

07
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     I-5 Carpool Lane from Orange County Line to I-605 - Corridor Project

96,771$           51,983$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 21591) 8/10/11 11/28/11 100 04/29/15 03/22/16 23

449,261$         -$                  Corridor Project #2 (EA 21592) 09/05/14 03/31/17 03/21/17

180,003$         104,708$       Corridor Project #3 (EA 21593) 4/26/12 08/14/12 100 04/22/16 03/13/18 19

370,270$         158,320$       Corridor Project #4 (EA 21594) 4/26/12 08/23/12 100 04/01/16 01/24/18 16

215,392$         -$                  Corridor Project #5 (EA 21595) 8/6/13 10/22/13 12/01/16 10/02/18

1,311,697$      315,011$       Corridor Summary 12/01/16 10/02/18 05/31/20 11/18/20

     Highway 101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows - Corridor Project

85,126$           15,409$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 26407) 5/23/12 09/14/12 100 06/01/15 12/01/14 54

127,347$         72,717$         Corridor Project #2 (EA 2640U) 5/23/12 11/01/12 100 06/01/15 10/31/16 28

49,842$           29,773$         Corridor Project #3 (EA 26406) 1/20/11 06/02/11 100 12/02/13 12/17/12 100

4,467$            4,092$           Corridor Project #4 (EA 2640G) 6/27/12 11/08/12 100 12/01/13 12/02/13 79

18,202$           17,244$         Corridor Project #5 (EA 2640L) 6/27/12 11/01/12 100 06/30/14 06/30/14 58

31,679$           30,729$         Corridor Project #6 (EA 2640K) 6/27/12 11/02/12 100 10/01/14 10/01/14 34

316,663$         169,964$       Corridor Summary 06/01/15 12/01/14 07/01/16 12/01/17

16 04 Mrn 580 17,852$           17,852$         Westbound I-580 to Northbound 
US 101 Connector 5/14/09 11/04/09 100 03/01/11 01/27/11 100  03/01/12 12/01/12

17 05 Mon 1 31,691$           18,568$         Salinas Road Interchange 5/14/09 10/07/09 100 07/01/11 08/06/14 PE 12/01/12 08/06/15

     SR 12 Jameson Canyon Widening - Phase 1 - Corridor Project

2,190$            -$                  PAED Costs Phase 2 ( EA 26412 )

41,899$           18,518$         Corridor Project #1 ( EA 26413 ) 8/10/11 01/26/12 100 08/01/12 06/01/15 81

72,004$           36,349$         Corridor Project #2 ( EA 26414 ) 8/10/11 01/11/12 100 08/01/13 06/01/15 69

116,093$         54,867$         Corridor Summary 08/01/13 06/01/15 08/01/14 12/31/16

19 03 Nev 49 30,019$           8,255$           Route 49 La Barr Meadows 
Widening 1/13/10 05/28/10 100 12/01/14 12/01/14 97 12/01/16 12/01/16

20 12 Ora 91 60,759$           -$                  Add one lane on EB SR-91 from 
SR-241/SR-91 to SR-71/SR-91 Local 08/29/09 100 09/01/11 05/13/11 100  09/01/15 03/28/12 100 

     SR-22 / I-405 / I-605 HOV Connector with ITS Elements - Corridor Project

159,630$         135,430$       Corridor Project #1 ( EA 07163 ) 4/8/10 10/12/10 100 05/01/14 06/07/15 68

169,000$         -$                  Corridor Project #2 ( EA 07162 ) Local 06/11/10 100 02/01/14 01/16/15 73

328,630$         135,430$       Corridor Summary 05/01/14 06/07/15 05/01/15 10/06/16
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22 12 Ora 91 77,510$           17,937$         
Widen EB&WB SR-91 fr E of 
SR-55 Conn to E of Weir 
Canyon Road

1/20/11 05/03/11 100 12/01/14 09/01/13 99 12/01/15 06/29/14

23 12 Ora 57 31,678$           24,127$         Widen NB fr 0.3M S of Katella 
Ave to 0.3M N of Lincoln Ave 8/10/11 10/26/11 100 03/01/15 03/01/15 47 03/01/16 03/01/16

     Widen NB from 0.4 m N of SR-91 to 0.1 m N of Lambert Road - Corridor Project

51,959$           40,925$         Corridor Project #1 ( EA 0F031 ) 4/8/10 10/12/10 100 07/01/14 02/10/14 92

52,359$           41,250$         Corridor Project #2 ( EA 0F032 ) 4/8/10 10/13/10 100 07/01/14 07/01/14 94

104,318$         82,175$         Corridor Summary 07/01/14 07/01/14 07/01/15 07/01/15

    Lincoln Bypass - Corridor Project

292,203$         48,934$         Corridor Project #1 ( EA 3338U ) 2/14/08 06/09/08 100 06/15/13 07/03/13 100

23,099$           20,000$         Corridor Project #2 ( EA 33382 ) 10/26/11 05/21/12 100 12/15/14 04/01/14 73

315,302$         68,934$         Corridor Summary 12/15/14 01/01/14 12/15/16 04/01/16

26 03 Pla 80 47,577$           8,484$           Pla-80 HOV Phase 2 1/10/08 05/01/08 100 10/01/10 10/18/12 100 10/01/12 10/01/14

27 03 Pla 80 49,374$           22,985$         Pla-80 HOV Phase 3 12/11/08 08/10/09 100 01/01/11 06/17/13 100 01/01/13 10/01/15

28 08 Riv 215 29,228$           10,297$         Widening, Add One Mixed Flow 
Lane in Each Direction 1/20/11 09/28/10 100 12/01/13 12/01/13 90 L 12/01/14 05/30/14

29 08 Riv 91 241,449$         120,191$       HOV Lane Gap Closure 8/10/11 02/10/12 100 08/01/15 02/05/16 48 08/01/17 02/05/18

30 03 Sac 50 128,536$         47,611$         Hwy 50 Bus/Carpool & Aux Lns 
& Community Enhancements 7/9/09 10/26/09 100 01/01/13 05/10/13 100 01/01/15 01/15/15

31 03 Sac Loc 17,575$           14,075$         White Rock Road from Grant 
Line to Prairie City 2/23/12 04/30/12 100 12/31/13 12/01/13 85 L 06/01/14

32 08 SBd 10 30,760$           14,074$         Westbound Mixed Flow Lane 
Addition 1/13/10 12/10/10 100 05/01/12 12/01/14 96 L 06/01/13 12/02/16

33 08 SBd 215 347,307$         49,120$         I-215 North Segments 1 & 2 - 
HOV & Mixed Flow Ln Addition 4/16/09 08/27/09 100 09/05/13 01/15/14 95 L 09/15/15 09/14/15

     Interstate 215 HOV Lanes and Connectors - Corridor Project

34 77,658$           29,000$         SR - 210/215 Connectors 4/16/09 09/17/09 100 02/01/13 11/15/13 96 L
35 44,740$           36,540$         I-215 North Segment 5 4/16/09 09/17/09 100 02/01/13 10/15/13 96 L

122,398$         65,540$         Corridor Summary 02/01/13 11/15/13 03/01/15 11/16/15

36 08 SBd 10 18,300$           8,880$           Widen Exit Ramps&Add Aux Ln 
@Cherry, Citrus&Cedar Ave IC's 1/13/10 10/12/10 100 12/01/10 12/20/12 100 06/01/11 12/19/14

SBd

Pla 65

24 5712 Ora

25 03

08 215
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     I-15 Managed Lanes - Corridor Project

110,103$         93,765$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 2T093) 9/20/07 02/08/08 100 01/17/11 12/28/11 100 

87,770$           71,641$         Corridor Project #2 (EA 2T091) 2/14/08 05/12/08 100 02/21/12 05/31/11 100 

138,686$         115,668$       Corridor Project #3 (EA 2T092) 4/10/08 07/25/08 100 04/15/12 06/14/12 100 

336,559$         281,074$       Corridor Summary 04/15/12 06/14/12  10/03/13 12/12/13

     I-5 North Coast Corridor  - Stage 1A - Corridor Project

52,664$           24,500$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 2358U) 9/20/07 08/15/07 100 10/30/09 07/14/10 100

80,446$           -$                  Corridor Project #2 (EA 2T040) Local 01/28/11 100 06/30/12 01/06/15 92

133,110$         24,500$         Corridor Summary 06/30/12 01/06/15 01/30/14 07/12/18

39 10 SJ 205 22,009$           9,070$           I-205 Auxiliary Lanes 4/8/10 10/12/10 100 04/01/13 06/15/13 100 11/01/14 08/31/14

     Route 46 Corridor Improvements (Whitley 1) - Corridor Project

78,605$           49,778$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 33072) 4/8/10 10/25/10 100 08/01/13 09/01/14 84

4,500$            -$                  STIP TEA Enhancements

83,105$           49,778$         Corridor Summary 08/01/13 02/01/14 10/01/14 02/01/16

     Widen US 101 & add Aux Lns fr Marsh Rd to Embarcadero Rd. - Corridor Project

40,638$           23,445$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 23563) 1/20/11 06/01/11 100 03/01/12 06/25/13 100

22,514$           3,802$           Corridor Project #2 (EA 23564) 10/26/11 05/24/12 100 11/01/13 11/09/13 96

63,152$           27,247$         Corridor Summary 11/01/13 11/09/13 11/01/14 11/01/15

42 04 SCl 880 69,329$           45,929$         I-880 Widening (SR 237 to 
US 101) 8/10/11 12/14/11 100 07/01/13 06/30/14 95 08/01/14 12/30/14

43 04 SCl 101 73,199$           55,871$         US 101 Aux Lanes - State 
Route 85 to Embarcadero Rd 8/10/11 11/17/11 100 08/01/13 01/23/15 70 09/01/14 07/31/15

44 04 SCl 101 49,869$           16,894$         US 101 Improvements (I-280 to 
Yerba Buena Rd) 1/13/10 10/01/10 100 06/01/13 10/31/12 100  06/01/14 12/01/14

45 05 SCr 1 20,085$           13,783$         Highway 1 Soquel to Morrissey 
Auxiliary Lanes 8/10/11 01/05/12 100 11/01/13 11/01/13 45 L 12/01/14 12/01/14

46 02 Sha 5 16,479$           13,660$         Cottonwood Hills Truck Climbing 
Lane 1/13/10 04/21/10 100 12/01/11 11/17/11 100  12/01/12 04/01/15

     I-80 HOV Lanes, Fairfield (Rt 80/680/12 to Putah Creek) - Corridor Project

42,748$           20,171$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 0A531) 2/14/08 06/04/08 100 12/01/09 12/23/09 100 

7,887$            6,087$           Corridor Project #2 (EA 0A532) 4/8/10 10/12/10 100 09/01/11 02/29/12 100 

30,296$           -$                  Corridor Scope funded from ARRA 3/12/09 04/21/09 100 11/01/10 12/01/10 100 

80,931$           26,258$         Corridor Summary 09/01/11 02/29/12 10/01/12 03/01/14 100 

47 04

SM

Sol

0540

41

15SD11

38 11 SD 5

37

80

SLO 46

10104
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48 04 Son 101 92,761$           17,359$         
Central Phase A - US 101 HOV 
Lns from Railroad Ave to 
Rohnert Park Expressway

5/14/09 10/12/09 100 12/01/11 08/31/12 100 02/01/13 06/30/14

49 04 Son 101 120,260$         69,860$         
US 101 HOV lanes - North 
Phase A (from Steele Lane to 
Windsor River Road)

5/29/08 10/29/08 100 01/01/11 12/30/10 100  02/01/12 12/25/12

50 04 Son 101 79,367$           29,280$         US 101 HOV Lanes - Wilfred 
Ave to Santa Rosa Ave 9/25/08 03/03/09 100 12/01/13 12/30/12 100 01/01/15 12/01/15

51 10 Sta 219 45,580$           9,844$           SR-219 Expressway, Phase 1 
(SR-99 to Morrow Road) 1/10/08 06/19/08 100 08/01/09 06/30/10 100  11/01/09 12/30/13

52 10 Sta 219 42,662$           12,744$         SR-219 Expressway, Phase 2 
(Morrow Road to Route 108) 12/15/11 08/30/12 100 05/30/14 12/31/15 18 07/31/15 12/31/17

53 10 Tuo 108 53,392$           14,530$         E. Sonora Bypass Stage II 1/20/11 12/16/11 100 03/01/14 06/30/14 92 11/01/15 06/30/15

54 07 Ven
SB 101 101,163$         81,293$         HOV Lanes, Mussel Shoals to 

Casitas Pass Road 8/10/11 01/04/12 100 08/01/16 09/22/16 61 09/01/17 04/25/19

     CMIA projects amended into program using project cost/award savings

55 04 Son 101 18,633$           16,312$         Central Project - Phase B 1/20/11 05/19/11 100 12/31/12 12/31/13 95 01/01/14 01/01/15

56 03 Sac 80 133,035$         53,537$         I-80 HOV Ln Across the Top 1/20/11 07/29/11 100 11/01/14 11/15/15 52 11/01/16 11/15/17

57 10 SJ 5 121,278$         42,470$         I-5 HOV Ln and CRCP 1/20/11 06/02/11 100 12/30/14 03/31/15 49 01/30/16 03/28/16

58 05 SLO 101 50,299$           31,174$         Santa Maria Bridge 1/20/11 06/21/11 100 04/01/14 01/15/15 93 07/15/15 07/15/16

59 11 SD 15 68,159$           25,802$         Mira Mesa Direct Access Ramp 12/15/11 04/04/12 100 01/14/15 07/15/15 50 07/07/16 12/11/16

60 02 Sha 5 23,468$           21,713$         South Redding 6;Lane 1/20/11 05/09/11 100 11/15/12 02/01/13 100 11/15/13 01/31/14

61 03 But 32 9,925$            3,425$           But 32 Highway Widening 8/10/11 06/30/12 100 11/30/13 11/30/13 2 L 05/30/14 02/01/16

     Widen Ala 84 Expressway - Corridor Project

41,065$           16,057$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 29761) 8/10/11 03/21/12 100 07/31/13 01/01/14 73

74,247$           -$                  Corridor Project #2 (EA 29762) 04/01/14 10/01/15 12/01/16

115,312$         16,057$         Corridor Summary 10/01/15 12/01/16 08/01/16 12/01/17

63 06 Tul 198 27,266$           6,667$           Plaza Drive IC / Aux Lns 8/10/11 11/30/11 100 06/30/13 11/30/13 95 12/31/13 12/01/14

64 04 Var Var 72,718$           36,057$         Freeway Performance Initiative 4/26/12 08/28/12 100 10/01/14 12/31/14 2 04/01/16 07/01/15

Ala0462 84
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     Bi-County I-215 Gap Closure - Corridor Project

65 08 215 182,802$         15,350$         I-215 Gap Closure 6/27/12 12/03/12 100 05/01/16 07/20/16 24

66 8 215 5,193$            3,007$           Newport Ave OC 6/27/12 12/03/12 100 05/01/16 07/20/16 24

187,995$         18,357$         Corridor Summary 05/01/16 07/20/16 04/01/18 08/02/18

67 04 Son 101 49,621$           22,242$         North Project Phase B 
Airport IC 4/26/12 12/03/12 100 12/31/13 08/30/14 53 11/01/15 09/01/16

68 04 SCl 880 62,097$           39,231$         I-880/I-280 Stevens Creek IC 
Impvmts 5/23/12 09/06/12 100 12/01/14 03/01/15 50 L 12/01/15 09/01/15

69 04 SCl 101 33,962$           22,367$         Capitol Exp Yerba Buena IC 5/23/12 08/02/12 100 06/30/14 12/30/14 80 L 07/01/15 06/30/15

70 08 SBd 15 82,912$           16,206$         La Mesa Nisqualli Rd IC 8/10/11 12/08/11 100 12/01/13 08/01/13 60 L 12/01/15 06/05/15

71 11 SD 805 33,931$           18,785$         HOV Lns - SR54 to SR94 1/25/12 06/22/12 100 12/31/13 08/20/13 92 07/11/13 08/08/14

72 11 SD 805 55,432$           37,978$         HOV Lns - Palomar to SR54 1/25/12 09/09/12 100 07/30/14 11/03/14 74 11/05/13 07/25/15

73 05 SLO 46 55,559$           45,088$         Whitley 2A 2/23/12 05/18/12 100 09/08/15 09/08/15 26 10/01/16 06/15/16

74 12 Ora 74 77,211$           24,109$         SR74 / I-5 IC 4/25/12 10/19/12 100 02/02/15 06/01/16 16 02/01/17 06/01/17

75 11 SD 805 121,500$         40,638$         805 Managed Lns North
(Design Build) 10/26/11 7/30/12

2/26/13* 100 03/15/15 12/31/15 5 06/30/16 06/30/17

76 2 Sha 5 7,275$            6,000$           I5/Deschutes Rd IC 5/3/12 7/26/12 100 12/15/12 12/15/13 90 L 05/01/13 09/01/14

77 3 Sac 50 39,919$           12,109$         SR50 - Watt IC 4/26/12 9/15/12 100 11/30/14 11/17/14 22 L 05/31/15 01/01/17

78 5 Mon 101 91,150$           28,325$         San Juan IC 4/26/12 09/27/12 100 03/18/15 12/26/14 42 03/19/16 08/26/16

79 5 SB 101 17,968$           4,792$           Union Valley Pkwy IC 4/26/12 07/26/12 100 12/31/13 12/31/13 92 02/03/15 02/03/15

80 8 SBd 10 18,620$           10,000$         I-10 Tippercanoe Ave IC 4/26/12 07/11/12 100 07/11/13 09/18/14 60 L 08/01/15 06/24/15

81 11 SD 76 36,749$           29,387$         I-5 / SR 76 IC 4/26/12 08/01/12 100 01/01/17 08/25/14 86 12/26/15

82 3 ED 50 19,200$           15,500$         US Route 50 HOV Ln 5/23/12 07/17/12 100 12/31/13 12/31/13 61 10/31/14 08/01/16

83 3 ED 50 9,145$            6,000$           Western Placerville IC Ph 1A 5/23/12 11/05/12 100 10/15/13 10/15/13 95 L 01/15/14 02/01/17

84 8 Riv 215 123,502$         38,779$         215 Widening Scortt to Nuevo Rd 5/23/12 11/14/12 100 12/31/15 12/31/15 20 L 06/30/16 11/07/17

SBd 
Riv
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85 8 SBd 15 63,923$           20,785$         I15 Ranchero Rd IC 5/23/12 08/01/12 100 08/01/14 08/01/14 29 L 09/01/16 04/21/16

86 4 Ala 680 8,793$            6,673$           FPI 6/27/12 09/29/12 100 11/01/14 06/27/13 100 12/01/15 11/15/14

87 8 SBd 15 35,274$           12,000$         Duncan Canyon Rd IC 6/27/12 08/14/12 100 06/01/14 10/14/14 40 L 12/01/14 10/14/16

88 12 Ora 405 3,230$            2,410$           Widen Ramp for Deceleration 
Lane 6/27/12 10/11/12 100 07/01/14 07/01/14 32 12/01/14 12/01/14

89 7 LA 710 960,203$         153,657$       Gerald Desmond Bridge
(Design Build) 10/24/12 10/1/12

6/11/13* 100 06/27/16 06/27/16 2 09/26/17 09/26/17

90 8 SBd 15 324,460$         53,743$         Devore Widening, IC 12/6/12 11/13/12 100 03/25/16 09/30/16 17 02/28/19 10/25/19

Totals 11,748,543$    4,410,000$    * Design Build contract: two award dates. 1st, notice to proceed for design, 2nd, construction start
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Within Budget Conditions
 G  Estimated cost < or = budget

Post Vote STIP costs; No CTC action required Known cost overrun conditions
 S   Estimated cost STIP funds > 120% budget  P   Actual cost STIP funds > 100% budget
 B   Estimated cost BOND funds > 100% budget  B   Actual cost BOND funds > 100% budget
 O   Estimated cost LOCAL funds > 100% budget  L   Actual cost LOCAL funds > 100% budget

Project Construction (1,000's)

Support Capital

# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

     I-580 Eastbound HOV Lane - Greenville to Hacienda - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 29084) Caltrans 5,700$             5,104$             42,410$          42,413$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 29083) Caltrans 4,458$             4,561$              B 35,203$          35,240$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 2908V) Caltrans 3,550$             1,370$             30,844$          4,945$             

Corridor Summary 13,708$          11,035$           G 108,457$        82,598$           G 

     I-580 Westbound HOV Lane - Greenville to Foothill - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 2908C) Caltrans 8,110$             381$                61,954$          20$                  

Corridor Project #2 (EA 2908E) Caltrans 6,750$             2,355$             42,830$          9,201$             

Corridor Summary 14,860$          2,736$              G 104,784$        9,221$              G 

     I-580 / Isabel Interchange - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1  (EA 17131) Livermore -$                     -$                     26,495$          18,375$          

Corridor Project #2  (EA 17132) Livermore -$                     -$                     3,210$             1,770$             

Corridor Project #3  (EA 17133) Caltrans 8,000$             7,006$             37,813$          28,020$          

Corridor Summary 8,000$             7,006$              G 67,518$          48,165$           G 

    I-880 SB HOV Ln Extension - Hegenberger to Marina Blvd - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 3A921) Caltrans 7,020$             2,456$             46,657$          13,577$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 3A922) Caltrans 4,000$             1,878$             25,765$          6,800$             

Corridor Summary 11,020$          4,334$              G 72,422$          20,377$           G 

     State Route 24 Caldecott Tunnel - Fourth Bore - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 29491) Caltrans 51,311$          45,017$          282,491$        247,584$        

Corridor Project #2 (EA 29492) Caltrans 400$                492$                4,300$             2,809$             

Corridor Project #3 (EA 29493) Caltrans 100$                127$                500$                402$                

Corridor Summary 51,811$          45,636$           G 287,291$        250,795$         G 

6 10 Cal 4 Angels Camp Bypass Caltrans 3,600$             4,309$              P 31,101$          25,615$           G 

     State Route 4 East Widening from Somersville to Route 160 - Corridor Project
Corridor Project #1 (EA 2285C) Caltrans 10,608$          4,540$             39,641$          34,430$          
Corridor Project #2 (EA 2285E) Caltrans 14,395$          3,024$             48,717$          21,215$          
Corridor Project #3 (EA 1G940) Caltrans 13,389$          2,297$             59,775$          17,147$          
Corridor Project #4 (EA 1G941) CCTA -$                     -$                     98,934$          3,571$             
Corridor Project #5 (EA 24657) CCTA -$                     -$                     31,787$          22,724$          

Corridor Summary 38,392$          9,861$              G 278,854$        76,363$           G 
     I-80 Integrated Corridor  - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 3A774) ACCMA -$                     -$                     7,584$             414$                
Corridor Project #2 (EA 3A775) ACCMA -$                     -$                     5,363$             391$                
Corridor Project #3 (EA 3A771) ACCMA -$                     -$                     1,896$             1,896$             
Corridor Project #4 (EA 3A776) Caltrans 1,492$             448$                7,887$             2,312$             
Corridor Project #5 (EA 3A777) Caltrans 3,675$             457$                18,581$          802$                

Corridor Summary 5,167$             905$                 G 41,311$          5,815$              G 

     US 50 HOV Lanes - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 3A711) 3,560$             7,020$             37,808$          33,402$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 3A712) -$                     1,326$             8,794$             5,367$             

Corridor Summary 3,560$             8,346$              L 46,602$          38,769$           G 

10 06 Ker 46 Route 46 Expressway - Segment 3 Caltrans 9,900$             4,052$              G 49,995$          45,507$           G 

11 06 Kin
Tul 198 Route 198 Expressway Caltrans 9,514$             8,376$              G 51,283$          51,666$           G 

(3b)  CMIA Bond Program Project Expenditure Report
First Quarter FY 2013-14
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Project Construction (1,000's)

Support Capital

# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

12 07 LA 405 I-405 Carpool Lane I-10 To US 101 (Northbound) Metro -$                     -$                      G 902,100$        546,265$         G 

     Interstate 5 Carpool Lane from Route 134 to Route 170 - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 12184) Caltrans 12,718$          11,487$          110,786$        25,031$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 1218V) Caltrans 13,197$          13,007$          99,851$          45,312$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 1218W) Caltrans 33,000$          531$                195,787$        330$                

Corridor Summary 58,915$          25,025$           G 406,424$        70,673$           G 

    I-5 Carpool Lane from Orange County Line to I-605 - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 21591) Caltrans 10,809$          4,699$             45,247$          18,221$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 21592) Caltrans 19,690$          -$                     131,854$        -$                     

Corridor Project #3 (EA 21593) Caltrans 16,681$          4,146$             89,447$          14,820$          

Corridor Project #4 (EA 21594) Caltrans 17,012$          4,604$             141,627$        20,301$          

Corridor Project #5 (EA 21595) Caltrans 15,975$          -$                     123,962$        -$                     

Corridor Summary 80,167$          -$                      G 532,137$        -$                      G 

     Highway 101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 26407) Caltrans 4,970$             1,111$             26,950$          3,615$             

Corridor Project #2 (EA 26408U) Caltrans 12,190$          3,132$             77,000$          12,960$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 26406) Caltrans 7,000$             6,478$             28,473$          26,406$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 2640G) Caltrans 700$                592$                3,392$             1,828$             

Corridor Project #3 (EA 2640L) Caltrans 2,500$             1,417$             14,744$          6,326$             

Corridor Project #3 (EA 2640K) Caltrans 4,800$             1,393$             25,929$          7,080$             

Corridor Summary 32,160$          14,123$           G 176,488$        58,215$           G 

16 04 Mrn 580 Westbound I-580 to Northbound US 101 Connector 
Improvements Caltrans 2,100$             1,858$              G 11,052$          10,609$           G 

17 05 Mon 1 Salinas Road Interchange Caltrans 4,598$             4,207$              G 15,078$          14,216$           G 

     SR 12 Jameson Canyon Widening - Phase 1

PAED Costs Phase 2 (EA 26412) -$                     -$                     -$                     -$                     

Corridor Project #1 (EA 26413) Caltrans 4,850$             4,891$             26,541$          14,699$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 26414) Caltrans 9,250$             6,390$             43,293$          24,032$          

Corridor Summary 14,100$          11,281$           G 69,834$          38,731$           G 

19 03 Nev 49 Route 49 La Barr Meadows Widening Caltrans 3,500$             3,081$              G 10,447$          9,500$              G 

20 12 Ora 91 Add one lane on EB SR-91 from SR-241/SR-91 to SR-
71/SR-91 Caltrans 7,801$             5,900$              G 40,086$          39,043$           G 

     SR-22 / I-405 / I-605 HOV Connector with ITS Elements - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 07163) Caltrans 25,000$          12,393$          115,630$        74,353$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 07162) Caltrans 18,200$          10,980$          125,100$        90,529$          

Corridor Summary 43,200$          23,373$           G 240,730$        164,882$         G 

22 12 Ora 91 Widen EB&WB SR-91 fr E of SR-55 Conn to E of Weir 
Canyon Road Caltrans 8,633$             9,365$              P 54,253$          52,831$           G 

23 12 Ora 57 Widen NB fr 0.3 m S of Katella Ave to 0.3 m N of 
Lincoln Ave Caltrans 5,292$             3,082$              G 18,835$          8,428$              G 

     Widen NB from 0.4 m N of SR-91 to 0.1 m N of Lambert Road - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 0F031) Caltrans 9,180$             7,336$             31,745$          24,475$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 0F032) Caltrans 9,180$             7,020$             32,070$          29,924$          

Corridor Summary 18,360$          14,356$           G 63,815$          54,399$           G 

     Lincoln Bypass - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 3338U) Caltrans 22,000$          22,430$          164,453$        159,259$        

Corridor Project #2 (EA 33382) Caltrans 2,751$             1,340$             19,499$          11,991$          

Corridor Summary 24,751$          23,770$           G 183,952$        171,250$         G 

26 03 Pla 80 Pla-80 HOV Phase 2 Caltrans 7,143$             5,412$              G 31,200$          29,941$           G 

27 03 Pla 80 Pla-80 HOV Phase 3 Caltrans 5,300$             5,153$              G 39,974$          25,238$           G 

15 04 Mrn
Son 101

18 04 Nap
Sol 12

5

13 LA 5

12

Pla

14

12

57

07

Ora

Ora

03

24

21

LA

22

7

6525
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Project Construction (1,000's)

Support Capital

# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

28 08 Riv 215 Widening, Add One Mixed Flow Lane in Each Direction RCTC -$                     -$                      G 22,057$          12,014$           G 

29 08 Riv 91 HOV Lane Gap Closure Caltrans 20,598$          12,794$           G 134,139$        43,628$           G 

30 03 Sac 50 Hwy 50 Bus/Carpool & Aux Lns & Community 
Enhancements Caltrans 14,000$          11,919$           G 100,736$        67,656$           G 

31 03 Sac Loc White Rock Road from Grant Line to Prairie City Sac Co -$                     -$                      G 11,875$          6,078$              G 

32 08 SBd 10 Westbound Mixed Flow Lane Addition SANBAG -$                     -$                      G 25,449$          19,798$           G 

33 08 SBd 215 I-215 North Segments 1 & 2 - HOV & Mixed Flow Ln 
Addition SANBAG -$                     -$                      G 212,704$        185,615$         G 

     215 North and 210 Connectors - Corridor Project

34 SR - 210/215 Connectors Caltrans 12,883$          see 47,672$          see

I-215 North Segment 5 Caltrans 7,333$             below 29,207$          below

Corridor Summary 20,216$          12,312$           G 76,879$          69,367$           G 

36 08 SBd 10 Widen Exit Ramps&Add Aux @Cherry, Citrus&Cedar 
IC's Caltrans 3,280$             3,395$              P 12,130$          11,205$           G 

     Managed Lanes South Segment - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 2T093) Caltrans 14,739$          14,603$          79,026$          77,312$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 2T091) Caltrans 14,025$          11,346$          57,616$          57,184$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 2T092) Caltrans 21,236$          15,362$          94,432$          92,598$          

Corridor Summary 50,000$          41,311$           G 231,074$        227,094$         G 

     I-5 North Coast Corridor  - Stage 1A - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 2358U) Caltrans 6,000$             7,771$             43,038$          33,809$          

Corridor Project #2 (EA 2T040) Caltrans 11,820$          10,873$          75,380$          44,760$          

Corridor Summary 17,820$          18,644$           G 118,418$        78,569$           G 

39 10 SJ 205 I-205 Auxiliary Lanes Caltrans 2,900$             2,189$              G 11,860$          11,050$           G 

40 05 SLO 46 Route 46 Corridor Improvements (Whitley 1) Caltrans 7,000$             5,265$              G 58,105$          35,670$           G 

     Widen US 101 & Add Aux Lns Marsh Rd to Embarcadero Rd - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 23563) Caltrans 8,259$             2,773$             22,304$          15,972$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 23564) Caltrans 3,802$             1,010$             12,648$          6,370$             

Corridor Summary 12,061$          3,783$              G 34,952$          22,342$           G 

42 04 SCl 880 I-880 Widening (SR 237 to 
US 101) Caltrans 9,810$             5,168$              G 39,719$          29,787$           G 

43 04 SCl 101 US 101 Aux Lanes - State Route 85 to Embarcadero 
Rd Caltrans 11,080$          6,007$              G 44,791$          28,296$           G 

44 04 SCl 101 US 101 Improvements (I-280 to Yerba Buena Rd) Caltrans 6,690$             6,900$              L 31,459$          30,103$           G 

45 05 SCr 1 Highway 1 Soquel to Morrissey Auxiliary Lanes SCCRTC -$                     -$                      G 15,933$          10,885$           G 

46 02 Sha 5 Cottonwood Hills Truck Climbing Lane Caltrans 2,100$             1,252$              G 11,560$          11,390$           G 

     HOV lanes, Fairfield (Rt 80/680/12 to Putah Creek) - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 0A531) Caltrans 6,351$             4,284$             29,197$          28,260$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 0A532) Caltrans 1,319$             1,357$             4,768$             4,764$             

Corridor Project #2 (EA 4C15U) 3,900$             1,597$             22,200$          15,837$          

Corridor Summary 11,570$          7,238$              G 56,165$          48,861$           G 

48 04 Son 101 Central Phase A - US 101 HOV Lns from Railroad Ave 
to Rohnert Park Expressway Caltrans 10,500$          10,677$           P 58,311$          55,061$           G 

49 04 Son 101 US 101 HOV lanes - North Phase A (from Steele Lane 
to Windsor River Road) Caltrans 12,000$          9,561$              G 91,200$          88,475$           G 

50 04 Son 101 US 101 HOV Lanes - Wilfred Ave to Santa Rosa Ave Caltrans 6,600$             7,478$              P 51,065$          45,922$           G 

51 10 Sta 219 SR-219 Expressway, Phase 1 (SR-99 to Morrow 
Road) Caltrans 2,000$             1,941$              G 7,844$             6,567$              G 

52 10 Sta 219 SR-219 Expressway, Phase 2 (Morrow Road to Route 
108) Caltrans 4,300$             512$                 G 17,612$          1,103$              G 

53 10 Tuo 108 E. Sonora Bypass Stage II Caltrans 5,500$             4,648$              G 26,560$          18,991$           G 

41 04 SM

08 SBd

SD

SD

38

47

37 11

04

5

80Sol
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101

11

215

15
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Project Construction (1,000's)

Support Capital

# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

54 07 Ven 101 HOV Lanes, Mussel Shoals to Casitas Pass Road Caltrans 15,300$          6,630$              G 65,993$          33,238$           G 

          CMIA projects amended into program using project cost/award savings

55 4 Son 101 Central Project Phase B Caltrans 3,000$             2,779$              G 13,312$          11,960$           G 

56 3 Sac 80 I-80 HOV Ln Across the Top Caltrans 16,000$          7,083$              G 104,588$        43,960$           G 

57 10 SJ 5 I-5 HOV Ln and CRCP Caltrans 11,990$          6,707$              G 94,008$          40,404$           G 

58 5 SLO 101 Santa Maria Bridge Caltrans 6,600$             3,929$              G 37,274$          29,121$           G 

59 11 SD 15 Mira Mesa Direct Access Ramp Caltrans 8,500$             4,070$              G 36,102$          11,672$           G 

60 2 Sha 5 South Redding 6-Lane Caltrans 2,250$             1,822$              G 19,463$          18,338$           G 

61 3 But 32 But 32 Hwy Widening Chico -$                     -$                      G 6,425$             38$                   G 

          Ala 84 Expressway - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 29761) Caltrans 3,780$             2,390$             25,085$          14,345$          

Corridor Project #3 (EA 29762) Caltrans 5,220$             -$                     49,727$          -$                     

Corridor Summary 9,000$             2,390$              G 74,812$          14,345$           G 

63 6 Tul 198 Plaza Dr IC / Aux Lns Visalia -$                     -$                      G 21,187$          13,948$           G 

64 4 Var Var Fwy Performance Initiative Caltrans 7,953$             2,437$              G 49,398$          2,754$              G 

          I-215 Bi-County Gap Closure - Corridor Project

65 I-215 Gap Closure Caltrans 16,270$          see 137,171$        see

66 Newport Ave OC Caltrans 361$                below 3,007$             below

Corridor Summary 16,631$          2,501$              G 140,178$        16,051$           G 

67 4 Son 101 North Project Phase B Airport Caltrans 4,500$             1,330$              G 33,813$          13,229$           G 

68 4 SCl 880 I-880 Stevens Ctk IC Impvmts SCVTA -$                     -$                      G 47,197$          9,973$              G 

69 4 SCl 101 Capitol Exp Yerba Buena IC SCVTA -$                     -$                      G 26,286$          12,705$           G 

70 8 SBd 15 La Mesa Nisqualli Rd IC SANBAG -$                     -$                      G 53,082$          11,302$           G 

71 11 SD 805 HOV Lns - SR54 to SR94 Caltrans 5,392$             3,353$              G 16,785$          15,204$           G 

72 11 SD 805 HOV Lns - Palomar to SR94 Caltrans 7,400$             5,049$              G 34,278$          23,146$           G 

73 5 SLO 46 Whitley 2A Caltrans 7,000$             2,409$              G 38,088$          8,089$              G 

74 5 Ora 74 SR 74 / I-5 IC Caltrans 6,364$             800$                 G 30,231$          3,303$              G 

75 11 SD 805 I-805 Managed Lns North Caltrans 26,142$          4,092$              G 86,419$          17,254$           G 

76 2 Sha 5 I-5 Deschutes Rd IC Anderson -$                     -$                      G 6,000$             2,900$              G 

77 3 Sac 50 SR50 - Watt IC Sac Co -$                     -$                      G 31,617$          6,439$              G 

78 5 Mon 101 San Juan IC Caltrans 8,000$             1,833$              G 48,700$          8,198$              G 

79 5 SB 101 Union Valley Pkwy IC Caltrans 1,900$             1,076$              G 9,584$             5,556$              G 

80 8 SBd 10 I-10 Tippercanoe Ave IC SANBAG 2,000$             472$                 G 13,787$          8,790$              G 

81 11 SD 76 I-5 / SR 76 IC Caltrans 4,856$             3,359$              G 24,561$          19,790$           G 

82 3 ED 50 US Route 50 HOV Ln ED Co DOT -$                     -$                      G 17,240$          9,416$              G 

83 3 ED 50 Western Placerville IC Ph 1A Caltrans -$                     -$                      G 6,000$             5,823$              G 

84 8 Riv 215 215 Widening Scott to Nuevo RCTC -$                     -$                      G 98,500$          7,944$              G 

85 8 SBd 15 I-15 Ranchero Rd IC SANBAG 3,650$             -$                      G 40,148$          8,277$              G 

86 4 Ala 680 FPI Caltrans 1,000$             997$                 G 5,673$             4,628$              G 

87 8 SBd 15 Duncan Canyon Rd IC Fontana 2,900$             -$                      G 26,054$          5,068$              G 

8 SBd Riv 215

62 04 Ala 84
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Project Construction (1,000's)

Support Capital

# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

88 12 Ora 405 Widen Ramp for Deceleration Lane Caltrans 500$                470$                 G 1,910$             1,211$              G 

89 7 LA 710 Gerald Desmond Bridge Port of Long Beach 82,000$          -$                      G 700,359$        -$                      G 

90 8 SBd 405 I-15 Widening and Devore IC SANBAG 26,951$          2,405$              G 225,528$        18,543$           G 
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Actual $12.3 $185.6 $56.6 $601.0 $63.2 $43.8 $962.5

SR99 Program Allocations by FY (millions)

(1) SR99 Bond Program Summary 
First Quarter FY 2013-14 

 
 

(1a) SR99 Bond Program Funding 
 
                     #Projects   Project Allocated Funds     % Allocated 

SR99 bond program funds available for projects allocated to date: 1261       1$963 million1        198%1 
 
In the SR99 bond program budget, $780 million was allocated for construction.  In addition, $183 
million has been allocated for other funded project components including right of way and engineering 
support costs.  There is also $20 million set aside for bond administrative costs.  There is currently an 
uncommitted balance of $17 million.  Additional 
projects are planned for the 
uncommitted balance, and will be 
programmed and added to the program 
as they are delivered.   
 
 
 
 
                                                                    Project  Expenditures      Percent Expended 

SR99 bond program project funds expended to date:     1$284 million1              30%1   
 
In the SR99 bond program's $1,000 million dollar budget, $963 million has been allocated from SR99 
bond program funds..  In addition, $338 million has been from other contributor funds to increase the 
total value of SR99 bond program to $1,318 million.  The table below shows how SR99 bond program 
funds and contributor funds were distributed by project component to complete the funding for all 
projects in the SR99 bond program.  Included are expenditures to date for SR99 bond program funds. 
 

SR99 Bond Program Funding and Contributor Funds by Component (millions) 
 Total Funds Other Funds SR99 Bond Program Funds 

Allocated Expended Percent 
Construction 

$    119.4 $    12.3 $    107.1 $     38.1 36  %      Support 
     Capital $    872.9 $    92.7 $    780.2 $   208.1 27  % 
Right of Way 

$      19.5 $      8.2 $      11.3 $      5.9 52  %      Support 
     Capital $    178.7 $  127.5      $      51.2      $    26.2 51  % 
Preliminary Engineering 

$    127.7 $  115.0 $      12.7 $      8.6 68 %      Support 
Committed Subtotal $ 1,318.2 $  355.7 $    962.5 $  284.3 30 % 
Uncommitted 

  

$      17.5 

  

Percent uncommitted 2 % 
Bond Administration $      20.0 
Program Total $ 1,000.0 
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SR99 Bond Program Construction Contracts by Fiscal Year of 
Completion (millions)

SR99 Dollars Total Dollars

(1b) SR99 Bond Program Project Completions 
 
 
                          # Projects Completed  Percent Projects Completed 

SR99 bond program construction contracts completed to date:          4                       15%1 
 
 
 
To date, a total of 22 corridor 
projects have received SR99 bond 
program funds.  Some corridor  
projects were constructed in  
stages, resulting in a total of 26 
construction contracts being 
administered to complete the  
SR99 bond program.    
 
 
 
 
PE - Plant Establishment 

 
 

 
 

 SR99 Bond Program Completions – Projects and Dollars (millions) 
 Contracts Accepted In Plant 

Establishment 
Contracts Under 

Construction 
All SR99 Bond 

Program Contracts 
 # Total 

Funds 
SR99 
Funds 

# PD 
Rpts 

# Total 
Funds 

SR99 
Funds 

# Total  
Funds 

SR99 
Funds 

# Total  
Funds 

SR99  
Funds 

FY 11-12 1 $  23 $ 23 1       1 $     23 $    23 
FY 12-13 3 $  15 $ 11 0       3 $     15 $    11 
FY 13-14        4 $   81 $   51 4 $     81 $    51 
FY 14-15        8 $   485 $ 388 8 $   485 $  388 
FY 15-16        7 $   580 $ 373 7 $   580 $  373 
FY 16-17        2 $   129 $ 112 2 $   129 $  112 
FY 18-19        1 $       5 $     5 1 $       5 $      5 
Total Value 4 $ 38 $ 34 1 0 $ 0 $ 0 22 $1,280 $ 929 26 $1,318 $  963 

The status of project delivery reports to be completed within six months after construction contracts are accepted (PD Rpt) is 
outlined in the table above. 
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(2)  SR99 Action Plans 
First Quarter FY 2013-14 

 
 

(2a)  Major Project Issues 
 
 
The following projects have major issues that may result in action plans at a later date to adjust 
schedule or the project budget. 
 
No major project issues to report this quarter. 
 
 
 

(2b)  Action Plans 
 
 
Island Park 6-Lane The bond funded PSE and RW Support budgets have exceeded the 
Project #2, Segment 2   budget.  This is being rectified through charging corrections. 
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(3) State Route 99 Program Current Status Report

(3a) State Route 99 Project Delivery Report
First Quarter FY 2013-14

PROJE
CT N

UMBER

DISTRIC
T

COUNTY

ROUTE

TOTAL PROJE
CT C

OST 

($1
,00

0's
)

SR99
 PROJE

CT C
OST

($1
,00

0's
) L

ST Q
TR

PROJE
CT D

ESCRIPTIO
N

ALLOCATIO
N

AWARD

% C
OMPLETE

APPVD C
CA

CURR C
CA

CCA %
 C

OMPLETE

FIN
AL PDR

APPVD C
LOSEOUT

CURR C
LOSEOUT

SUPP PDR

  Milestone Behind Schedule   Project Delivery Report Complete       PE Plant Establishment 100   Milestone Complete

1 03 But 99 37,859$            20,592$         Butte SR 99 Chico Auxilliary 
Lanes - Phase II 1/20/11 7/8/11 100 10/15/13 5/1/14 73 10/15/15 10/15/15

     Island Park 6-Lane - Corridor Project

23,212$            23,212$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 44261) 1/13/10 8/10/10 100 9/1/12 2/3/12 100 

68,213$            68,213$         Corridor Project #1 (EA 44262) 4/26/12 10/10/12 100 7/1/16 7/1/16 39

91,425$            91,425$         Corridor Summary 7/1/16 7/1/16 7/1/18 7/1/18

3 06 Mad 99 84,202$            49,802$         Reconstruct Interchange at 
Avenue 12 6/27/12 12/7/12 100 11/1/15 9/1/16 19 8/1/17 7/1/18

4 10 Mer 99 127,652$          91,319$         Arboleda Road Freeway 12/15/11 4/6/12 100 4/1/15 5/2/15 67 5/1/16 7/2/16

5 10 Mer 99 76,611$            65,869$         Freeway Upgrade & Plainsburg 
Road I/C 2/23/12 7/12/12 100 7/1/15 6/20/15 31 8/1/16 7/20/16

6 03 Sac 99 7,446$              5,806$           Add Aux Lane Calvine to North 
of Mack Rd on 99 2/25/10 6/23/10 100 10/1/12 2/15/13 100 10/1/14 10/15/14

7 03 Sac 99 29,619$            18,529$         SR 99/Elverta Rd. Interchange 2/23/12 5/28/12 100 2/1/14 12/1/13 95 L 7/1/14 3/11/16

8 10 SJ 99 214,458$          132,256$       SR 99 (South Stockton) 
Widening 6/27/12 10/16/12 100 6/1/16 3/5/16 28 2/1/17 12/5/17

     SR 99 Widening in Manteca and San Joaquin - Corridor Project

3,600$              -$                  Corridor PAED (EA 0E610)

42,100$            36,644$         Corridor Project #2 (EA 0E611) 12/15/11 3/27/12 100 7/1/14 7/1/14 62

46,450$            40,753$         Corridor Project #2 (EA 0E612) 1/25/12 6/27/12 100 10/1/14 4/1/15 31

63,730$            12,143$         Corridor Project #3 (EA 0E613) 6/27/12 10/11/12 100 10/1/15 10/1/15 31

155,880$          89,540$         Corridor Summary 10/1/15 10/1/15 7/1/17 7/1/17

10 03 Sut 99 31,082$            19,264$         SR 99 / Riego Road Interchange 3/29/12 10/1/12 100 1/15/15 1/15/15 41 1/15/17 1/15/17

06 Fre 
Mad

9 10 SJ 99

2 99
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11 03 Sut 99 56,725$            53,211$         Sutter 99 Segment 2 1/13/10 7/14/10 100 12/1/15 12/1/15 52 12/1/17 12/1/17

     Los Molinos - Staged Construction Project

Stage #1 1/13/10 5/5/10 100 12/31/12 4/20/11 100

Stage #2 1/25/12 5/31/12 100 12/31/12 5/15/13 100

588$                 -$                  Enhancements

7,574$              4,705$           Corridor Summary 12/31/12 12/2/13 12/2/14 11/14/14

     Goshen to Kingsburg 6-Lane - Corridor Project

101,315$          86,545$         Goshen to Kingsburg 6-Lane 5/20/10 1/4/11 100 8/1/14 8/1/14 64

4,944$              4,944$           Landscape Mitigation 6/27/12 10/1/12 100 8/1/19 8/1/18 52

106,259$          91,489$         Corridor Summary 8/1/19 8/1/18 5/1/21 10/1/20

     SR 99 projects amended into program using project cost/award savings

14 03 Sut 99 18,233$            16,333$         SR 99/113 Interchange 6/27/12 10/16/12 100 12/1/14 12/1/14 73 12/1/16 12/2/16

15 06 Tul 99 51,107$            45,327$         Tulare to Goshen 6 Ln 6/27/12 12/7/12 100 7/1/15 7/1/15 23 12/31/17 12/31/17

16 06 Ker 99 29,372$            26,622$         South Bakersfield Widening 6/27/12 10/24/12 100 11/15/14 9/1/14 35 11/15/16 3/1/16

17 10 Sta 99 42,849$            33,401$         Kiernan IC 6/27/12 11/27/12 100 9/1/15 9/1/15 10 L 2/1/16 11/30/17

18 06 Ker 99 11,428$            10,228$         North Bakersfield Widening 10/24/12 2/21/12 100 12/1/13 3/1/14 8 L 12/1/15 3/1/16

19 10 Mer 99 65,880$            46,521$         Merced Atwater Expwy Ph 1A 3/5/13 6/12/13 100 2/1/16 2/1/16 10 12/1/16 7/1/18

20 3 Sac 99 8,981$              5,000$           Elk Grove Blvd SR99 IC 3/5/13 5/1/13 100 7/1/14 7/1/14 1 L 12/1/14 12/1/15

21 3 Sac 99 2,400$              1,500$           Elkhorn Blvd IC 5/7/13 7/1/13 100 12/1/13 12/1/13 2 12/1/14 5/1/16

22 10 Sta 99 61,171$            43,800$         Pelandale Ave IC 10/8/13 12/12/13 12/1/16 12/1/16 12/1/18 12/1/18

1,318,213$       962,539$       

6,986$              4,705$           

Total Cost

13 06 Tul 99

12 02 Teh 99
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Within Budget Conditions
 G  Estimated cost < or = budget

Post Vote STIP costs; No CTC action required Known cost overrun conditions
 S   Estimated cost STIP funds > 120% budget  P   Actual cost STIP funds > 100% budget
 B   Estimated cost BOND funds > 100% budget  B   Actual cost BOND funds > 100% budget
 O   Estimated cost LOCAL funds > 100% budget  L   Actual cost LOCAL funds > 100% budget

# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

1 03 But 99 Butte SR 99 Chico Auxilliary Lanes - Phase II Caltrans 4,394$            3,251$             G 26,800$           16,923$            G 

     Island Park 6-Lane - Corridor Project

Corridor Project #1 (EA 44261) Caltrans 3,499$            3,313$            17,270$           16,914$           

Corridor Project #2 (EA 44262) Caltrans 7,500$            2,967$            47,613$           16,166$           

Corridor Summary 10,999$           6,280$             G 64,883$           33,080$            G 

3 06 Mad 99 Reconstruct Interchange at Avenue 12 Caltrans 6,800$            1,769$             G 49,402$           7,853$             G 

4 10 Mer 99 Arboleda Road Freeway Caltrans 12,000$           4,336$             G 78,360$           42,106$            G 

5 10 Mer 99 Freeway Upgrade & Plainsburg Road I/C Caltrans 8,300$            2,213$             G 53,098$           11,567$            G 

6 03 Sac 99 Add Aux Lane Calvine to North of Mack Rd on 99 Caltrans 750$               741$                G 5,506$            5,098$             G 

7 03 Sac 99 SR 99/Elverta Rd. Interchange Sac Co -$                    -$                     G 23,819$           16,214$            G 

8 10 SJ 99 SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening Caltrans 15,500$           3,175$             G 113,958$         19,926$            G 

    Manteca Widening - Corridor Project

Corridor PAED PHASE (EA 0E610)

Corridor Project #1 (EA 0E611) Caltrans 5,000$            2,833$            31,644$           14,188$           

Corridor Project #2 (EA 0E612) Caltrans 7,000$            2,179$            31,543$           6,737$            

Corridor Project #3 (EA 0E613) Caltrans 7,500$            1,270$            29,481$           5,986$            

Corridor Summary 19,500$           6,282$             G 92,668$           26,911$            G 

10 03 Sut 99 SR 99 / Riego Road Interchange Caltrans 3,500$            1,538$             G 20,062$           7,945$             G 

11 03 Sut 99 Sutter 99 Segment 2 Caltrans 8,500$            6,553$             G 43,731$           36,000$            G 

12 02 Teh 99 Los Molinos (Stage 1&2) Caltrans 838$               262$                G 4,723$            2,806$             G 

     Goshen to Kingsburg 6-Ln - Corridor Project

Goshen to Kingsburg 6-Ln Caltrans 13,000$           9,293$             G 75,863$           44,549$            G 

Landscape Mitigation Caltrans 700$               306$                G 3,752$            1,435$             G 

Corridor Summary 13,700$           9,599$             G 79,615$           45,984$            G 

     SR 99 projects amended into program using project cost/award savings

14 3 Sut 99 SR 99/113 Interchange Caltrans 2,500$            908$                G 13,833$           8,487$             G 

15 6 Tul 99 Tulare to Goshen 6 Ln Caltrans 6,600$            1,931$             G 38,727$           7,742$             G 

16 6 Ker 99 South Bakersfield Widening Caltrans 3,800$            1,356$             G 22,822$           5,976$             G 

17 10 Sta 99 Kiernan IC Sta Cty -$                    -$                     G 33,401$           5,308$             G 

18 6 Ker 99 North Bakersfield Widening Caltrans 1,700$            51$                  G 8,528$            17$                  G 

19 10 Mer 99 Merced Atwater Expwy Ph 1A MCAG -$                    -$                     G 46,521$           3,745$             G 

20 3 Sac 99 Elk Grove Blvd SR99 IC Elk Grove -$                    -$                     G 6,896$            29$                  G 

13 06 Tul 99

999 10 SJ

(3b) State Route 99 Bond Program Project Expenditure Report
First Quarter FY 2013-14

Project Construction (1,000's)

Capital

Fre 992 06

Support 
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# D CO RTE PROJECT DESCRIPTION Agency  Appd  Exp  Appd  Exp 

Project Construction (1,000's)

CapitalSupport 

21 3 Sac 99 Elkhorn Blvd IC Sacramento -$                    -$                     G 1,800$            -$                     G 

22 10 Sta 99 Pelandate Avenue IC Modesto -$                    -$                     G 43,800$           -$                     G 
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Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program Status 
First Quarter Fiscal Year 2013-14 

 
The purpose of this report is to provide 
information on program delivery status of the 
Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program 
(LBSRP) for the 479 bridges adopted by the 
California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) on May 28, 2007.  
 
In previous quarterly reports, we have 
reported changes that had reduced the 
number of bond funded bridges to 421. This 
Quarter Nevada County has requested to 
withdraw two of their bridges adopted by the 
Commission since they no longer need bond 
fund; therefore, this report reflect the program 
delivery of 419 bond funded bridges from here 
on. 
 
The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air 
Quality and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 
(Prop 1B) provides $125 million of state 
matching funds to complete LBSRP.  The Prop 
1B LBSRP budget of $125 million is to be 
allocated to provide the 11.47 percent required 
local match for right of way and construction 
phases of the remaining seismic retrofit work on 
local bridges, ramps, and overpasses, and 
includes $2.5 million set aside for bond 
administrative costs.  An additional $32.9 million 
of state funds has been identified to cover the 
non-federal match.  These funds are available 
through an exchange of a portion of local funds 
received from the federal Highway Bridge 
Program (HBP).  These funds are available to 
accommodate the current $10.9 million shortfall 
in required local match.  Consistent with the 

Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA) 
Guidelines adopted by the Commission, the 
Department sub-allocates bond funds on a first 
come, first serve basis for new phases of right of 
way and construction work. 

 
The Commission has allocated $13.5 million, 
$21 million, $12.2 million, 5.2 million, and $4.1 
million bond funds for Fiscal Years (FYs) 2007-
08, 2008-09, 2009-10, 2011-12, and 2012-13 
respectively.  The Department did not request a 
bond allocation from the Commission for FY 
2010-11. The bond funds allocated by the 
Commission are available for sub-allocation in 
one fiscal year.  Therefore, bond funds that were 
not sub-allocated from any of the previous FYs 
will be available for future years.  Consistent 
with the LBSRA Guidelines, the Department has 
exchanged $24.3 million of the local share of 
funds received through the federal HBP for state 
funds to accommodate local non-federal match 
needs for Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) and 
other bridges.  To date, $21.3 million of State 
match funds and $37.6 million of seismic bond 
funds have been sub-allocated to local agency 
bridges for a total of $58.9 million. 
 

The match needs for FY 2010/11 projects used 
state funds remaining from the exchange 
mentioned above. These funds will expire by 
June 31, 2014 if not expended. 

 
 This report satisfies the Commission’s quarterly 
reporting requirement for Proposition 1B 
Quarterly Report on the LBSRP.
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Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program Progress Report

Overall Bond Program Status 

 
To date, pre-strategy work has been 
completed on 418 bridges, the design phase 
has been completed on 328 bridges, 
construction is underway on 99 bridges, and 
retrofit is complete on 229 bridges. 
 

Progress of LBSRP is tracked based on 
the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY).  
 

FFY 2013 Bond Program Accomplishments 

 

Progress continues to be made to deliver 
and implement the LBSRP. 
 
Local agencies have identified 11 bridges 
to be delivered in FFY 2013.  
 
As of September 30, 2013, the 
Department has sub-allocated $3.95 
million of bond funds and 0.75 million of 
state funds (based on projects authorized) 
in FFY 2013.   
 
 
Fourth Quarter FFY 2013 Milestones Met  
 
The following bridges completed major project 
delivery milestones in the last quarter: 
 
Local 
Agency 

Br. No. Project Milestone 

Nevada County 17C0045 Hischdale Rd, over Truckee River Removed 

Nevada County 17C0046 Hirschdale Rd, over UP RR Removed 

Imperial County 58C0092 Araz Road Bridge over all 
American Canal 

No Retrofit 
Needed 

Monterey County 44C0009 Nacimiento Lake Dr over San 
Antonio River 

Move to Right of 
Way 

City of Indio 56C0283 S/B Indio Blvd, over UPRR Move to 
Construction 

Los Angeles  53C1875 Avenue 26 over Arroyo Seco 
Channel 

Move to Right of 
Way 

San Francisco 
County 
Transportation 
Authority 

34U0003 
Reconstruct on/off ramps on east 
side of Yerba Buena Island 
Tunnel at SFOBB 

Move to 
Construction 

Union City 33C0111 Decoto Rd, over Alameda Creek  Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 39C0250 MCCabe Rd,over California 

Aqueduct  
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 39C0252 Butts Rd, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 39C0314 Mervel Ave California Aqueduct Move to 

Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0140 West Shields Ave, Over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0141 North Russell Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0143 Nees Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0156 Jayne Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0159 MT Whitney Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0173 Manning Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0245 West Panoche Rd, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0370 Clarkson Ave. over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0371 El Dorado Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 42C0425 Gale Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 45C0071 Avenal Cutoff, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 45C0123 Plymouth Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 45C0124 30th Ave, over California Aqueduct Move to 

Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 45C0125 Quail Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resources 50C0123 Old River Road, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resource 54C0449 Ranchero St, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resource 54C0451 Mesquite St, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resource 54C0452 Maple Ave, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resource 54C0495 Goodwin DR, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 

Department of 
Water Resource 54C0496 Duncan Rd, over California 

Aqueduct 
Move to 
Construction 
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Program Management

 
The following table shows the list of LBSRP bridges that are programmed for delivery in  
FFY 2013.  Each project in the LBSRP is monitored at the component level for potential scope, 
cost, and schedule changes to ensure timely delivery of the full scope as approved and adopted.  
The following projects are locked in for delivery in FFY 2013 and local agencies will not be 
allowed to change their schedules.  Projects programmed in the current FFY, for which federal 
funds are not obligated by end of the FFY, may be removed from fundable element of the Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program at the discretion of the Department. 

 
 

Bridges Programmed in FFY 2013 
 

District Agency Bridge 
Number Description Phase 

Bond 
Amount 

Programmed 

Bond 
Amount 

Sub-
Allocated as 
of 9/30/13 

State Funds 
Sub-

Allocated as 
of 9/30/13 

1 Mendocino 
County 

10C0048 Moore Street over West 
Brunch Russian River 

Right of Way $1,721   

1 Mendocino 
County 

10C0084 School Way over West 
Brunch Russian River 

Construction $445,070   

3 Nevada 
County 

17C0045 Hirschdale Road, over 
Truckee River, at Hinton. 

Right of Way $40,145  Removed 

4 San 
Francisco 

County 
Transportati
on Authority 

01CA0002 On the westbound I-80 
on-ramp, 250’ from 

entrance to SFOBB, on 
the west side of Yerba 

Buena Island. 

Right of Way $63,085 $63,085  

4 San 
Francisco 

County 
Transportati
on Authority 

01CA0003 On the East-bound off 
ramp from I-80, 650’ 
West of SFOBB toward 
the end of the off-ramp 
connecting to Treasure 
Island Rd. 

Right of Way $34,410 $34,410  

4 San 
Francisco 

County 
Transportati
on Authority 

YBI1 On east side of the 
Yerba Buena Island 
Tunnel at SFOBB; 
Reconstruct ramps on 
and off of I-80, 

Right of Way $295,352 $209,328  

4 Union City 33C0111 Decoto Road over 
Alameda Creek 

Construction $625,115 $625,115  

4 Vallejo 23C0152 Sacramento Street over 
Navy Railroad 

Right of Way $22,940   

5 Monterey 
County 

44C0009 Nacimiento Lake Drive 
over San Antonio River 

Right of Way $14,510 $14,510  

5 Monterey 
County 

44C0151 Peach Tree Road over, 
Rancho Rico Creek 

Construction $219,651   
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District Agency Bridge 
Number Description Phase 

Bond 
Amount 

Programmed 

Bond 
Amount 

Sub-
Allocated as 
of 9/30/13 

State Funds 
Sub-

Allocated as 
of 9/30/13 

10 Tracy 29C0126 Eleventh Street over, 
United Pacific Railroad 

Construction $2,278,742   

      Total 
 

$4,040,741 $946,448 
 

 

 
Projects on the allocation request that were programmed in the FTIP for FFY2013 that failed to deliver 
 

Programmed Projects that have Advanced Sub-allocation in FFY 2013 

District Agency Bridge 
Number Description Phase 

Bond 
Amount 

Programmed 

Bond 
Amount 

Sub-
Allocated as 

of  
9-30-13 

State 
Funds  
Sub-

Allocated 
as of  

 9-30-13 
07 Carson 53C0459 Wilmington Ave 233, 

over Domingues 
Channel 

Construction $231,045 $231,045  

07 Los Angeles 53C1875 Avenue 26 over Arroyo 
Seco Channel 

Right of 
Way 

$2.294 $2,294  

06 Fresno 42C0281 Sierra Ave over Delta 
Mendota Canal 

Construction $48,568 $48,568  

08 Indio 56C0283 S/B Indio Blvd, over 
UPRR 

Construction $207,710 $207,710  

04 San Francisco 
County 

Transportation 
Authority 

YBI1 On east side of the 
Yerba Buena Island 
Tunnel at SFOBB; 

Reconstruct ramps on 
and off of I-80, 

Construction $2,591,211 $1,841,211 $750,000 

10 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

39C0250 MCCabe Rd, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $12,193 $12,193  

10 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

39C0252 Butts Rd, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $18,501 $18,501  

10 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

39C0314 Mervel Ave California 
Aqueduct 

Construction $33,699 $33,699  

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0140 West Shields Ave, 
Over California 

Aqueduct 

Construction    

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0141 North Russell Ave, 
over California 

Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0143 Nees Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0156 Jayne Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 
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District Agency Bridge 
Number Description Phase 

Bond 
Amount 

Programmed 

Bond 
Amount 

Sub-
Allocated as 

of  
9-30-13 

State 
Funds  
Sub-

Allocated 
as of   

9-30-13 
06 Department of 

Water 
Resource 

42C0159 MT Whitney Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

$501,239 $501,239 

All District 
06 DWR 
bridges 
are one 
contract 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0173 Manning Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resources 

42C0245 West Panoche Rd, 
over California 

Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0370 Clarkson Ave. over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0371 El Dorado Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

42C0425 Gale Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

45C0071 Avenal Cutoff, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

45C0123 Plymouth Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

45C0124 30th Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

45C0125 Quail Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

06 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

50C0123 Old River Road, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction 

08 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

54C0449 Ranchero St, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $28,675 $28,675  

08 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

54C0451 Mesquite St, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $25,521 $23,229  

08 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

54C0452 Maple Ave, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $28,675 $28,675  

08 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

54C0495 Goodwin DR, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $21,506 $12,592  

08 Department of 
Water 

Resource 

54C0496 Duncan Rd, over 
California Aqueduct 

Construction $22,940 $17,400  

        

        

   TOTAL   $3,007,040 $750,000 



California Department of Transportation FY 2013-14 1st Quarter Report 
 

  
Proposition 1B Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program                                                                                  

 Page 6 of 8 

 
Allocation Summary 

 
 Funds allocated for 

FY 2012-13  
Sub-allocation as of 9-30-2013 Remaining 

Allocation for 
FFY 2013  

Projects programmed in FFY 2013 Projects advanced to FFY 2013 
Number of Projects Amount Number of 

projects 
Amount 

Bond $4,040,741 6 $946,448 28 $3,007,040 $87,253 
State $3,707,463* 0 $0 0 $750,000 $2,957,463 
Total $  7,748,204   2 $946,448 28 $279,613 $3,044,716 

*Remaining state allocation carried over from FY 2008-09 
 

LBSRP Bond and State Capital Allocations (millions) 
 

Funds are tracked based on a Federal Fiscal Year.  Sub-Allocation is based on the approved program supplement. 
The projected bond fund is lowered due to use of toll credit instead of bond match for R/W phase of 6th street in City of Los 
Angeles. 
* Projection is based on LA-ODIS information for fourth quarter of FFY 2012-13. These Projections are not financially 
constraint and should not be used for budgeting purposes. High cost projects programmed after FY 2011-12 will be cash 
managed since there is not sufficient federal fund to fully fund these projects. Therefore the need for bond funds matching 
federal funds for these cash managed projects will be well beyond 2016 federal fiscal year. 
** State allocation of $24.30 million must be expended by June 30, 2014. 
 

Number of Bond Funded Bridges by Phase 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

07-08 08-09 09-10 10-11 11-12 12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 Total 
Baseline (State, Bond) $24.40 $16.50 $24.50 $20.60 $22.80 $21.70 $20.10 $3.70 $0.00 $154.30   
Projection (State, Bond)*  $13.50 $16.00 $16.00 $4.40 $4.10 $4.20 $10.80 $24.60 $39.80 $133.40   
Allocated (Bond) $13.50 $21.00 $12.20 $0.00 $5.20 $4.10       $56.00   
Sub-Allocated (Bond) $13.30 $4.40 $12.20 $0.00 $3.70 $4.00       $37.60   
Allocated (State)** $0.00 $24.30 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00       $24.30   
Sub-Allocated (State) $0.00 $11.67 $4.10  4.37 0.41 0.75       $21.30   
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$180 
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Bond Funds Committed and Expended (millions) 

Component Available CTC Allocated Expended 

LBSRP Bond RW & Const. $122.5 $56.0 $37.6 

State RW & Const. $32.9 $24.3 $21.35 

Total $155.4 $76.20 $58.95 

Bond Administrative Cost $2.5   

 

Status of Local Bridges Identified to Receive Bond Match by Phase of Work 

*In addition to the one bridge in Pre-Strategy phase some agencies have requested to Re-Strategy 

11 bridges that completed their Pre-Strategy phase. Their request is under review. 

Status of phases provided in this table is confirmed by the Department and may be different from the 

attached report, which contains unconfirmed data submitted by local agencies.  

 
 
 

Adjustment to the Number of Local Bridges Identified to Receive Bond Match 

 

Agency Group Number of 
Agencies 

Bridges in 
Pre-

Strategy 

Bridges in 
Post-Strategy 

Bridges in 
Construction Completed Total No. 

Los Angeles Region 
(CITY and County) 2 0 10 9 43 62 

Department of Water 
Resources 1 0  23 0 23 

BART 1 0 0 42 137 179 
San Francisco 

(YBI)   8 1 0 9 

All Other Agencies 59 1* 72 24 49 146 
       

Total 63 1 90 99 229 419 

       
Status per June 31, 

2013 Report 
63 2 118 73 228 421 

Status per Year-End 
Report for 

September 30, 2012 
63 2 121 167 132 422 

Total Bridges 
in the 

Program 

Number of 
Bridges 

Removed 

Number of 
Bridges 
Added 

Responsible Agency 
 

Justification 
 

Remaining 
Bridges in the 
Bond Program 

479 45  Bay Area Rapid Transit 
(BART) 

Funded by other 
sources 

434 

434  8 YBI Project Split 442 
442 2  San Jose Bridges Demolished 440 
440 1  Monterey County Private Ownership 439 
439 3  Santa Barbara Private Ownership 436 

436 1  Department of Water 
Resources 

Private Ownership 435 

435 2  Los Angeles County Previously Completed 433 
433 1  Los Angeles County Private Ownership 432 
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419 Bridges Remaining in the Program – 229 Bridges Completed = 190 Bridges in Progress 

Total Bridges 
in the 

Program 

Number of 
Bridges 

Removed 

Number of 
Bridges 
Added 

Responsible Agency 
 

Justification 
 

Remaining 
Bridges in the 
Bond Program 

432 1  Merced County Being replaced under a 
different program 

431 

431 1  Peninsula Joint Powers 
Board 

Funded by other 
sources 

430 

430 2  Lassen County 
Funded by other 

sources 428 

428 1  Santa Barbra County 
Funded by other 

sources 427 

427 1  Santa Clara County 
Funded by other 

sources 426 

426 2  City of Oakland 
Funded by other 

sources 
 

424 

424 2  BART 
BART 4 contracts was 

not award on time 422 

422 1  City of Larkspur 
Funded by other 

sources 421 

421 2  Nevada County 
Funded by other 

sources 419 
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01 Humboldt County 04C0007 Bald Hills Road $2,294 $712,000 10/30/07 12/25/10 4/7/10 12/31/13    95% Construction   
01 Humboldt County 04C0055 Mattole Road (Honeydew) $3,441 $688,200 9/30/98 2/28/15 5/30/15 10/17/16  40% Design    
01 Humboldt County 04C0104 Waddington Road $1,147 $160,000 9/30/98 9/30/11 12/31/13 10/17/14   80% ROW   
01 Humboldt County 04C0207 Williams Creek Road $4,588 $140,080 9/30/98 9/10/10 5/16/11 3/1/13 Project Complete   
01 Mendocino County 10C0034 Eureka Hill Road $17,205 $449,624 4/5/10 6/27/14 11/21/14 11/30/15  37% Design    
01 Mendocino County 10C0048 Moore Street $5,735 $256,928 1/14/09 10/31/13 2/28/14 11/17/14  79% Design    
01 Mendocino County 10C0084 School Way $34,200 $482,007 11/24/09 11/22/13 11/29/13 10/30/15  91% Design 75% ROW   
02 Lassen County 07C0070 Road306/Cappezolli $0 $0 Bridge Removed

02 Lassen County 07C0088 County Road 417 $0 $0 Bridge Removed

02 Redding 06C0108L Cypress Avenue West Bound $0 $114,700 6/18/02 11/1/06 11/1/06 ▲ Project Complete   
02 Redding 06C0108R Cypress Avenue East Bound $0 $114,700 11/1/06 11/1/06 ▲ Project Complete   
02 Tehama County 08C0008 Evergreen Road $12,000 $688,200 4/1/14 7/1/14 7/1/14 10/31/16 75% Strategy     
02 Tehama County 08C0009 Bowman Road $9 000 $1 123 900 3/25/97 8/30/12 8/30/12 10/30/13   65% Construction   0 e a a Cou ty 08C0009 o a oad $9,000 $1,123,900   

02 Tehama County 08C0043 Jellys Ferry Road $11,000 $974,950 6/30/98 2/6/15 2/27/15 6/12/18  75% Design    

03 Butte County 12C0120 Ord Ferry Road $3,000 $1,525,510 12/15/09 2/29/12 2/29/12 6/30/15    63% Construction   
03 Nevada County 17C0045 Hirschdale Road $0 $0 Bridge Removed

03 Nevada County 17C0046 Hirschdale Road $0 $0 Bridge Removed

03 Placer County 19C0060 Auburn-Foresthill Road $0 $5,558,133 6/24/08 12/31/09 10/15/09 3/1/14    87% Construction   
03 Yolo County 22C0074 County Road 57 $2,556 $225,697 ▲ 9/9/09 12/30/08 ▲ Project Complete   
04 Alameda 33C0230 Ballena Boulevard $0 $62,309 5/14/07 5/16/07 ▲ Project Complete   
04 Alameda County 33C0026 High Street $0 $121,194 6/30/97 ▲ ▲ ▲ Project Complete   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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04 Alameda County 33C0027 Park Street $0 $91,211 6/30/97 ▲ ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
04 Alameda County 33C0147 Fruitvale Avenue $0 $52,906 6/30/97 7/25/11 7/15/10 9/30/14    98% Construction   
04 Alameda County 33C0237 Elgin Street $0 $8,819 6/30/97 ▲ ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
04 Antioch 28C0054 Wilbur Avenue $0 $917,600 2/29/12 2/15/12 1/15/15    50% Construction   
04 Concord 28C0442 Marsh Drive $0 $506,928 7/30/97 1/1/14 2/3/14 5/1/15  93% Design 16% ROW   
04 Fairfax 27C0144 Creek Road $0 $22,366 2/1/14 1/2/16 No R/W 4/1/17 Request Re-Strategy   
04 Fremont 33C0128 Niles Boulevard $0 $973,516 6/9/99 12/31/13 12/31/13 9/30/15  95% Design 95% ROW   
04 Healdsburg 20C0065 Healdsburg Avenue $5,735 $244,311 6/30/99 1/31/14 4/30/14 12/18/15  75% Design 10% ROW   
04 Larkspur 27C0150 Alexander Avenue $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 Oakland 33C0030 Embarcadero Street $0 $1,697,560 6/30/97 12/31/13 6/30/13 12/31/15  99% Design    
04 Oakland 33C0148 23rd Avenue $5,735 $705,515 6/30/97 9/30/14 6/30/14 12/31/15  90% Design    
04 Oakland 33C0178 Park Boulevard $0 $95,186 6/30/97 6/30/10 7/31/10 12/31/13    95% Construction   
04 Oakland 33C0179 Park Boulevard $0 $95,186 6/30/97 6/30/10 7/31/10 12/31/13    95% Construction   

  04 Oakland 33C0180 Park Boulevard $0 $95,186 6/30/97 6/30/10 7/31/10 12/31/13    95% Construction   
04 Oakland 33C0181 East 14th Street $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 Oakland 33C0182 East 12th Street $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 Oakland 33C0202 Hegenberger Road $0 $1,126,462 6/30/97 1/31/12 3/31/12 12/31/13    75% Construction   
04 Oakland 33C0215 Leimert Boulevard $28,675 $557,968 12/15/14 4/15/16 9/15/16 4/15/18 Request Re-Strategy   
04 Oakland 33C0238 Campus Drive $0 $176,811 6/30/97 2/28/11 3/23/11 12/31/13 Project Complete   
04 Oakland 33C0253 Coliseum Way $0 $414,108 6/30/97 3/31/11 6/29/11 12/31/13    75% Construction   
04 Orinda 28C0330 Miner Road $3,854 $141,091 3/15/06 4/30/14 4/30/14 12/31/14  80% Design 10% ROW   
04 Orinda 28C0331 Bear Creek Road $0 $11,929 6/10/97 6/30/14 9/30/14 9/30/16  50% Design    

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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04 Peninsula Joint Powers Board 34C0051 Quint Street $0 $341,473 8/31/01 4/1/14 No R/W 10/1/15  35% Design    
04 Peninsula Joint Powers Board 34C0052 Jerrold Avenue $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 Peninsula Joint Powers Board 35C0087 Tilton Avenue $0 $69,837 8/31/01 9/30/09 12/31/11 Project Complete   
04 Peninsula Joint Powers Board 35C0090 Santa Inez Avenue $0 $104,756 8/31/01 9/30/09 12/31/11 Project Complete   
04 Peninsula Joint Powers Board 35C0091 East Poplar Avenue $0 $120,275 8/31/01 9/30/09 12/31/11 Project Complete   
04 Peninsula Joint Powers Board 35C0161 Southern Pacific Transportation 

Company $0 $93,116 8/31/01 9/30/09 12/31/11 Project Complete   
04 Pittsburg 28C0165 North Parkside Drive $0 $57,400 7/20/12 1/31/14 11/1/13 5/2/14 Design Phase Started   
04 San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 

Transit District
BART 
Various

BART 1: Projects authorized in FFY 
2008/09 and prior (83 Bridges) $636,279 $7,396,281

3/30/06 4/30/10 7/30/10 ▲ Project Complete   

04 San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District

BART 
Various

BART 2: R-Line North Aerials over 
Public Road (28 Bridges) $0 $703,455 1/13/14    80% Construction   

04 San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District

BART 
Various

BART 3:  A-Line South Aerials over 
Public Roads (21 Bridges) $0 $382,357 6/30/14    85% Construction   

04 San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District

BART 
Various

BART 4: A-Line Stations over Public 
Roads (2 Bridges) $0 $0 Bridge Removed

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid BART BART 5: A-Line North Aerials over   04 San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District

BART 
Various

BART 5: A-Line North Aerials over 
public Roads (46 Bridges) $0 $818,793 5/30/15    95% Construction   

04 San Francisco Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District 33C0321 West Oakland Pier 110 to Transbay 

Tube Portal $0 $118,345 ▲ Project Complete   

04 San Francisco County 
Transportation Authority 01CA0001 West Bound SFOBB on ramp West of 

Yerba Buena Island $63,085 $2,471,629 9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA0002 West Bound I-80 on ramp West of 

Yerba Buena Island $34,410 $1,096,115 9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA0003 East Bound I-80 off ramp connecting to 

Treasure Island Road $0 $223,487
9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA0004 Treasure Island Road West of SFOBB $0 $264,672 9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA0006 Hillcrest Road West of Yerba Buena 

Island $0 $65,450 9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA0008 Treasure Island road West of SFOBB $0 $35,119 9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA007A Treasure Island Road West of SFOBB $0 $46,294 9/30/11 6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 01CA007B Treasure Isand Road west of SFOBB $530,040 $8,892,959 9/30/11 3/29/13 3/29/13 6/30/16 Waiting Award   

04 San Francisco County 
Transporation Authority 34U0003 Ramps on East side of Yerba Buena 

Island Tunnel at SFOBB on/off of I-80 $0 $47,890
6/30/14 6/30/14 12/30/16  40% Design 40% ROW   

04 San Francisco International 
Airport 35C0133 Departing Flight Traffic $0 $1,467,021 8/30/08 1/30/09 ▲ Project Complete   

04 San Jose 37C0052L Southwest Expressway $0 $35,678 2/12/08 ▲ Project Complete   
04 San Jose 37C0299 Belt (Auzerias Street) $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 San Jose 37C0300 Belt/Pipe(Auzerias & Del Monte) $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 San Jose 37C0701 East Julian Street $0 $83,164 8/31/07 4/10/08 ▲ Project Complete   
04 San Jose 37C0732 East William Street $0 $15,762 8/31/07 4/10/08 ▲ Project Complete   
04 Santa Clara County 37C0121 Shoreline Boulevard $0 $54,107 4/5/02 12/31/06 ▲ Project Complete   
04 Santa Clara County 37C0159 Alamitos Road $0 $0 Bridge Removed

04 Santa Clara County 37C0173 Aldercroft Heights Road $0 $93,460 2/28/02 1/30/06 ▲ Project Complete   
04 Santa Clara County 37C0183 Central & Lawrence Expressway $0 $82,549 12/31/02 12/31/06 ▲ Project Complete   
04 Sonoma County 20C0005 Geysers Road $11,370 $572,016 6/1/08 12/1/14 12/1/14 11/1/15  10% Design    
04 Sonoma County 20C0017 Watmaugh Road $22,740 $562,639 6/1/08 6/1/15 12/1/15 5/1/17  10% Design    
04 Sonoma County 20C0018 Bohemian Highway $57,028 $2,992,454 1/1/08 5/1/16 5/1/16 10/15/17  5% Design    
04 Sonoma County 20C0139 Wohler Road $22,740 $562,639 12/30/97 12/1/14 12/1/14 11/1/15  50% Design    
04 Sonoma County 20C0141 Annapolis Road $0 $154,327 12/30/97 2/1/08 12/1/07 11/1/11 Project Complete   
04 Sonoma County 20C0155 Wohler Road $4,548 $465,115 1/1/08 12/1/13 12/1/13 10/1/14  15% Design    

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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04 Sonoma County 20C0242 Chalk Hill Road $11,370 $574,705 6/1/20 6/1/22 1/1/23 11/1/23 Request Re-Strategy   
04 Sonoma County 20C0248 Lambert Bridge Road $11,370 $572,016 9/30/11 9/30/15 9/30/15 10/1/16 Design Phase Started   
04 Sonoma County 20C0262 Boyes Boulevard $56,850 $581,394 9/30/99 6/1/15 6/1/15 7/1/16  50% Design    
04 Sonoma County 20C0407 West Dry Creek Road $11,370 $572,016 6/1/09 12/1/16 12/1/16 10/1/17 Design Phase Started   
04 Union City 33C0111 Decoto Road $0 $626,147 4/7/09 6/30/13 6/30/13 10/1/14 Waiting Award   
04 Union City 33C0223 Whipple Road $0 $94,607 4/7/09 10/29/10 3/1/11 4/15/13 Project Complete   
04 Vallejo 23C0152 Sacramento Street $0 $219,000 8/1/12 12/1/15 No R/W 12/1/16 Design Phase Started   
05 King City 44C0059 First Street $0 $39,342 2/4/08 ▲ Project Complete   
05 Monterey County 44C0009 Nacimiento Lake Drive $14,510 $402,597 2/2/98 12/31/13 1/29/14 11/27/15  89% Design 7% ROW   
05 Monterey County 44C0099 Boronda Road $24,087 $508,121 1/28/98 12/31/14 12/31/14 12/31/15  35% Design    
05 Monterey County 44C0115 Schulte Road $0 $508,121 ▲ 6/30/11 12/15/13    99% Construction   
05 Monterey County 44C0151 Peach Tree Road $5,735 $215,063 1/16/98 12/15/13 12/31/13 12/31/14  70% Design 10% ROW   
05 Monterey County 44C0158 Lonoak Road $0 $247 509 9/16/98 9/30/12 9/30/12 11/30/13 Project Complete   y y $0 $247,509   
05 Montery County 44C0042 Union Pacific Railroad & Amtrak $0 $0 Bridge Removed

05 San Benito County 43C0027 Panoche Road $0 $7,433 4/1/09 11/30/13 2/17/14 11/12/14  95% Design    
05 San Benito County 43C0043 Lone Tree Road $0 $194,891 3/31/07 4/30/09 Project Complete   
05 San Luis Obispo County 49C0338 Moonstone Beach $0 $68,034 4/7/08 8/21/09 Project Complete   
05 Santa Barbara 51C0144 Southern Pacific Transportation 

Company $0 $0 Bridge Removed

05 Santa Barbara 51C0146 Union Pacific Railroad & Amtrak $0 $0 Bridge Removed

05 Santa Barbara 51C0150 Union Pacific Railroad & Amtrak $0 $0 Bridge Removed

05 Santa Barbara 51C0250 Chapala Street $0 $0 Bridge Removed

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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05 Santa Barbara County 51C0001 Cathedral Oaks Road $0 $286,750 7/30/08 3/15/14 3/15/14 10/16/15  90% Design 95% ROW   
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0002 San Marcos Road $0 $109,874 3/30/08 9/30/11 5/31/11 5/30/12 Project Complete   
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0006 Floradale Avenue $29,822 $1,243,578 3/30/97 8/15/14 2/18/15 9/16/16  80% Design    
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0014 Jalama Road $0 $73,497 ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0016 Jalama Road $0 $55,842 ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0017 Jalama Road $9,176 $453,065 7/30/08 3/31/14 3/31/14 6/30/15  80% Design    
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0018 Union Pacific Railroad & Amtrak $3,952 $138,000 7/30/08 2/29/12 2/29/12 3/31/13 Project Complete   
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0039 Rincon Hill Road $5,735 $79,946 7/30/08 12/2/13 1/6/14 7/7/14  85% Design    
05 Santa Barbara County 51C0173 Santa Rosa Road $6,804 $223,376 7/30/06 6/1/11 2/28/11 9/3/13 Project Complete   
05 Santa Cruz 36C0103 Soquel Drive $0 $17,205 6/30/10 4/1/13 3/31/14 Waiting Award   
05 Santa Cruz 36C0108 Murray Avenue $38,540 $1,065,678 2/1/99 6/30/14 6/30/14 4/30/16  80% Design 50% ROW   
05 Solvang 51C0008 Alisal Road $0 $65,000 3/31/97 4/18/14 No R/W 6/26/15  50% Design    
06 Bakersfield 50C0021L Manor Street North Bound $0 $298 220 6/13/14 8/31/15 No R/W 6/1/17 40% Strategy     $0 $298,220
06 Bakersfield 50C0021R Manor Street South Bound $0 $298,220 6/13/14 8/31/15 No R/W 6/1/17 40% Strategy     
06 Department of Water Resources 42C0140 West Shields Avenue $0 $22,940 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0141 North Russell Avenue $0 $22,940 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0143 West Nees Avenue $0 $22,940 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0156 West Jayne Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0159 West Mount Whitney Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0173 West Manning Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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06 Department of Water Resources 42C0245 West Panoche Road $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0370 West Clarkson Avenue $0 $22,940 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0371 South El Dorado Avenue $0 $22,940 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 42C0425 West Gale Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 45C0071 Avenal Cutoff $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 45C0123 Plymouth Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 45C0124 30th Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 45C0125 Quail Avenue $0 $18,352 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

06 Department of Water Resources 50C0113 Elk Hills Road $0 $0 Bridge Removed

06 Department of Water Resources 50C0123 Old River Road $0 $17,205 11/1/07 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   
06 Fresno County 42C0098 South Calaveras Avenue $0 $30 923 ▲ ▲ Project Complete   06 Fresno County 42C0098 South Calaveras Avenue $0 $30,923 ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
06 Fresno County 42C0280 West Althea Avenue $0 $0 5/25/12 5/25/12 5/25/12 Project Complete   
06 Fresno County 42C0281 West Sierra Avenue $0 $48,633 8/11/11 9/16/13 No R/W 6/30/14 Waiting Award   
06 Tulare County 46C0027 Avenue 416 $0 $521,885 6/30/08 3/1/12 7/31/12 3/14/14    70% Construction   
07 Los Angeles 53C0045 Beverly-First Street $0 $848,780 4/3/03 6/30/14 No R/W 3/20/17  70% Design    
07 Los Angeles 53C0096 Fletcher Drive $0 $1,102,920 7/21/03 5/30/08 8/30/13 Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles 53C0784 At&Sf RR $0 $0 Bridge Removed

07 Los Angeles 53C0859 North Spring Street $0 $229,400 1/5/04 7/31/12 6/30/12 10/31/16    8% Construction   
07 Los Angeles 53C0884 Ocean Boulevard $0 $0 Bridge Removed

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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07 Los Angeles 53C1010 North Main Street $0 $965,295 12/27/02 4/3/09 3/31/15    50% Construction   
07 Los Angeles 53C1184 4th Street $0 $290,191 2/28/08 12/1/08 12/28/12 Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles 53C1335 Tampa Avenue $0 $59,644 1/23/03 11/15/07 12/31/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles 53C1362 Vanowen Street $0 $208,750 4/2/03 2/28/08 3/1/08 4/15/14    60% Construction   
07 Los Angeles 53C1388 Winnetka Ave $0 $45,306 1/10/05 12/31/07 9/19/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles 53C1875 Avenue 26 $0 $409,953 11/25/02 12/31/13 No R/W 6/30/16  70% Design    
07 Los Angeles 53C1880 Sixth Street $0 $29,740,105 6/30/04 3/31/15 9/30/14 12/31/19  40% Design 5% ROW   
07 Los Angeles 53C1881 Hyperion Avenue $0 $1,220,371 6/30/04 9/30/15 6/30/15 6/28/19  82% Design    
07 Los Angeles 53C1882 Hyperion Avenue $0 $290,191 6/30/04 9/30/15 No R/W 6/28/19  82% Design    
07 Los Angeles 53C1883 Glendale Boulevard $0 $114,700 6/30/04 9/30/15 6/30/15 6/28/19  82% Design    
07 Los Angeles 53C1884 Glendale Boulevard $0 $114,700 6/30/04 9/30/15 6/30/15 6/28/19  82% Design    
07 Los Angeles County 53C0031 Alondra Boulevard $0 $36,476 1/29/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0036 Beverly Boulevard $0 $150,705 4/30/94 2/4/10 10/28/10 ▲ Project Complete   ,
07 Los Angeles County 53C0070 East Fork Road $0 $131,643 7/9/01 10/29/09 4/16/09 5/31/15    16% Construction   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0082 Washington Boulevard $0 $12,815 6/30/96 5/14/08 ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0084 Slauson Avenue $0 $128,805 6/30/96 7/21/08 3/31/14 9/30/16   97% ROW   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0085 Florence Avenue $0 $33,325 4/25/95 7/1/08 7/11/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0106 Imperial Highway $0 $117,037 4/24/01 ▲ ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0138 Union Pacific Railroad $0 $3,766 8/8/01 1/8/08 3/9/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0139 College Park Drive $0 $12,606 5/19/02 1/29/07 6/24/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0178 Valley Boulevard $0 $236,783 ▲ 9/8/08 5/20/09 12/14/11 Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0261 Avalon Boulevard $0 $30,718 11/1/95 5/14/08 ▲ ▲ Project Complete   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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07 Los Angeles County 53C0266 Willow Street $0 $34,103 4/30/95 1/25/07 7/6/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0289 Azusa Avenue $0 $405,399 4/8/97 11/27/07 7/10/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0329 Garey Avenue $0 $30,869 1/28/02 2/5/07 4/24/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0375 Foothill Boulevard $0 $271,470 7/9/01 9/3/09 10/5/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0377 Foothill Boulevard $0 $60,835 5/13/01 10/29/08 2/4/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0445 Slauson Avenue $0 $209,093 8/3/97 2/5/07 12/14/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0458 Union Pacific Railroad $0 $32,388 5/5/02 9/6/07 4/24/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0459 Wilmington Avenue 223 $0 $231,045 5/29/01 ▲ 3/24/09 10/15/14 Waiting Award   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0471 Washington Boulavard $0 $62,400 5/29/01 9/6/07 4/25/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0495 Irwindale Avenue $0 $12,150 5/29/01 2/5/07 6/29/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0531 Atchinson, Topeka, & Sante Fe 

Railroad $0 $89,294 10/14/97 12/18/08 4/10/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0575 Artesia Boulevard $0 $60,486 7/9/01 2/11/07 7/3/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0590 Union Pacific Railroad $0 $8 592 10/14/97 12/22/08 5/27/09 ▲ Project Complete   g y $0 $8,592 j p   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0592 Cherry Avenue $0 $7,833 10/14/97 12/27/07 5/5/08 9/29/09 Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0594 Long Beach Boulevard $0 $18,015 4/20/02 2/5/07 4/9/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0596 Atchinson, Topeka, & Santa Fe 

Railroad $0 $16,151 5/23/01 10/3/07 7/29/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0599 Alameda Street $0 $120,320 ▲ 7/27/10 10/27/10 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0671 Azusa Canyon Road $0 $12,540 4/30/01 1/28/07 6/29/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0807 Avenue T $0 $126,437 5/23/01 10/3/07 4/24/08 ▲ Project Complete   

07 Los Angeles County 53C0810 Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company Railroad $0 $15,088

5/5/02 7/21/08 4/10/09 5/10/11 Project Complete   

07 Los Angeles County 53C0864 Martin Luther King Junior Avenue $0 $51,404 5/12/02 1/28/07 9/18/07 ▲ Project Complete   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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07 Los Angeles County 53C0867 Soto Street $0 $357,666 7/21/96 10/3/07 4/25/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0885 Long Beach Freeway $0 $29,393 10/29/00 10/3/07 7/7/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0890L Queens Way-South Bound $0 $275,317 4/30/02 7/7/03 7/7/08 1/31/14    90% Construction   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0890R Queens Way-South Bound $0 $275,317 4/30/02 7/7/03 7/7/08 1/31/14    90% Construction   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0892L Queens Way South Bound $0 $273,821 5/16/01 2/19/07 7/26/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0892R Queens Way North Bound $0 $273,821 5/16/01 2/19/07 7/26/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0897 S.P.T.C. R R $0 $15,990 5/29/01 12/18/08 3/19/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0916 First Street $0 $19,658 1/28/02 2/11/07 8/23/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0918 First Street $0 $19,658 12/29/01 2/11/07 8/23/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0930 9th Street $0 $259,726 8/8/01 2/20/07 9/18/07 12/31/13    95% Construction   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0931 10th Street Off Ramp $0 $654,259 4/8/97 9/6/07 7/10/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0933 7th Street On Ramp $0 $79,055 5/11/03 2/11/07 12/12/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C0934 6th Street Off Ramp $0 $380,774 3/14/97 9/6/07 10/2/07 ▲ Project Complete   ,
07 Los Angeles County 53C0951 Garey Avenue $0 $27,418 1/28/02 2/4/07 4/24/08 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C1403 The Old Road $0 $402,429 ▲ 9/30/14 1/31/15 3/31/17  33% Design    
07 Los Angeles County 53C1577 Oleander Avenue $0 $17,584 4/24/01 1/29/07 6/18/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C1710 Fruitland Avenue $0 $0 Bridge Removed

07 Los Angeles County 53C1829 Oak Grove Drive $0 $242,594 8/12/99 ▲ 6/11/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C1851 Oak Grove Drive $0 $243,263 10/23/99 2/19/07 6/28/07 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C1909 AT & SF Railroad $0 $29,067 5/29/01 5/1/07 2/4/09 ▲ Project Complete   
07 Los Angeles County 53C1915 4th Street $0 $37,502 11/10/98 ▲ ▲ ▲ Project Complete   
08 Barstow 54C0088 North 1st Avenue $0 $350,000 1/1/15 1/1/17 1/1/17 3/1/19 Request Re-Strategy   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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08 Barstow 54C0089 North 1st Avenue $0 $82,010 4/1/14 7/5/15 7/5/15 3/1/17 Request Re-Strategy   
08 Barstow 54C0583 Yucca Street $0 $50,000 4/1/14 12/31/14 12/31/14 12/31/15 Request Re-Strategy   
08 Colton 54C0077 La Cadena Drive $0 $134,199 2/20/97 12/31/14 No R/W 12/31/16  90% Design    
08 Colton 54C0078 La Cadena Drive $0 $14,911 2/20/97 12/31/13 No R/W 8/31/14  95% Design    
08 Colton 54C0079 La Cadena Drive $0 $14,911 2/20/97 12/31/13 No R/W 8/30/14  95% Design    
08 Colton 54C0100 Mount Vernon Avenue $0 $71,285 1/29/93 6/30/14 No R/W 3/31/15  90% Design    
08 Colton 54C0101 Mount Vernon Avenue $0 $19,384 1/29/93 12/31/13 No R/W 12/31/15  90% Design    
08 Colton 54C0375 West C Street $0 $14,911 3/25/97 12/31/13 No R/W 8/30/14  95% Design    
08 Colton 54C0384 C Street $0 $22,366 3/25/97 12/31/13 No R/W 8/30/14  95% Design    
08 Colton 54C0599 Rancho Avenue $0 $14,292 2/20/97 12/31/13 No R/W 8/31/14  95% Design    
08 Department of Water Resources 54C0449 Ranchero Street $0 $28,675 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

08 Department of Water Resources 54C0451 Mesquite Street $0 $17,205 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

08 Department of Water Resources 54C0452 Maple Avenue 11/1/07 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   08 Department of Water Resources 54C0452 Maple Avenue $0 $28,675 11/1/07 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

08 Department of Water Resources 54C0495 Goodwin Drive $0 $17,205 11/1/07 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

08 Department of Water Resources 54C0496 Duncan Road $0 $17,205 11/1/07 3/1/13 6/17/14 waiting Award   
08 Grand Terrace 54C0379 Barton Road $0 $52,188 6/1/97 2/29/12 2/29/12 12/30/14 Waiting Award   
08 Indio 56C0084 Jackson Street $0 $157,218 3/18/97 5/30/11 1/6/14 1/5/15 ROW Started   
08 Indio 56C0283 S/B Indio Blvd. $0 $207,710 8/1/93 5/30/11 1/1/13 11/3/14 Waiting Award   
08 Indio 56C0291 Jackson Street $0 $237,795 3/8/97 1/31/11 12/31/11 3/22/13 Project Complete   
08 Indio 56C0292 North Bound Indio Boulevard $2,294 $125,554 3/18/97 5/30/11 7/14/14 8/4/15   99% ROW   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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08 Lake Elsinore 56C0309 Auto Center Drive $0 $49,206 12/1/14 6/12/15 No R/W 11/17/17 Request Re-Strategy   
08 Loma Linda 54C0130 Anderson Street $0 $25,052 4/22/97 12/31/09 1/24/12 Project Complete   
08 Riverside County 56C0001L South Bound Van Buren Boulevard $0 $1,316,701 4/9/97 6/3/08 6/4/08 1/19/14    92% Construction   
08 Riverside County 56C0001R North Bound Van Buren Boulevard $0 $1,316,701 4/9/97 6/3/08 6/4/08 1/19/14    92% Construction   
08 Riverside County 56C0017 River Road $0 $21,678 8/15/09 4/24/08 3/20/08 11/5/13    99% Construction   
08 Riverside County 56C0071 Mission Boulevard//Buena Vista $57,350 $3,670,400 6/15/16 10/15/17 8/10/17 8/25/20 16% Strategy     
08 San Bernardino 54C0066 Mount Vernon Avenue $0 $3,452,670 6/29/11 8/18/14 1/19/15 4/10/17  5% Design    
10 Department of Water Resources 39C0250 Mccabe Road $0 $17,205 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

10 Department of Water Resources 39C0252 Butts Road $0 $28,675 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   

10 Department of Water Resources 39C0314 Mervel Avenue $0 $22,940 9/1/08 3/1/13 6/17/14 Waiting Award   
10 Merced County 39C0339 Canal School Road $0 $0 Bridge Removed

10 Modesto 38C0050 Carpenter Road $0 $1,187,886 1/1/99 1/27/12 9/30/10 11/1/13    87% Construction   
  10 San Joaquin County 29C0187 Airport Way $0 $420,730 ▲ Project Complete   

10 San Joaquin County 38C0032 Mchenry Avenue $0 $238,576 10/1/14 9/1/14 4/2/18  65% Design    
10 Stanislaus County 38C0003 Santa Fe Avenue $0 $536,796 7/30/02 10/31/14 10/31/14 6/30/16  40% Design    
10 Stanislaus County 38C0004 Hickman Road $0 $820,105 10/1/02 7/1/14 9/1/14 9/30/17  35% Design    
10 Stanislaus County 38C0010 Crows Landing $0 $745,550 5/30/04 6/1/14 6/1/15 10/31/17  55% Design    
10 Stanislaus County 38C0048 Geer Road $0 $141,655 1/30/01 5/31/14 4/30/09 11/30/14 Waiting Award   
10 Stanislaus County 38C0202 Pete Miller Road $0 $44,733 1/30/99 12/31/13 No R/W 10/31/15 Design Phase Started   
10 Stanislaus County 39C0001 River Road $0 $670,995 5/30/03 10/31/14 1/29/15 12/28/16  35% Design    
10 Tracy 29C0126 Eleventh Street $0 $2,278,743 6/12/08 12/30/13 11/15/13 8/30/16  92% Design 80% ROW   

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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11 Del Mar 57C0207 North Torrey Pines Road $0 $2,569,214 9/30/07 3/12/10 10/30/09 12/11/13    88% Construction   
11 Imperial County 58C0014 Forrester Road $28,675 $725,569 12/21/13 6/21/16 3/21/15 1/21/17 80% Strategy     
11 Imperial County 58C0092 Araz Road $0 $135,116 9/30/97 7/30/07 ▲ Project Complete   
11 Imperial County 58C0094 Winterhaven Drive $0 $152,780 12/21/13 10/21/14 No R/W 6/21/15 80% Strategy     
11 Oceanside 57C0010 Douglas Drive $0 $984,126 12/31/08 3/1/16 6/1/15 2/1/18  20% Design    
11 Oceanside 57C0322 Hill Street $0 $0 12/31/08 3/1/18 6/1/16 2/1/20  33% Design    
11 San Diego 57C0015 North Harbor Drive $0 $1,351,438 9/30/97 7/30/07 ▲ Project Complete   
11 San Diego 57C0416 First Avenue $0 $698,119 6/30/04 6/6/08 ▲ Project Complete   
11 San Diego 57C0418 Georgia Street $0 $142,549 7/1/09 9/1/14 3/1/14 6/1/15  35% Design    
11 Santee 57C0398 Carlton Oaks Drive $0 $46,000 3/20/12 2/28/14 No R/W 7/25/14  6% Design    
12 Newport Beach 55C0015 Park Avenue $0 $146,242 6/18/03 6/30/15 8/15/14 12/31/16  10% Design    
12 Newport Beach 55C0149L South Bound Jamboree Road $0 $57,003 6/18/03 10/2/09 5/5/10 ▲ Project Complete   
12 Newport Beach 55C0149R North Bound Jamboree Road $0 $28,305 6/18/03 10/2/09 5/5/10 ▲ Project Complete   

  12 Newport Beach 55C0151 Bayside Drive $0 $18,044 6/18/03 10/2/09 5/5/09 ▲ Project Complete   
12 Orange County 55C0038 Santiago Canyon Road $0 $63,477 6/3/03 5/21/07 ▲ Project Complete   
12 Orange County 55C0655 John Wayne Airport - Macarthur $0 $457,185 ▲ 10/1/09 11/27/13    93% Construction   
12 Orange County 55C0656 Route 55 Departures $0 $106,800 2/1/07 10/1/09 11/27/13    93% Construction   
12 Orange County 55C0657 Macarthur $0 $39,254 2/1/07 10/1/09 11/27/13    93% Construction   
12 Orange County 55C0658 Departures Traffic $0 $182,292 2/1/07 10/1/09 11/27/13    93% Construction   

Total $1,850,045 $131,474,604

Estimated costs and schedule are input by local agencies into the LA-ODIS and are compared with Baseline Agreement Data. Report data entered as of 9/30/13.
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SUMMARY: 
 
This report covers the first quarter of the State Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14 for the State-Local 
Partnership Program (SLPP).  There are 279 projects with a total value of $980.992 million 
(M) in SLPP funds that have been approved by the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) for this program.  All $980.992M has been allocated.  There are 260 projects 
shown on the tables in this report due to some of these projects receiving funding in multiple 
cycles of the program.  There were 36 projects previously removed from the program which 
are not included in these numbers, totals or the tables in this report.   
 
The SLPP is set at $200M each year for five years, for a total of $1 billion.  It is split into two 
sub-programs.  The first is a “formula” based program and the second is a “competitive” 
based program.  The formula program matches local sales tax, property tax and/or bridge 
tolls and is 95 percent of the total SLPP.  The competitive program matches local uniform 
developer fees and represents five percent of the SLPP.  Any SLPP funds that were not 
programmed in either the “formula” or “competitive” programs in a given fiscal year remained 
available for future programming in the remaining cycles of the SLPP. 
 
FORMULA PROGRAM: 
 
Each year the Commission reviews projects that are nominated for the formula program.  The 
Commission adopted those projects that met the requirements of Proposition 1B, the 
Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, and had a 
commitment of the required match and any required supplementary funding.  The following is 
the status of the formula program projects.  See the attached lists for specific project 
information. 
 

• Cycle 1:  In FY 2008-09, 18 projects were programmed for formula share funding.  
Nine projects were removed from the program and one was reprogrammed to Cycle 
two.  The 8 remaining projects total $72.6M in SLPP bond funds.  All eight projects 
have been allocated; two projects had an approved Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) 
prior to allocation and six projects have been completed. 

 
• Cycle 2:  In FY 2009-10, 23 projects were programmed for formula share funding.  

Five of the projects have been removed from the program; one was re-programmed in 
Cycle four and one was re-programmed in Cycle five.  The remaining 16 projects total 
$126.4M in SLPP funds.  All 16 of these projects have been allocated; five projects 
had an approved LONP prior to allocation and eight projects have been completed. 
 

• Cycle 3:  In FY 2010-11, 12 projects were programmed for formula share funding.  
One of these projects was removed from the program.  The remaining 11 projects total 

State-Local Partnership Program 
Progress Report 
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$108.3M in SLPP funds.  All 11 of these projects have been allocated; three had an 
approved LONP prior to allocation and three projects have been completed.   
 

• Cycle 4:  In FY 2011-12, 35 projects were programmed for formula share funding.  
Seven have been removed from the program and eight were reprogrammed to Cycle 
five.  The 20 remaining projects total $120.4M in SLPP funds.  All 20 of these projects 
have approved allocations; five of these had an approved LONP prior to allocation and 
two projects have been completed. 
 

• Cycle 5:  In FY 2012-13, there were 151 projects programmed for formula share 
funding, two projects were removed from the program.  The remaining 149 projects 
total $511.2M in SLPP funding.  All 149 of these projects have approved allocations 
and 17 have been completed.     
 

 
COMPETITIVE PROGRAM: 
 
Each year the Commission reviewed eligible projects that are nominated for the competitive 
grant program.  Projects had to meet the requirements of Proposition 1B and must have had 
a commitment of the required match and any supplementary funding needed.  No single 
grant could exceed $1M.   
 
The Commission selected projects that met the following specified criteria:  
 

• Geographic balance 
• Cost-effectiveness 
• Multimodal  
• Safety  
• Reliability  
• Construction schedule 
• Leverage of funding 
• Air quality improvements 

 
The following is the status of the competitive program projects.  See the attached lists for 
specific project information. 
 

• Cycle 1:  In FY 2008-09, 12 projects were programmed for competitive share funding.  
One of these projects was previously removed and the 11 remaining projects totaled 
$8.6M in programmed SLPP bond funds; that amount was reduced to $7.6M after bid 
savings were accounted for on the completed projects.  All 11 of these projects have 
approved allocations; one project had an approved LONP prior to allocation and all 
projects have been completed. 
 

• Cycle 2:  In FY 2009-10, 14 projects were programmed for competitive share funding.  
One of these projects was removed from the program.  The 13 remaining projects 
totaled $9M in programmed SLPP bond funds; that amount was reduced to $7.8M 
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after bid savings were accounted for on the completed projects.  All 13 projects have 
approved allocations; five of these projects had an approved LONP prior to allocation 
and eleven of these projects have been completed. 
 

• Cycle 3:  In FY 2010-11, 17 projects were programmed for competitive share funding.  
Four of these projects were previously removed from the program.  The remaining 13 
projects totaled $8.4M in SLPP bond funds; that amount was reduced to $8.3M after 
bid savings were accounted for on completed projects.  All 13 of these projects have 
been allocated; three of these projects had an approved LONP prior to allocation and 
nine projects have been completed.   
 

• Cycle 4:  In FY 2011-12, 13 projects were programmed for competitive share funding; 
three of these projects were removed from the program.  The remaining ten projects 
total $8.2M in SLPP bond funds.  All 10 of these projects have been allocated and two 
have been completed. 

 
• Cycle 5: In FY 2012-13, 31 projects were programmed for competitive share funding; 

three of these projects were removed from the program.  The remaining 28 projects 
total $18M in SLPP bond funds.  All 28 of these projects have been allocated.  

 
LONP: 
 
The LONP Guidelines were approved in December 2009.  As of June 30 2013, there were 22 
projects that were approved for a LONP; all 22 of these projects have since been allocated. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
On November 7, 2006, the voters approved Proposition 1B, which authorized $1 billion for 
the State-Local Partnership Program to be available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, 
for allocation by the Commission over a five-year period to eligible transportation projects 
nominated by eligible transportation agencies.  Proposition 1B requires a dollar for dollar 
match of local funds for an applicant agency to receive state funds under the program. 
 
CURRENT STATUS: 
 
This report includes several attachments that provide detailed information on project status.   
Please note that the “Project Numbers” in these lists are for clarification in this report and are 
only for reference to indicate the number of projects in this report.  These “Project Numbers” 
are subject to change in subsequent reports as projects are added and deleted.  Currently 
there are 260 projects shown in the tables in these reports.   
 
COMPLETED PROJECTS: 
 
This report shows projects that are completed and have an approved Final Delivery Report in 
separate tables at the end of the project status and detail tables.    
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1 1 MEN City of Fort Bragg 7615 Street Resurfacing (5) $1,445 $1,445 $163 8/2013 5/2013 75%  X      

2 1 MEN City of Point 
Arena 7687 Port & Windy Hollow Rd Rehab (5) $22 $22 $11 4/2014 6/2013 0   X     

3 1 MEN City of Willits 7614 Street Rehab (5) $712 $712 $116 6/2013 5/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

4 1 NEV Nevada City 7692 New Mohawk Grinding & Paving (5) $101 $101 $41 7/2013 6/2013 100% 8/2013 X      

5 3 NEV Truckee 7548 2013 Slurry Seal (5) $660 $660 $71 6/2013 3/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

6 3 SAC Sacramento 
County 7536 Hwy 50 / Watt Ave (5)  $38,750 $30,448 $8,586 9/2012 4/2012 36%  X      

7 3 SAC Sacramento RT 7501 South Sacramento Light Rail, Ph 2 (3) $31,500 $31,500 $7,200 11/2011 10/2011 96%  X      

8 3 SAC City of 
Sacramento 7558 Cosumnes River Blvd / I-5 Interchange (5) $82,917 $70,056 $7,691 1/2013 12/2012 18%  X      

9 3 SAC Caltrans  Sac 50 – HOV (1) $128,536 $100,736 $7,214 10/2009 6/2009 100%  X      

10 4 ALA Alameda Cty 
Transit 7502 Bus Procurement  Program (2,5) $52,434 $52,434 $21,007 1/2012 10/2011 

9/2012 85%  X      

11 4 Vari. Bay Area Rapid 
Transit 7489 BART - Warm Springs Extension (1,2,3,4,5) $890,000 $746,904 $99,180 6/2011 

1/2010 
1/2010 
1/2011 
10/2011 
9/2012 

40%  X      

12 4 

Bay 
Area 
Toll 
Auth 

Bay Area 
Rapid Transit 7499 Oakland Airport Connector (2,4,5) $484,111 $454,081 $20,000 11/2010 

1/2011 
10/2011 
12/2012 

79%  X      

13 4 CC Caltrans  SR 4 East Somersville to 160 Segment  2 
(1,3) $83,967 $48,717 $9,984 10/2011 10/2011 

10/2011 54%  X      

14 4 CC Caltrans  SR 4 East Somersville to 160 Segment  3 
(2,4) $92,407 $59,775 $8,534 4/2012 1/2012 

1/2012 39%  X      

15 4 CC Contra Costa 
Transp Auth  SR 4 East Widening Segment 3B (5) $88,161 $76,740 $5,868 10/2012 8/2012 18%  X      

16 4 CC City of El Cerrito 7693 2013 Street Improvements (5) $832 $751 $354 10/2013 6/2013 0   X     

17 4 MRN Sonoma Marin 
Rail Trans Dist 7530 Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (4,5) $397,060 $294,970 $8,322 12/2011 12/2011 

8/2012 45%  X      

18 4 SF Caltrans  Doyle Drive (5)  
P3 project $849,169 $605,799 $19,366 1/11 6/2013 1%  X      

19 4 SM  SanMateo Cnty 
Transit District 7492 Replacement Mini Vans (3) $604 $604 $100 9/2011 1/2011 100% 2/2012 X      

20 4 SM SanMateo Cnty 
Transit District 7493 Bus Washer (3) $676 $676 $150 2/2012 1/2011 100% 12/2012 X      
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21 4 SM Peninsula Cnty 
Jnt Pwrs Brd 7514 Positive Train Control (4,5) $227,691 $203,700 $6,300 10/2011 10/2011 

5/2013 1%  X      

22 4 Vari Peninsula Cnty 
Jnt Pwrs Brd 7671 Signal System Rehab (5) $2,600 $2,600 $233 3/2013 3/2013 24%  X      

23 4 SM SamTrans 7655 Replacement Gillig Buses (5) $35,630 $34,279 $5,505 1/2013 12/2012 15%  X      

24 4 SM Sam Trans 7694 Communications System Upgrade (5) $13,400 $13,400 $101 82013 5/2013 20%  X      

25 4 SM City of Brisbane 7647 School Crossing Safety Systems (5) $74 $74 $37 10/2013 5/2013 0   X     

26 4 SM City of Brisbane 7649 Sidewalk Improvement (5) $100 $100 $50 8/2013 5/2013 1%  X      

27 4 SM City of Brisbane 7648 Bayshore Drive Rehab (5) $120 $120 $60 8/2013 5/2013 90%  X      

28 4 SM City of Burlingame 7646 Street Resurfacing (5) $1,000 $950 $411 8/2013 5/2013 95%  X      

29 4 SM City of Colma 7644 Hillside Blvd Pavement Rehab (5) $144 $144 $49 6/2013 3/2013 100% 6/2013 X      

30 4 SM City of E Palo Alto 7638 Street Resurfacing (5) $1,090 $990 $495 11/2013 5/2013 0   X     

31 4 SM City of Foster City 7639 Street Resurfacing (5) $1,016 $1,016 $508 5/2013 1/2013 99%  X      

32 4 SM City of Half Moon 
Bay 7651 Road Rehab (5) $484 $484 $242 8/2013 5/2013 20%  X      

33 4 SM City of 
Hillsborough 7645 Street Rehab (5) $914 $914 $457 5/2013 3/2013 100% 8/2013 X      

34 4 SM City of San Bruno 7637 Road Rehab (5) $1,287 $1,247 $431 6/2013 5/2013 10%  X      

35 4 SM City of San Mateo 7641 Citywide Street Rehab (5) $1,280 $1,280 $613 6/2013 3/2013 21%  X      

36 4 SM City of So San 
Francisco 7642 2013 Street Rehab (5) $1,014 $1,004 $502 8/2013 5/2013 10%  X      

37 4 SM City of Woodside 7657 Road Rehab (5) $534 $534 $267 8/2013 5/2013 75%  X      

38 4 SM San Mateo Cnty 7654 Street Resurfacing (5) $1,850 $1,850 $605 8/2013 5/2013 51%  X      

39 4 SM San Mateo Cnty 7643 Alpine Rd at Hwy 280 Resurface (5) $625 $625 $88 8/2013 5/2013 90%  X      

40 4 SCL Santa Clara Vly 
Trans Auth 7534 BART – Vehicle Procurement (4,5)  $213,112 $213,112 $34,865 6/2012 5/2013 

5/2013 1%  X      

41 4 SON Caltrans  101 – Airport OC and I/C (4,5) $49,208 $33,400 $3,693 10/2012 4/2012 
9/2012 53%  X      

42 4 SON Caltrans  101 – Petaluma River Bridge (4) $127,347 $77,000 $1,865 10/2012 5/2012 28%  X      

43 4 SON Caltrans 7697 101 – Old Redwood Hwy OC & IC (5) $41,388 $26,798 $4,610 2/2013 9/2012 26%  X      

44 5 SCR Santa Cruz Metro 
Transit District 7557 Metro Base Consolidated Facility (5) $74,824 $63,376 $5,812 12/2012 8/2012 5%  X      

45 5 SB Santa Barbara 
County 7684 Overlay Various County Roads (5) $1,109 $1,109 $242 10/2013 5/2013 0   X     

46 5 SB City of Goleta 7678 Patterson Avenue Sidewalk Infill (5) $335 $314 $54 8/2013 5/2013 0   X     
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47 5 SB City of Lompoc 7673 2013 Laurel Avenue Rehab (5) $300 $300 $77 11/2013 5/2013 0   X     

48 5 SB City of Santa 
Barbara 7686 Carillo Street Pavement Overlay (5) $320 $320 $160 5/2013 5/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

49 5 SB City of Santa 
Maria 7510 Union Valley Parkway Arterial – Ph II (5) $5,039 $5,039 $2,163 3/2013 12/2012 65%  X      

50 5 SB City of Santa 
Maria 7683 Central Santa Maria Roadway Repairs (5) $600 $600 $180 8/2013 5/2013 1%  X      

51 6 FRE Caltrans 7696 Kings Canyon  Expressway Seg 2 (5) $43,600 $23,000 $11,500 6/2013 1/2013 18%  X      

52 6 FRE City of Clovis 7663 Temperance – Bullard to Herndon (5) $2,597 $2,597 $1,298 5/2013 1/2013 95%  X      

53 6 FRE City of Clovis 7662 Herndon Ave – Clovis to Fowler (5) $1,598 $1,598 $799 4/2013 1/2013 80%  X      

54 6 FRE City of Clovis 7680 Temperance Ave Improvements (5) $1,594 $1,594 $728 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

55 6 FRE City of Fresno 7668 Peach Ave – Kings Canyon Rd to Belmont 
(5) $12,311 $7,300 $3,650 6/2013 1/2013 1%  X      

56 6 FRE City of Fresno 7667 Willow Ave – Barstow Ave to Escalon Ave 
(5) $2,367 $1,930 $965 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

57 6 FRE City of Fresno 7675 Herndon EB Widening (5) $2,044 $1,715 $818 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

58 6 FRE City of Fresno 7685 180 West Frontage Road (5) $7,519 $4,426 $2,213 6/2014 6/2013 0   X     
59 6 MAD Madera County 7549 Avenue 9 Improvements (5) $3,419 $3,204 $1,454 6/2013 3/2013 50%  X      

60 6 MAD City of Chowchilla 7613 Presidential Street Resurfacing (5) $527 $480 $240 3/2014 6/2013 0   X     
61 6 MAD City of Madera 7486 3R & ADA – South Gateway Drive (3) $437 $417 $206 4/2013 10/2012 95%  X      

62 6 MAD City of Madera 7485 3R & ADA – D Street and Almond Ave (3) $566 $546 $273 4/2013 10/2012 95%  X      

63 6 MAD City of Madera 7541 4th Street – Pine Street to K Street (5) $1,512 $1,360 $567 6/2013 1/2013 70%  X      

64 6 TUL Tulare County 7429 Road 108 Widening (2) $12,149 $12,149 $2,295 2/2011 1/2011 100% 6/2013 X      

65 6 TUL Dinuba 7511 Avenue 416 Widening -Rd 56 to Rd 80 (5) $22,730 $22,730 $7,551 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

66 7 LA 
LA County 
Metropolitan 
Transp Auth 

7449 I-10 & I-110 Convert HOV to HOT Lanes (2) $120,635 $113,287 $20,000 7/2011 1/2011 100% 2/2013 X      

67 7 LA 
LA County 
Metropolitan 
Transp Auth 

7496 LA - San Fernando Valley Transit Ext (2,3) $324,100 $288,700 $32,300 7/2009 1/2011 
1/2011 98%  X      

68 7 LA 
LA County 
Metropolitan 
Transp Auth 

7494 CNG Bus Procurement (3,4) $77,100 $77,100 $38,550 12/2011 1/2011 
2/2012 99%  X      

69 7 LA 
LA County 
Metropolitan 
Transp Auth 

7555 Transit Bus Acquisition (5) $297,070 $297,070 $36,250 1/2013 8/2012 1%  X      
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70 7 LA 
LA County 
Metropolitan 
Transp Auth 

7664 Exposition Light Rail (5) $110,315 $101,930 $28,259 6/2013 3/2013 0   X     

71 7 LA 
LA County 
Metropolitan 
Transp Auth 

7695 Crenshaw LAX Transit Corridor (5) $1,762,725 $1,571,975 $49,529 7/2013 5/2013 0   X     

72 7 LA 
Southern CA 
Regional Rail 
Authority 

7495 Positive Train Control (3,4) $231,112 $209,282 $20,000 1/2011 1/2011 
8/2011 72%  X      

73 7 LA Caltrans  I-5 N. Carpool Lanes SR 118-170 (1) $236,001 $136,075 $25,075 5/2010 5/2009 75%  X      

74 7 LA Caltrans 7484 I-5 Carmenita Interchange (2) $395,167 $171,930 $14,925 7/2011 6/2010 33%  X      

75 7 LA Caltrans  I-5 HOV Empire Ave I/C (4) $341,859 $195,787 $13,061 10/2012 5/2012 2%  X      

76 8 RIV City of Corona 7546 Foothill Parkway Westerly Extension (5) $23,500 $23,500 $7,000 9/2014 3/2013 0   X     

77 8 RIV City of  
Indian Wells 7556 Highway 111 Improvements (5) $3,100 $3,100 $1,550 7/2013 3/2013 70%  X      

78 8 RIV City of Indio 7544 Monroe Street Improvements (5) $2,750 $2,750 $1,375 10/2012 10/2012 100% 7/2013 X      

79 8 RIV City of Indio 7545 Varner Road / Jefferson Street Improv. (5) $4,500 $4,500 $2,253 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

80 8 RIV City of Murrieta 7636 I-15 / Los Alamos Rd OC (5) 
(Also Receiving Competitive Funds) $8,900 $8,900 $2,500 4/2013 1/2013 18%  X      

81 8 RIV City of La Quinta 7656 Rte 111 / Washington St Int Improv (5) $566 $566 $283 7/2013 6/2013 20%  X      

82 8 RIV City of Palm 
Desert 7640 I-10 / Monterey Ave I/C Ramp Mod (5) $8,361 $8,361 $2,800 2/2014 5/2013 0   X     

83 8 RIV Riverside Cnty 7652 Fred Waring Drive Widening (5) $9,432 $8,000 $4,000 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

84 8 RIV Riverside Cnty 7653 Rte 91 Corridor Improvement (5) $1,344,829 $942,109 $37,173 5/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

85 8 SBD SANBAG 7538 I-15 / Ranchero Rd Interchange (4) $57,622 $44,221 $4,550 8/2012 5/2012 29%  X      

86 8 SBD SANBAG 7681 Downtown Passenger Rail Project (5) $92,757 $66,347 $10,921 6/2014 6/2013 0   X     

87 8 SBD San Bernardino 
County 7658 Maple Lane Improvements (5) $2,892 $2,604 $1,302 4/2013 3/2013 7%  X      

88 8 SBD Town of Apple 
Valley 7682 Yucca Loma Bridge and Yates Road (5) $42,525 $41,762 $9,712 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

89 8 SBD City of Big Bear 
Lake 7666 Village “L” St Improvements Var Loc (5) $4,710 $4,541 $1,200 4/2013 1/2013 91%  X      

90 8 SBD City of Ontario 7688 South Milliken Avenue RR Grade Sep (5) $82,016 $71,300 $7,210 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

91 8 SBD City of Ontario 7691 Vineyard Avenue RR Grade Sep (5) $55,195 $50,800 $19,490 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

92 8 SBD City of Twenty 
Nine Palms 7659 National Park Drive Improvements (5) $850 $815 $400 8/2013 1/2013 10%  X      
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93 8 SBD City of Yucca 
Valley 7660 Rte 62 Imp. - Apache Trail to Palm Ave (5) $3,801 $2,930 $723 12/2013 3/2013 0   X     

94 8 SBD City of Yucca 
Valley 7661 Rte 62 Imp. – La Honda to Dumosa (5) $3,702 $2,594 $778 7/2013 1/2013 1%  X      

95 10 SJ City of Stockton 7448 Lower Sacramento Rd Grade Separation (2) $34,400 $30,040 $5,100 10/2010 4/2010 99%  X      

96 10 SJ City of Stockton 7533 I-5 French Camp Road I/C (4) $50,644 $31,100 $3,800 10/2012 4/2012 21%  X      

97 10 SJ Caltrans  Rte 99 South Stockton 6 Lane (5) $214,458 $113,958 $16,065 10/2012 6/2012 
1/2013 28%  X      

98 11 IMP Imperial County 7561 Dogwood Road (5) $1,802 $1,802 $901 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

99 11 IMP Imperial County 7560 Willoughby Road (5) $1,300 $1,300 $650 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

100 11 IMP City of Brawley 7550 Eastern Avenue Rehab (5) $1,250 $1,250 $625 6/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

101 11 IMP City of Calexico 7563 5th Street Repaving (5) $1,030 $1,030 $515 3/2014 3/2013 0   X     

102 11 IMP City of Calexico 7562 Downtown Repaving (5) $800 $800 $400 3/2014 3/2013 0   X     

103 11 IMP City of Calipatria 7552 Lake Avenue Improvements (5) $271 $271 $133 6/2013 3/2013 100%  X      

104 11 IMP City of El Centro 7553 FY 2013 Streets Rehab (5) $2,073 $2,073 $1,036 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

104 11 IMP City of Holtville 7551 Grape Avenue Improvements (5) $323 $323 $161 6/2013 3/2013 90%  X      

106 11 IMP City of Imperial 7564 South N Street Reconstruction (5) $768 $768 $384 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

107 11 IMP City of 
Westmorland 7554 6th Street and G Street Improvements (5) $136 $136 $68 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

108 11 IMP San Diego Assoc 
of Gov 7497 Blue Line Light Rail Vehicles (2) $233,178 $233,178 $31,097 1/2011 1/2011 98%  X      

109 11 SD San Diego Assoc 
of Gov 7513 Blue Line Crossovers and Signals (4) $43,393 $38,479 $10,200 9/2011 10/2011 98%  X      

110 11 SD San Diego Assoc 
of Gov 7531 Blue Line Station Rehab (5) $136,818 $135,761 $30,993 6/2013 8/2012 

5/2013 1%  X      

111 11 SD San Diego Assoc 
of Gov 7559 Blue Line Traction and Power Substation (5) $19,019 $16,587 $4,658 9/2012 8/2012 61%  X      

112 11 SD Caltrans  I-805 HOV Managed Lanes – North (4) $163,000 $127,305 $1,358 4/2012 10/2011 28%  X      

113 11 SD Caltrans  I-5 Genessee Avenue Interchange (5) $83,944 $64,857 $8,000 5/2015 5/2013 0   X     
114 12 ORA Orange County 7608 Moulton Pkwy – Smart Street, Seg 3 (5) $7,986 $6,842 $3,422 12/2012 6/2012 33%  X      

115 12 ORA Orange County 7504 Cow Camp Rd (5) $39,900 $37,900 $4,160 7/2013 5/2013 5%  X      

116 12 ORA Orange County 7543 La Pata Avenue (5) $57,220 $45,220 $5,110 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

117 12  ORA Orange County 7609 Skyline Drive Reconstruction (5) $580 $504 $252 8/2013 3/2013 23%  X      

118 12 ORA Orange County 7610 Dale Street Reconstruction (5) $262 $215 $107 7/2013 3/2013 98%  X      
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119 12 ORA Orange County 7650 La Colina Drive Pavement Rehab (5) $1,818 $1,665 $815 6/2013 3/2013 
6/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

120 12 ORA Orange County 
Transp Auth 7542 Laguna Niguel / Mission Viejo Metrolink (5) $4,132 $1,381 $695 3/2013 9/2012 95%  X      

121 12  ORA City of Aliso Viejo 7565 Aliso Creek Rehab (5) $743 $644 $318 8/2013 3/2013 90%  X      

122 12 ORA City of Anaheim 7505 Brookhurst St Widening (5) $8,961 $8,961 $3,393 9/2013 5/2013 1%  X      

123 12 ORA City of Anaheim 7582 Sunkist Street Improvements (5) $1670 $1670 $835 4/2013 12/2012 95%  X      

124 12 ORA City of Anaheim 7581 Orange Avenue Improvements (5) $348 $348 $174 5/2013 12/2012 5%  X      

125 12  ORA City of Anaheim 7583 Knott Avenue Improvements (5) $448 $448 $224 5/2013 12/2012 10%  X      

126 12  ORA City of Anaheim 7584 Tustin Ave / Riverdale Ave Improvement (5) $554 $554 $277 4/2013 12/2012 95%  X      

127 12 ORA City of Anaheim 7585 Broadway Improvements (5) $374 $374 $187 5/2013 12/2012 90%  X      

128 12 ORA City of Anaheim 7580 Anaheim Blvd Improvements (5) $664 $664 $332 5/2013 12/2012 1%  X      

129 12 ORA City of Brea 7570 Lambert Rd Ph 2 Rehab (5) $794 $794 $362 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

130 12 ORA City of Buena 
Park 7618 La Palma Ave Rehab-Beach Blvd/ECL (5) $1,182 $1,142 $571 7/2013 3/2013 90%  X      

131 12 ORA City of Costa 
Mesa 7567 Redhill Avenue Rehab (5) $1,901 $1,901 $922 6/2013 1/2013 30%  X      

132 12 ORA City of  
Costa Mesa 7507 Harbor Blvd & Adams Ave (5) $4,779 $3,914 $1,482 11/2013 5/2013 0   X     

133 12  ORA City of Cypress 7568 Cerritos Avenue Widening (5) $439 $378 $168 8/2013 3/2013 10%  X      

134 12  ORA City of Cypress 7569 Valley View Ave Overlay (5) $438 $402 $180 8/2013 3/2013 95%  X      

135 12 ORA City of Dana Point 7566 Residential Rehab (5) $824 $824 $318 5/2013 1/2013 95%  X      

136 12 ORA City of Fountain 
Valley 7575 Brookhurst Street Improvement (5) $933 $933 $396 8/2013 3/2013 40%  X      

137 12 ORA City of Fullerton 7573 Magnolia Avenue Reconstruction (5) $1,230 $1,100 $410 7/2013 1/2013 50%  X      

138 12 ORA City of Fullerton 7572 Berkeley Avenue Reconstruction (5) $780 $700 $343 5/2013 1/2013 90%  X      

139 12 ORA City of Garden 
Grove 7571 Local Road Rehab (5) $1,684 $1,684 $842 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

140 12  ORA City of Huntington 
Beach 7574 Goldenwest St & Garfield Ave Rehab (5) $2,266 $2,266 $1,133 5/2013 12/2012 35%  X      

141 12 ORA City of Irvine 7605 Jamboree Road Rehab (5) $1,030 $860 $435 3/2013 1/2013 95%  X      

142 12 ORA City of Irvine 7604 Campus Drive Rehab (5) $2,680 $2,500 $1,138 6/2013 1/2013 
6/2013 1%  X      

143 12  ORA City of La Habra 7603 Idaho Street Rehab (5) $492 $492 $246 5/2013 3/2013 100% 7/2013 X      

144 12  ORA City of La Palma 7576 La Palma Ave Rehab-Valley View/WCL (5) $676 $636 $318 9/2013 3/2013 10%  X      
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145 12 ORA City of Laguna 
Beach 7611 Trolley Bus Acquisition (5) $636 $636 $318 6/2013 1/2013 50%  X      

146 12 ORA City of Laguna 
Hills 7598 El Toro Rd / Ridge Route Dr Reconstruction 

(5) $1,280 $1,280 $343 6/2013 1/2013 1%  X      

147 12 ORA City of Laguna 
Niguel 7577 La Paz Road Rehab (5) $826 $826 $413 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

148 12 ORA City of Laguna 
Woods 7616 El Toro Rd Reconstruction (5) $591 $591 $293 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

149 12 ORA City of Lake 
Forest 7578 Lake Forest Dr / Rockfield Bl Resurface (5) $1,035 $1,035 $479 7/2013 3/2013 95%  X      

150 12  ORA City of Los 
Alamitos 7617 Business Area Street Improvement (5) $636 $636 $318 7/2013 3/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

151 12 ORA City of  
Mission Viejo 7508 La Paz Bridge & Road Widening (4) $7,519 $5,548 $1,275 11/2013 5/2012 0   X     

152 12 ORA City of  
Mission Viejo 7503 Oso Parkway Widening (5) $5,579 $3,180 $1,204 5/2014 5/2013 0   X     

153 12 ORA City of  
Mission Viejo 7597 Jeronimo Road Resurfacing (5) $1,378 $1,278 $574 4/2013 12/2012 95%  X      

154 12 ORA City of Newport 
Beach 7593 Balboa Blvd / Channel Rd (5) $1,586 $1,386 $693 2/2013 1/2013 100% 7/2013 X      

155 12  ORA City of Orange 7591 Jamboree Rd Rehab (5) $2,112 $2,072 $1,036 5/2013 3/2013 75%  X      

156 12  ORA City of Placentia 7599 Rose Dr / Yorba Linda Blvd (5) $300 $300 $95 4/2013 1/2013 90%  X      

157 12 ORA City of Placentia 7600 Valencia Avenue Rehab (5) $636 $636 $318 5/2013 1/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

158 12 ORA City of Rancho 
Santa Margarita 7606 Santa Margarita Parkway Rehab (5) $600 $535 $99 4/2013 1/2013 100%  X      

159 12 ORA City of Rancho 
Santa Margarita 7607 Residential Rd Rehab (5) $500 $480 $216 4/2013 1/2013 100%  X      

160 12 ORA City of San 
Clemente 7602 Camino De Los Mares Rehab (5) $1,400 $1,400 $318 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

161 12 ORA City of San Juan 
Capistrano 7592 Local Street Rehab (5) $804 $804 $318 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

162 12 ORA City of  
Santa Ana 7506 Bristol St Widening (4) $9,600 $9,600 $3,120 3/2013 8/2012 25%  X      

163 12  ORA City of Santa Ana 7601 Broadway & McFadden  Rehab (5) $3,765 $3,765 $1,551 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

164 12 ORA City of Seal 
Beach 7596 Arterial and Local Street Rehab (5) $655 $655 $318 6/2013 3/2013 100% 9/2013 X      

165 12 ORA City of Stanton 7590 Citywide Street Rehab (5) $817 $817 $318 3/2013 3/2013 100% 5/2013 X      

166 12  ORA City of Tustin 7587 Newport Avenue Bike Trail Reconstruct (5) $450 $400 $200 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      
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167 12 ORA City of Tustin 7535 Tustin Ranch Road Extension (4,5) $27,752 $25,837 $4,927 8/2012 5/2012 
6/2013 69%  X      

168 12  ORA City of Tustin 7588 Enderle Ctr / Vandenburg Ln Intersection (5) $145 $70 $35 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

169 12 ORA City of Tustin 7586 Irvine Blvd & McFadden Ave Rehab (5) $913 $828 $358 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

170 12 ORA City of Villa Park 7594 Street Rehab (5) $651 $651 $125 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

171 12 ORA City of 
Westminster 7589 Brookhurst Street Improvements (5) $1,212 $1,212 $520 8/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

172 12 ORA City of Yorba 
Linda 7595 Yorba Linda Blvd Rehab (5) $761 $674 $336 6/2013 1/2013 20%  X      

173 12 ORA Caltrans  I-5 HOV Pac Coast Hwy-San Juan Clark (5) $63,093 $49,272 $20,789 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

174 12 ORA Caltrans  SR 91 Aux Lane / Tustin Ave -  SR 55 IC (5) $41,930 $28,000 $14,000 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

Totals $923M     141 33     

  
 Project is on time, on budget, or within scope. 
 Schedule, scope and/or budget is changing due to pending PPR or Time Extension request.  See Corrective Actions. 
 Project has been delivered and is awaiting allocation. 
 The agency will be removing the project from the program and reprogramming the funds to a future project. Project may have been started without an allocation.   
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175 3 NEV Truckee  Annual Slurry Seal Project (2) $673 $505.6 $673 $505.6 $163 $163   5/2010 7/29/10 10/08/10 
176 3 NEV Truckee 2012 Slurry Seal Project (4) $825 $606.4 $825 $606.4 $144 $144   10/2011 6/07/12 9/14/12 
177 3 NEV Nevada City Nevada City Paving- Various Locations (2) $62 $74.6 $62 $74.6 $31 $31   1/2011 6/08/11 6/14/11 

178 3 SAC City of Rancho 
Cordova Folsom Boulevard Enhancements (3) $6,837 $6,295 $6,037 $5,665 $2,724 $2,724   10/2011 9/01/11 5/09/13 

179 4 SM SMCTD Purchase Buses for Paratransit (2) $241 $171.8 $241 $171.8 $49 $27 $22  1/2011 9/14/11 2/28/12 
180 4 SON City of Santa Rosa Hybrid Bus Acquisition  (1) $2,400 $2,400 $2,400 $2,400 $1,200 $1,200   1/2010 3/30/10 10/19/11 

181 5 SCR Santa Cruz Metro 
Transit Dist CNG Bus Purchase (4) $5,820 $5,721.5 $5,820 $5,721.5 $427 $427   10/2011 11/23/11 5/04/12 

182 6 MAD Madera County Avenue 12 Sidewalk between Rds 36&37 (1) $320 $416.1 $309 $405.1 $150 $150   1/2010 7/12/10 10/06/10 

183 6 MAD Madera County 
Transp Comm Road 200 Reconstruction & Widening (2) $1,195 $2,022 $742 $727 $371 $364  $7 5/2010 7/11/11 1/24/12 

184 6 MAD City of Madera Rehab, Resurface, Reconstruct & ADA (2) $356 $366.9 $336 $346.9 $150 $150   4/2010 10/06/10 12/21/11 
185 6 MAD City of Madera Street 3R and ADA Improvements (2) $365 $252.4 $355 $242.4 $137 $122  $15 1/2011 7/06/11 12/21/11 
186 6 TUL Tulare County Road 80 Widening Phase 1A (1) $6,000 $8,125 $6,000 $8,125 $2,294 $2,294   5/2010 9/15/10 1/15/13 
187 12 ORA City of Brea Imperial Hwy and Assoc. Rd Smart St. (1) $1,900 $1,292 $1,900 $1,292 $200 $200   4/2010 10/25/10 6/30/11 

                

Total SLPP  $8.040M $7.996M $22 $22    
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SLPP Corrective Actions – Formula Projects 
 
Project 2:  Port and Windy Hollow Road Rehab 
Project was allocated in June 2013.  The City of Point Arena is reporting an April 2014 
construction start date.  A time extension request will be submitted at the December 2013 
CTC meeting. 
 
Project 58:  180 West Frontage Road Improvements 
Project was allocated in June 2013.  City of Fresno is moving the construction start date to 
June 2014.  A time extension request will be submitted at the December 2013 CTC meeting.   
 
Project 60:  Presidential Street Resurfacing 
Project was allocated in June 2013.  Construction start date is being moved to March 2014.  
A time extension request is expected to be presented at the December 2013 CTC meeting.  
 
Project 70:  Exposition Light Rail 
Project was allocated in March 2013.  LACMTA is reporting a construction start date of April 
2010.  Project was supposed to be split into phases but LACMTA isn’t reporting that 
information.  Schedule and budget need to be updated by the agency.  
 
Project 71:  Crenshaw LAX Transit Corridor  
Project was allocated in May 2013.  LACMTA is reporting a construction start date of 
December 2012, which is prior to the allocation date.  Schedule needs to be updated by the 
agency.  
 
Project 86:  Downtown Passenger Rail Project 
Project was allocated in June 2013.  Construction start date is being moved to June 2014.  A 
time extension request is expected to be presented at the December 2013 CTC meeting.  
 
Project 113:  I-5 Genessee Avenue Interchange 
Project was allocated in May 2013.  Construction start date is being moved to May 2015.  A 
time extension request is expected to be presented at the December 2013 CTC meeting.  
 
 

SLPP Updates – Formula Projects 
 
Project 25:  School Crossing Safety Systems 
Construction start date was moved from August 2013 to October 2013. Project was allocated 
in May 2013.   
 
Project 30:  Street Resurfacing 
Construction start date was moved from July 2013 to November 2013. Project was allocated 
in May 2013.   
 
Project 46:  Patterson Avenue Sidewalk 
Construction start date was moved from August 2013 to November 2013. Project was 
allocated in May 2013.   
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Project 79:  Varner Road at Jefferson Street 
Construction start date is being moved from August 2013 to December 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 91:  Vineyard Avenue RR Grade Separation 
Construction start date was moved from September 2013 to December 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 93:  Route 62 - Apache Trail and Palm Avenue 
Construction start date was moved from August 2013 to December 2013.  A time extension 
request was submitted at the August CTC meeting.  Project was allocated in May 2013.   
 
Project 134:  Harbor Boulevard and Adams Street Improvements 
Construction start date was moved from September 2013 to November 2013. Project was 
allocated in May 2013.   
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Competitive Projects -  Status and Detail: Scope Budget and Schedule 
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188 3 ED El Dorado 
County 7527 Pleasant Valley Rd/ Patterson Dr. (4) $4,107 $2,442 $600 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

189 3 ED El Dorado 
County 7526 Silva Valley Parkway / US 50 IC (4) $52,323 $38,200 $1,000 1/2014 1/2013 0   X     

190 3 PLA Placer County 7621 Kings Beach Commercial Core Imp (5) $45,875 $33,025 $1,000 10/2013 6/2013 0   X     

191 3 PLA Placer County 7619 Auburn / Folsom Rd Widen, North Ph (5) $7,770 $6,670 $1,000 9/2013 6/2013 1%  X      

192 3 PLA City of Lincoln 7620 Nelson Lane Improvements (5) $1,400 $1,200 $600 12/2014 6/2013 0   X     
193 3 PLA City of Roseville 7622 Blue Oaks Blvd Widening (5) $4,150 $3,500 $1,000 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

194 3 SAC Sac RT 7674 Cosumnes River College Transit Station (5) $89,822 $89,822 $1,000 7/2013 5/2013 1%  X      

195 3 SAC City of Elk Grove 7689 Elk Grove-Florin Road / Stockton Blvd 
Intersection (5) $1,108 $838 $419 10/2013 6/2013 0   X     

196 4 CC 
Contra Costa 
Transportation 
Authority 

7524 I-680 Auxiliary Lane Project (4) $33,170 $25,140 $1,000 12/2012 8/2012 51%  X      

197 5 SLO San Luis Obispo 
County 7423 Willow Rd Extension  - Phase II (2) $17,932 $17,932 $1,000 3/2011 1/2011 90%  X      

198 5 SLO San Luis Obispo 
County 7623 Willow Rd Extension Mitigation (5) $750 $750 $375 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

199 5 SLO San Luis Obispo 
County 7523 Los Osos Valley Rd (4) $348 $348 $174 9/2013 5/2013 1%  X      

200 5 SB City of Goleta 7478 Los Carneros / Calle Roundabout (3) $2,218 $1,285 $335 4/2012 10/2011 100% 1/2013 X      

201 6 FRE City of Fresno 7672 Audobon/Cole Traffic Signal (5) $377 $362 $181 6/2014 6/2013 0   X     
202 6 FRE City of Fresno 7670 Traffic Signal at Shields / Temperance (5) $445 $430 $215 6/2014 6/2013 0   X     
203 6 FRE City of Fresno 7669 Friant Rd Widening at Shepherd Ave (5) $305 $290 $145 10/2013 6/2013 0   X     

204 6 KER City of 
Bakersfield 7626 Mohawk St Extension & Improvements (5) $2,393 $2,028 $1,000 9/2013 3/2013 1%  X      

205 6 KER City of 
Bakersfield 7676 Hageman Road Signal Install and Synch (5) $450 $450 $225 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

206 6 KER City of 
Bakersfield 7677 Hosking Avenue Widening (5) $872 $872 $436 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

207 6 KIN City of Hanford 7470 12th Ave Widening / Reconstruction (3) $3,426 $2,795 $750 7/2012 12/2011 100% 2/2013 X      

208 6 KIN City of Hanford 7627 Campus Drive / UPRR Crossing (5) $740 $640 $320 8/2013 6/2013 0   X     

209 6 KIN City of Hanford 7522 10th Ave Widening / Reconstruction (4) $1,930 $1,650 $750 4/2014 6/2012 0   X     

210 7 LA City of Lancaster  7665 25th Street East Alignment (5) $722 $722 $361 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

211 8 RIV City of Moreno 
Valley 7439 Cactus Ave Street Improvements (2) $6,350 $5,500 $1,000 3/2012 1/2011 100% 5/2013 X      
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Competitive Projects -  Status and Detail: Scope Budget and Schedule 
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212 8 RIV City of Moreno 
Valley 7518 SR 60 / Nason St OC (4) $17,130 $15,030 $1,000 9/2012 5/2012 70%  X      

213 8 RIV City of Moreno 
Valley 7628 Cactus Ave Widening E. Bound  3d Lane (5) $1,515 $1,120 $560 7/2013 5/2013 0   X     

214 8 RIV City of Moreno 
Valley 7679 Perris Blvd Improvements (5) $6,000 $6,000 $1,000 6/2014 6/2013 0   X     

215 8 RIV City of Murrieta 7636 I-15/ Los Alamos Rd Replace/ Widen (5) 
(Also Receiving Formula Funds) $8,900 $8,900 $1,000 4/2013 1/2013 18%  X      

216 8 RIV Riverside 
 County 7435 Magnolia Ave / Neece Street Signal (2) $895 $645 $150 7/2012 10/2011 95%  X      

217 8 RIV Riverside  
County 7480 I-15 / Indian Truck Trail IC (3) $10,365 $7,784 $1,000 9/2011 10/2011 94%  X      

218 8 SBD Town of Apple 
Valley 7629 Kiowa Rd Widening, Ph II (5) $640 $640 $320 9/2013 1/2013 30%  X      

219 8 SBD City of Chino 7630 Signal Interconnect (5) $900 $900 $450 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

220 8 SBD City of Fontana 7471 I-15 / Duncan Canyon IC (3,4) $31,752 $24,414 $1,972 10/2012 6/2012 
6/2012 52%  X      

221 8 SBD City of Hesperia 7481 Ranchero Rd Grade Separation (3) $28,428 $25,000 $1,000 8/2011 3/2011 99%  X      

222 8 SBD City of Highland 7520 SR 210 / Greenspot Rd (4,5) $9,047 $8,399 $1,886 12/2012 
6/2012 
3/2013 
6/2013 

5%  X      

223 8 SBD City of Highland 7632 Greenspot Road Bridge at Santa Ana River 
(5) $13,534 $13,534 $1,000 11/2013 5/2013 0   X     

224 8 SBD City of Highland 7631 5th Street Corridor Improvements (5) $3,795 $3,795 $1,000 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

225 8 SBD City of Highland 7690 Baseline Greenspot Traffic Safety (5) $974 $974 $393 10/2013 6/2013 0   X     

226 8 SBD City of Montclair 7633 Monte Vista Ave Widening (5) $663 $360 $180 7/2014 5/2013 0   X     

227 8 SBD City of Rancho 
Cucamonga 7635 I-15 Baseline Rd Interchange  

Improvements (5) $50,883 $37,983 $1,000 6/2014 6/2013 0   X     

228 8 SBD City of Redlands 7634 Redlands Blvd/Alabama St Int Improv (5) $5,581 $5,581 $1,000 12/2013 6/2013 0   X     

229 8 SBD City of Upland 7479 Foothill Blvd (Route 66) (3) $2,100 $2,100 $1,000 7/2012 1/2012 100% 8/2013 X      

230 10 AMA 
Amador County 
Transportation 
Commission 

7465 SR 104 / Prospect Drive Relocation (3) $2,336 $1,975 $885 6/2012 10/2011 100% 5/2013 X      

231 11 SD San Diego 
County 7403 S. Santa Fe Ave (1) $33,304 $25,586 $1,000 4/2010 4/2010 100% 3/2013 X      

232 12 ORA City of  
Anaheim 7476 Tustin Ave / La Palma Widening (3) $13,705 $11,235 $1,000 6/2013 10/2011 10%  X      
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Competitive Projects -  Status and Detail: Scope Budget and Schedule 
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233 12 ORA City of  
Anaheim 7579 Katella Ave Widening (5) $7,300 $7,300 $1,000 11/2013 6/2013 0   X     

Totals $34.7M     24 22     

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 Project is on time, on budget, or within scope. 
 Schedule, scope and/or budget is changing due to pending PPR or Time Extension request.  See Corrective Actions. 
 Project has been delivered and is awaiting allocation. 
 The agency will be removing the project from the program.  Project may have been started without an allocation.   
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  Competitive Projects - Completed 
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234 3 SAC City of Elk 
Grove Franklin / Elk Grove (1) $4,015 $3,103.4 $1,976 $1,064.4 $988 $533 $455  1/2010 4/01/10 12/08/10 

235 3 SAC City of Elk 
Grove Waterman / Grant Line Lane (1) $4,294 $3,841.7 $3,703 $3,250.9 $1,000 $1,000   1/2010 7/14/10 1/13/12 

236 3 ED El Dorado 
County Silva Valley Parkway Widening (2) $2,735 $1,164 $1,985 $730.7 $993 $365 $628  4/2010 10/29/10 4/13/12 

237 3 ED El Dorado 
County 

Durock Rd / Business Dr. Intersection 
(2) $1,740 $2,046.9 $1,440 $1,294.8 $710 $648 $62  4/2010 8/24/10 9/13/11 

238 3 ED El Dorado 
County 

White Rock Road Widening  & Signal 
(2) $1,132 $1,322.1 $1000 $995.1 $500 $498 $2  4/2010 10/29/10 4/13/12 

239 3 ED City of 
Placerville Point View Drive (1) $3,160 $2,399.5 $2,455 $1,674.5 $750 $750   1/2010 6/01/11 1/10/12 

240 3 PLA Placer County Tahoe City Transit (1) $7,342 $7,342 $5,808 $5,808 $226 $226   1/2010 6/29/10 10/29/12 
241 3 PLA City of Lincoln Nicolaus Road Widening (4) $1,578 $1,648 $1,516 $1,450 $758 $725  $33 6/2012 8/01/12 4/30/13 

242 3 PLA City of 
Roseville Fiddyment Road Widening (4) $3,660 $2,877 $3,100 $2,616.6 $1,000 $1,000   1/2012 5/31/12 4/17/13 

243 3 YOL City of West 
Sacramento Tower Bridge Gateway - East Phase (2) $6,488 $6,345.2 $6,488 $6,345.2 $1,000 $1,000   1/2011 9/30/10 1/27/12 

244 5 SLO San Luis 
Obispo County Willow Road Extension (1) $6,500 $4,866.8 $6,500 $4,866.8 $1,000 $1,000   1/2010 6/14/10 8/09/11 

245 5 SB City of Goleta Fairview / Berkeley Traffic Signal (2) $315 $223.1 $300 $203.3 $150 $102 $48  4/2010 2/07/11 4/14/11 

246 5 SB County of 
Santa Barbara 

Union Valley Parkway / Bradley Road 
Intersection (2) $1,278 $572.76 $1,100 $530.69 $550 $266 $284  4/2010 6/28/10 11/01/10 

247 6 FRE City of Clovis Shaw Avenue Improvement (3) $569 $493.7 $485 $410 $243 $205 $38  10/2011 5/15/12 8/06/12 
248 6 FRE City of Clovis DeWolf / Nees Street Improvement (3) $1,374 $1,490.6 $759 $575.4 $379 $282 $97  10/2011 5/14/12 10/08/12 
249 6 FRE City of Clovis Bullard/ Locan (3) $860 $781.7 $730 $651.2 $315 $315   10/2011 8/01/11 1/22/13 
250 6 KIN City of Hanford Greenfield Avenue  Extension (1) $895 $639.9 $825 $608.9 $250 $185 $65  1/2010 8/1/10 6/07/11 
251 6 KIN City of Hanford 12th Ave Widening (1) $2,370 $2,476.1 $2,150 $2,182.5 $600 $487 $113  1/2010 8/1/10 6/07/11 
252 6 KIN City of Hanford 11th Ave Widening (2) $1,448 $1,153.6 $1,320 $1,045.4 $500 $396 $104  4/2010 6/28/10 4/05/11 
253 8 RIV City of Indio Golf Center Parkway Rehab (2) $3,400 $2,426 $3,000 $2,026 $433 $433   4/2010 2/22/10 7/12/10 

254 8 RIV City of 
Riverside Route 91 Auxiliary Lane (2) $3,100 $2,267 $2,746 $1,913.1 $1,000 $957 $43  1/2011 3/21/11 7/31/11 

255 8 SBD Town of Apple 
Valley Bear Valley / Deep Creek Rd (3) $184 $175.1 $184 $175.1 $92 $88 $4  10/2011 8/15/11 11/30/11 

256 10 AMA Amador 
County Mission Blvd Gap (1) $1,955 $1,262.8 $1,600 $845.6 $800 $423 $377  1/2010 4/19/10 1/27/11 
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257 10 MER City of Merced Parsons Avenue (1) $2,319 $2,261.9 $1,590 $2,116.3 $1,000 $1,000   4/2010 11/15/10 11/11/11 
258 10 MER City of Merced Parsons Avenue/Ada Givens Gap (3) $1,650 $1,274 $800 $825 $400 $400   10/2011 5/01/12 11/17/12 
259 10 MER City of Merced Yosemite Avenue Reconstruction (2) $2,100 $2,114 $1,850 $2,007 $1,000 $1,000   1/2011 1/10/12 11/29/12 
260 10 MER City of Merced Highway 59 / Cooper Avenue $5,020 $3,307 $2,300 $2,077 $1,000 $1,000   1/2011 8/08/11 12/31/12 

Total SLPP  $17.637M $15.284M $2.32M $33    
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SLPP Corrective Actions – Competitive Projects 
 
Project 192: Nelson Lane Improvements  
Project was allocated in June 2013.   Due to right of way acquisition issues, construction start 
date is now December 2014.  The City of Lincoln will submit a time extension request at the 
December 2013 CTC meeting. 
 
Project 201: Audobon / Cole Traffic Signal  
Project was allocated in June 2013.   Due to a necessary modification to the design of the 
project the construction start date is now June 2014.  The City of Fresno will submit a time 
extension request at the December 2013 CTC meeting. 
 
Project 202: Shields / Temperance Traffic Signal  
Project was allocated in June 2013.   Due to a necessary modification to the design of the 
project the construction start date is now June 2014.  The City of Fresno will submit a time 
extension request at the December 2013 CTC meeting. 
 
Project 214: Perris Boulevard Improvements  
Project was allocated in June 2013.   Due to a potential change in the funding plan for this 
project the construction start date is now June 2014.  The City of Moreno Valley will submit a 
time extension request at the December 2013 CTC meeting. 
 
Project 226: Monte Vista Avenue Widening  
Project was allocated in May 2013.   Due to utility design issues, construction start date is 
now July 2014.  The City of Montclair will submit a time extension request at the December 
2013 CTC meeting. 
 
Project 227: I-15 Baseline Interchange Improvements  
Project was allocated in June 2013.   Construction start date is being moved to June 2014.  
The City of Rancho Cucamonga will submit a time extension request at the December 2013 
CTC meeting. 
 
 

SLPP Updates – Competitive Projects 
 
Project 190: Kings Beach Commercial Core Improvements 
Construction start date was moved from October 2013 to December 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 205: Hageman Road Signal Install and Synch 
Construction start date was moved from October 2013 to December 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 206: Hosking Avenue Widening 
Construction start date was moved from October 2013 to November 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 208: Campus Drive / UPRR Crossing 
Construction start date was moved from August 2013 to November 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
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Project 213: Cactus Avenue Widening EB Third Lane 
Construction start date was moved from July 2013 to October 2013.  Project was allocated in 
May 2013.   
 
Project 223: Greenspot Road Bridge at Santa Ana River 
Construction start date was moved from October 2013 to November 2013.  Project was 
allocated in May 2013.   
 
Project 224: 5th Street Corridor Improvements 
Construction start date was moved from October 2013 to November 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 225: Baseline / Greenspot  
Construction start date was moved from October 2013 to November 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
Project 228: Redlands Boulevard / Alabama Street Improvements 
Construction start date was moved from September 2013 to December 2013.  Project was 
allocated in June 2013.   
 
 



   

   
 
 
 
 

FY 2013-14 
First Quarter  
Traffic Light 

Synchronization Program  
Project Delivery Report  

 

 
 
 

 
  Quarterly Report to the 

  California Transportation 
Commission 

   



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TRAFFIC LIGHT SYNCHRONIZATION PROGRAM 
PROGRESS REPORT 

 
BACKGROUND: 
Proposition 1B was passed by California voters on November 7, 2006, and created the Traffic 
Light Synchronization Program (TLSP).  Proposition 1B provides $250 million, upon 
appropriation by the Legislature, for TLSP projects approved by the California Transportation 
Commission (CTC).  The Department of Transportation (Department) is required to provide a 
quarterly report to the Commission on the status of progress by the local agencies on 
completing TLSP work funded by the Proposition 1B bond funds. 
 
The guidelines for the TLSP were adopted on February 13, 2008.  The CTC has approved 22 
TLSP projects totaling $147,000,000 for the City of Los Angeles and 59 additional traffic light 
synchronization projects totaling $96,484,029 for agencies other than the City of Los Angeles.   
 
Program Summary: 
 
At the close of the First Quarter of FY 2013-14: 
 
The Commission has allocated a total of $211,550,762 to 74 projects, of which 15 projects to 
the City of Los Angeles for $115,002,800 and $96,121,962 to agencies other than the City of 
Los Angeles for 58 projects. Of the 74 projects allocated 47 projects have completed 
construction, the City of Los Angeles has completed construction on 4 projects totaling 
$24,990,900, agencies other than the City of Los Angeles has completed construction on 43 
projects totaling $47,482,823. 
 
At the close of the First Quarter, there are 7 projects that have not requested allocation. 

• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– Central Business District                            $748,000 
• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– Central City East**                                                 $0  
• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– Echo Park/Silver Lake Phase 2               $4,076,500 
• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– Los Angeles                                           $11,528,500 
• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– Santa Monica Fwy Corridor Phase 2       $6,515,500 
• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– West Adams                                            $4,250,800 
• City of Los Angeles – ATCS– Wilshire East                                            $4,877,900 

                                                                                                         Total        $31,997,200 
**Note 
Savings for Los Angeles projects will be added to this project. 
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Project Status – City of Los Angeles 
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7 LA Los Angeles 6760 ATCS - Central Business District $748,000 $9,215,000 Feb-15 May-15 May-16 0    
  

7 LA Los Angeles 6761 ATCS - Central City East $0 $4,885,000   May-15 Aug-15 Aug-16 0      

7 LA Los Angeles 6762 ATCS - Echo Park / Silver Lake $3,215,000 $3,480,000 Dec-08 Jul-09 Aug-12 100      

7 LA Los Angeles 6826 ATCS - Echo Park / Silver Lake Phase 2 $4,076,500 $4,361,900 May-14 Aug-14 Aug-15 0      

7 LA Los Angeles 6763 ATCS - Los Angeles $11,528,500 $15,344,800 Jun-14 Nov-14 May-16 0      

7 LA Los Angeles 6764 ATCS - Santa Monica  Fwy Corridor Phase 1 $6,515,500 $7,507,800 Jun-12 Aug-12 Sep-15 60      

7 LA Los Angeles 6765 ATCS - Santa Monica  Fwy Corridor Phase 2 $6,515,500 $7,507,800 Dec-13 Jan-14 Jan-15 0      

7 LA Los Angeles 6766 ATCS - West Adams $4,250,800 $4,870,120 Jun-14 Nov-14 Nov-15 0      

7 LA Los Angeles 6767 ATCS - Westwood / West Los Angeles $3,484,200 $4,009,200 Jun-12 Jan-12 Feb-15 60      

7 LA Los Angeles 6768 ATCS - Wilshire East $4,877,900 $5,597,300 Feb-14 May-14 May-15 0      

7 LA Los Angeles 6769 ATSAC - Canoga Park 10,316,400 $11,031,100 Jan-11 Jul-11 Apr-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6770 ATSAC - Canoga Park Phase 2 $9,228,900 $9,943,600 Jan-11 Jun-11 Jul-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6771 ATSAC – Foothill $8,802,900 $9,425,400 Oct-11 Jul-11 Jul-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6772 ATSAC - Harbor - Gateway 2 $7,899,000 $8,341,000 Apr-10 Mar-11 Apr-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6773 ATSAC - Pacific Palisades / Canyons $6,922,200 $7,548,300 Jan-11 Jul-11 Jul-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6774 ATSAC - Platt Ranch $4,358,600 $6,817,000 May-09 Dec-09 Jan-13 100      

7 LA Los Angeles 6775 ATSAC – Reseda $8,506,300 $11,026,000 Oct-08 Jan-09 Feb-12 100      

7 LA Los Angeles 6776 ATSAC - Reseda Phase 2 $7,221,000 $7,898,000 Jan-10 Jul-10 Aug-13 99     See pg 5 

7 LA Los Angeles 6777 ATSAC - San Pedro $8,911,000 $10,505,000 May-09 Sep-09 Oct-12 100      

7 LA Los Angeles 6778 ATSAC - Wilmington $11,073,000 $12,319,700 Jan-11 Jul-11 Apr-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6779 ATSAC - Coliseum / Florence $8,107,000 $9,007,500 Oct-11 Jul-11 Jul-14 99      

7 LA Los Angeles 6780 ATSAC - Coliseum / Florence Phase 2 $10,441,800 $11,342,300 Oct-11 Jul-11 Jul-14 99      

 
 

 Project is on time, on budget, or within scope. 
 Project is behind schedule  
 Closeout report accepted. 
 Closeout report is being reviewed. 
± Closeout report on hold pending reimbursement outcome 
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Project Status – Other Agencies 
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3 Pla Roseville 6794 East ITS Coordination $912,414 $1,013,456 Sep-08 
 

Jun-09 Dec-09 100 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

3 Sac Citrus Heights 6745 TLSP Phase II Greenback Lane $180,000 $238,000 Sep-08 Jul-08 Nov-08 100      

3 Sac Citrus Heights 6746 TLSP Phase III Antelope Road $102,000 $124,000 Apr-10 Sep-10 Apr-11 100      

3 Sac 
Rancho 
Cordova 6792 Folsom Boulevard $178,319 $455,709 May-09 Sep-09 Dec-09 100    ±  

3 Sac Sacramento 6795 TLSP $2,456,160 $3,494,821 Jan-10 Jun-10 May-11 100    ±  

3 Sac 
Sacramento 
County 6796 Florin Road $401,000 $552,000 Dec-08 Jun-09 Apr-10 100    

  

3 Sac 
Sacramento 
County 6797 Madison Avenue $142,000 $652,000 Aug-08 Sep-08 Feb-09 100    

  

4 Ala Alameda CMA* 6744 San Pablo Corridor $18,718,405 $25,618,405 Jan-11 Jan-11 Oct-13 61      

4 Ala 
Alameda 
County 6743 Redwood Road $124,000 $159,000 May-09 Mar-10 Sep-10 100      

4 Ala San Leandro 6802 ATMS Expansion $350,000 $558,000 Oct-08 Jul-09 Jun-11 100      
4 CC San Ramon 6806 Bollinger Canyon $475,000 $739,000 Jan10 Sep-09 Mar-10 100      
4 CC San Ramon 6807 Crow Canyon $310,000 $435,000 Jan-10 Sep-09 Mar-10 100      

4 CC Walnut Creek 6824 Ygnacio Valley Road Corridor $1,489,000 $2,139,000 Dec-08 Jun-09 Nov-10 100    ±  

4 Mrn Marin County 6781 Sir Francis Drake Boulevard $208,000 $260,000 Sep-08 May-09 Dec-09 100    ±  
4 SCl San Jose* 6801 TLSP $15,000,000 $20,000,000 Jan-10 Jan-09 Jun-13 100      

4 SCl 
Santa Clara 
County 6814 County Expressway TDCS for TLSP $900,000 $1,030,000 May-10 Oct-10 Nov-11 100    

 
  

4 SF SFMTA 6800 Franklin, Gough & Polk Streets $5,110,000 $12,020,000 Oct-08 Jan-10 Dec-13 35      

4 SM 
San Mateo 
C/CAG* 6805 SMART Corridor Projects $17,500,000 $35,349,000 Sep-12 Dec-09 Jun-13 43     See pg 5 

4 Son Santa Rosa 6816 Steele Lane / Guerneville $1,100,000 $1,600,000 Aug-08 Aug-08 Sep-09 100    ±  

5 SCr Watsonville 6825 Signal Corridor Upgrade $120,000 $180,000 Apr-10 Jun-10 Apr-13 100      

  6 Fre Fresno 6751 Clovis Avenue $2,100,000 $3,270,733 Apr-10 Feb-11 Oct-11 100      
6 Fre Fresno 6752 Shaw Avenue $2,100,000 $3,165,800 Oct-11 Sep-12 Jun-13 50     See pg 5 

6 Kin Hanford 6757 12th Avenue $76,126 $173,408 Sep-08 Dec-09 Feb-10 100      

7 LA Compton 6747 Rosecrans Avenue $682,734 $944,176 Apr-10 Feb-11 Oct-12 90     See pg 5 
7 LA Culver City 6749 Citywide TLSP $199,224 $249,030 Jan-10 Apr-10 May-11 100      
7 LA Glendale 6754 Brand Boulevard $850,000 $1,301,000 Jan-12 Jul-12 Mar-13 90     See pg 5 

7 LA Glendale 6755 Colorado Street/ San Fernando Road 
 

$523,000 $820,000 Jan-12 Jul-12 Mar-13 80     See pg 5 

7 LA Glendale 6756 Glendale Avenue/ Verdugo Road $1,658,000 $2,531,000 Jan-12 Jul-12 Mar-13 90     See pg 5 
7 LA Inglewood 6758 La Brea Avenue $426,000 $606,000 Aug-13 Aug-13 Jan-14 0      
7 LA Pasadena 6784 California Boulevard $68,000 $76,000 Jan-12 Apr-12 Apr-13 90     See pg 5 
7 LA Pasadena 6785 Del Mar Boulevard $138,000 $172,000 Jan-12 Apr-12 Apr-13 95     See pg 5 
7 LA Pasadena 6787 Hill Avenue $66,000 $83,000 Jan-12 Apr-12 Apr-13 95     See pg 5 
7 LA Pasadena 6788 Los Robles Avenue $107,000 $134,000 Jan-12 Apr-12 Apr-13 95     See pg 5 
7 LA Pasadena 6789 Orange Grove Boulevard $188,000 $235,000 Jan-12 Apr-12 Apr-13 85     See pg 5 
7 LA Pasadena 6791 Sierra Madre Boulevard $110,000 $138,000 Jan-12 Apr-12 Aug-13 95     See pg 5 
7 LA Santa Clarita 6815 Advanced System Detection Expansion $345,079 $414,111 Dec-08 Oct-09 Jan-10 100      
8 Riv Murrieta 6782 Murrieta Hot Springs Road        $335,387 $470,125 Oct-08 Aug-09 Dec-10 100      
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8 Riv Corona 6748 TLSP ATMS Phase II $4,424,021 $5,432,246 Oct-08 Jun-09 Sep-11 100      
8 Riv Temecula 6819 Citywide Traffic Signal Synchronization $515,000 $618,000 Apr-10 Sep-10 Mar-11 100      
8 SBd SANBAG 6808 TLSP Tier 3 & 4 $1,537,041 $6,256,105 Jan-11 Dec-10 Jun-12 100      

8 SBd 
Rancho 
Cucamonga 6793 Foothill Boulevard $225,000 $712,250 Aug-08 Mar-09 Dec-09 100    ±  

10 SJ Tracy 6820 Grant Line Road $162,830 $217,107 May-09 Jan-10 Oct-10 100    ±  
10 SJ Tracy 6821 Tracy Boulevard $111,211 $148,281 May-09 Jan-10 Oct-10 100      
11 SD El Cajon 6750 Main Street $38,956 $38,956 May-09 Nov-09 Feb-10 100        

11 SD 
San Diego 
County 6798 

Bonita Road, Sweetwater Road, Briarwood 
Road $632,494 $1,319,620 Aug-08 Sep-09 Oct-10 100      

11 SD 
San Diego 
County 6799 South Mission Road $78,000 $115,000 Aug-08 Sep-09 Oct-10 100      

11 SD San Marcos 6803 Rancho Santa Fe Road $265,024 $359,696 Aug-08 Apr-10 Aug-10 100      
11 SD San Marcos 6804 San Marcos Boulevard Smart Corridor $549,000 $686,000 Aug-08 Dec-08 Jun-11 100      
11 SD SANDAG 6809 At-grade Crossing Traffic Synchronization        $820,000 $1,100,000 Oct-08 Oct-08 Dec-12 75     See pg 5 
11 SD SANDAG 6810 East-West Metro Corridor $1,267,000 $1,417,000 Oct-08 Jun-10 Jun-11 100      

11 SD SANDAG 6811 I-15 Corridor $2,162,000 $2,412,000 Oct-08 Jun-10 Jun-11 100      

11 SD SANDAG 6812 I-805 Corridor $447,268 $552,115 Oct-08 Oct-08 Aug-09 100      
11 SD SANDAG 6813 Transit Signal Priority $951,000 $2,947,000 Oct-08 Nov-08 Nov-12 100      
11 SD Santee 6817 Magnolia Avenue $93,030 $116,288 May-09 Mar-10 May-10 100      
11 SD Santee 6818 Mission Gorge Road $322,483 $403,104 May-09 Feb-10 May-10 100      
11 SD Vista 6822 North Santa Fe Avenue $155,574 $210,662 Aug-08 Oct-08 Jan-09 100      
11 SD Vista 6823 South Melrose Drive $183,182 $230,534 Aug-08 Oct-08 Jan-09 100      
12 Ora Garden Grove 6753 TMC Upgrade $1,859,000 $4,758,000 Oct-08 Jun-10 Nov-11 100      
12 Ora OCTA* 6783 Countywide TLSP $4,000,000 $8,000,000 Jan-11 Jul-10 Sep-12 100      
7 LA Long Beach 6759 Long Beach Area TLSP $3,000,000 $9,300,000  Jan-10 Jan-11 0     Project removed 
7 LA Pasadena 6786 Fair Oaks Avenue $70,000 $87,000  Dec-09 Jan-11 0     Project removed 
7 LA Pasadena 6790 San Gabriel Boulevard $42,000 $52,000  Dec-09 Jan-11 0     Project removed 

 
 
* Note:  Projects for the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), the City of San Jose, the  City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (San Mateo C/CAG), and Alameda County 
Congestion Management Agency (CMA) fall under several categories, as the projects have been phased or segmented. 

 Project is on time, on budget, or within scope. 
 Project is behind schedule  
 Closeout report accepted. 
 Closeout report is being reviewed. 
± Closeout report on hold pending reimbursement outcome 
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Corrective Actions 
 
City of Los Angeles – ATSAC-Reseda Phase 2 (Project ID 6776) 
The project is under construction, the agency stated the project is in the final stages of 
construction. 
 
San Mateo C/CAG – SMART Corridor Projects (Project ID 6805) 
The project is under construction.  At the May 2012 CTC meeting the agency received 
approval to expand the project to include additional segments along the corridor.  Delays in 
construction were due to conflicts in construction schedule between multiple projects.   
 
City of Fresno – Shaw Avenue (Project ID 6752) 
The project is under construction.  The project is behind schedule due to a delay in allocation. 
 
City of Compton – Rosecrans Avenue (Project ID 6747) 
The project is under construction.  Delays in construction were due to conflicts in construction 
schedule between multiple projects.  The agency stated the project is in the final stages of 
construction. 
 
City of Glendale – Total of three projects (Project ID 6754-6756) 
The projects are behind schedule due to the City’s Information Technology Department 
requiring a redesign of the Communications Master Plan and reevaluation of the Ethernet 
switches for the fiber optic communications. The projects are under construction. 
 
City of Pasadena – Total of six projects (Project ID 6784, 6785, 6787, 6788, 6789, 6791) 
Due to delay in design engineering, the projects are behind the current schedules.  The 
projects are under construction.   
 
SANDAG – At-grade Crossing Traffic Synchronization (Project ID 6809) 
The project is under construction. Due to delay in design and review of plans paid by Centre 
City Development Corporation the project is behind schedule.  
 
The following projects were identified as reimbursement not consistent with guidelines, a 
reimbursement request letter was sent to the agency. 
Dis Co Agency Proj 

ID 

Project Name Notice Sent Agency 

Responded 

Comments/Action 

3 Sac Rancho Cordova 6792 Folsom Boulevard 04/16/2013 Yes Additional information received, no payment 

needed. 

3 Sac Sacramento 6795 TLSP 04/16/2013 Yes Agency reviewing their files. 

4 CC Walnut Creek 6824 Ygnacio Valley Road Corridor 04/16/2013 Yes Agency is working with District on additional cost 

not included on previous invoice. 

4 Mrn Marin County 6781 Sir Frances Drake Boulevard 04/16/2013 No Need to follow up  

4 Son Santa Rosa 6816 Steele Lane/Guerneville 04/16/2013 Yes Agency planning on paying invoice. 

6 Kin Hanford 6757 12th Avenue 04/16/2013 No Need to follow up 

8 SBd Rancho Cucamonga 6793 Foothill Boulevard 04/16/2013 No Need to follow up 

10 SJ Tracy 6820 Grant Line Road 04/16/2013 No Need to follow up 

11 SD San Marcos 6803 Rancho Santa Fe Road 04/16/2013 Yes Agency has paid invoice. 
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SUMMARY: 
This report for the Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) is for the first 
quarter of the 2013-14 fiscal years.  This report includes the status of the HRCSA 2008, 
2010 and 2012 program.  
The HRCSA program has a total of 37 Projects programmed with $275 million, of which 
$207 million has been allocated with 30 projects.  $122 million expended.  Eleven of the 
37 projects have completed construction. 

 
STATUS 
 
2008 Sixteen projects programmed with $161 million. Sixteen projects allocated with $118 

million. $103 million expended. Ten projects completed construction and submitted 
final delivery report 

 San Bruno is almost a full year behind schedule.  There was extreme weather in 
2011.  Also there were design and construction methodology changes necessitated 
by unanticipated site conditions. Anticipated completion is December 2013. 

 
 Eight Mile Road East, Eight Mile Road West and Lower Sacramento 

Construction schedule has been impacted by utility and railroad delays, in addition 
to inclement weather.  These conditions have forced the contractor to delay certain 
critical path milestones.  Construction is almost complete for these projects 

 
2010 Eight Projects programmed with $71 million. Eight projects allocated with $71 million. 

$17 million expended 
 
2012 Thirteen projects programmed with $43 million. Six projects allocated with $17 million. 

$2 million expended. 1 project completed construction and submitted final delivery report. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 

Proposition 1B was passed by California voters on November 7, 2006.  Proposition 1B 
authorized $250 million for HRCSA in two parts, $150 million for projects on the Public 
Utilities Commission (PUC) priority list and $100 million for high-priority railroad crossing 
improvements, including grade separation projects.  The Guidelines for HRCSA were 
adopted on March 12, 2008.   
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   (numbers in thousands) 

PY PT D C Applicant Project  Name Tot Proj Grant Allocated 
Date 

Allocated 
Beg 

Const 
End 

Const Expnd Cmpt S B Sc 
08 1 7 LA City of LA Riverside Drive GS Replacement 60,964 5,000 5,000 6/30/10  Jun-15 1,667 53%    
08 1 4 SM PCJPB San Bruno GS 147,000 30,000 26,727 6/30/10  Dec-12 21,718 87%    
08 1 10 SJ City of Stockton Lower Sacramento 34,000 10,000 6,877 4/7/10  Nov-12 6,010 99%    
08 2 10 SJ City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (East) GS 31,000 8,500 5,598 4/7/10  Nov-12 4,827 99%    
08 2 10 SJ City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (West) GS 25,000 8,500 8,081 4/7/10  Nov-12 6,772 99%    
08 2 12 ORA OCTA Sand Canyon GS 55,590 8,000 6,618 6/30/10  Mar-14 2,895 60%    
10 1 6 TUL City of Tulare Bardsley Avenue GS 18,498 7,156 7,156 5/23/12  Mar-14 5,410 35%    
10 1 7 LA ACE Nogales Street GS 85,430 25,600 25,600 4/25/12  Apr-16 0 15%    
10 1 4 ALA City of Fremont Warren Avenue GS 68,782 9,600 9,600 3/28/12  Jun-15 2,769 37%    
10 1 7 LA City of LA North Spring Street GS 48,766 5,001 5,001 5/23/12  Dec-14 0 5%    
10 2 3 SAC City of Sacramento 6th Street OverXing - Roadwork 15,730 7,865 7,865 6/27/12  Dec-13 1,870 65%    
10 2 4 ALA City of Fremont Kato Road GS 52,265 10,000 10,000 8/10/11  Jun-13 6,471 87%    
10 2 7 LA SCRRA Broadway-Brazil Street Grade Xing 9,100 4,000 3,738 2/22/12  Mar-14 233 99%    
10 2 12 ORA OCTA San Clemente Beach Trail Xings 4,500 2,250 2,250 6/27/12  Apr-14 0 0    
12 1 3 SAC City of Elk Grove Grant Line Road GS Project 30,375 5,000 5,000 5/3/13  Dec-14 0     
12 1 10 SJ City of Lathrop Lathrop Road GS with UPRR 16,855 5,000 5,000 5/7/13  Oct-15 0     
12 1 4 SM PCJPB San Mateo Bridges GS Project, PII 30,000 9,000 0  May-14 May-16 0     
12 1 10 SJ Port of Stockton Navy Drive/BNSF Underpass (1 of 2) 6,530 3,173 0  Mar-14 Aug-15 0     
12 2 10 SJ Port of Stockton Navy Drive/BNSF Underpass (2 of 2) 2,567 2,567 0  Mar-14 Aug-15 0     
12 2 4 CC City of Richmond Officer Bradley A. Moody/Marina Bay 42,180 4,230 4,230 5/3/13  May-15 0 10%    
12 2 6 TL City of Tulare Santa Fe Trail at UPRR GS 6,813 3,381 0  Feb-14 Dec-14 0     
12 2 7 LA SCRRA Branford Road Grade Xing Safety  3,048 1,325 0  Oct-13 Apr-14 0     
12 2 7 LA SCRRA Moorpark Avenue GS Safety  5,041 4,841 0  Jul-13 Dec-13 0     
12 2 7 LA SCRRA Grandview Ave Grade Xing Safety  2,630 580 580 5/7/13 Sep-12 Feb-13 0     
12 2 7 LA SCRRA Sonora Avenue Grade Xing Safety 2,630 580 580 5/7/13 Sep-12 Feb-13 0 80%    
12 2 7 LA SCRRA Woodley Avenue Grade Xing Safety  1,000 500 0  Mar-13 Oct-13 0     
      806,294 181,649 145,501    60,642     

  

 
  Project is on-time, on-budget, and/or within scope   Project behind schedule  Schedule, scope or cost is changing, pending review and acceptance  

 
  PY-Program Year    PT – Part   D-District    C-County S- Scope     B- Budget     Sc -Schedule 
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  PROJECT OPERATIONAL/FINAL REPORT SUBMITTED 

PY PT D C Applicant Project  Name Tot Proj Grant Allocated 
Date 

Allocated 
Beg 

Const 
End 

Const Expnd Cmpt S B Sc 
08 1 6 KER County of Kern BNSF GS 7th Standard Rd/Santa Fe Wy 22,440 9,926 7,044 1/13/10   7,044 100%    
08 1 4 SM PCJPB San Mateo Bridges GS 13,440 5,000 1,107 5/19/10   977 100%    
08 1 4 SF PCJPB Jerrold Ave & Quint St Bridges GS 19,630 10,000 2,786 5/13/10   2,786 100%    
08 1 10 MER City of Merced G Street Undercrossing 18,000 9,000 7,422 1/13/10   7,413 100%    
08 1 6 KER County of Kern Hageman Rd/BNSF Railroad 35,300 17,650 13,759 6/30/10   13,759 100%    
08 2 11 SD City of San Diego Park Blvd. at Harbor Dr./Ped Bridge 27,000 6,000 6,000 12/10/08   6,000 100%    
08 2 3 SAC City of Sacramento 6th St Overcrossing - Bridge 11,974 5,987 4,837 12/9/09   4,837 100%    
08 2 6 TUL City of Tulare Cartmill Avenue GS 26,808 11,293 10,161 6/30/10   10,161 100%    
08 2 6 TUL County of Tulare Betty Drive GS 14,882 12,175 4,885 6/30/10   4,885 100%    
08 2 10 SJ Port of Stockton Port of Stockton Expressway 8,587 4,400 1,537 6/30/10   1,537 100%    
12 2 12 ORA OCTA Dana Point & San Clemente Xing 4,200 2,100 2,100 1/9/11   2,100 100%    
      202,261 93,531 61,634    61,499     

 

  Project is on-time, on-budget, and/or within scope   Project behind schedule  Schedule, scope or cost is changing, pending review and acceptance  
 
  PY-Program Year    PT – Part   D-District    C-County S- Scope     B- Budget     Sc -Schedule 
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SUMMARY: 

 
This report is for the first quarter of Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14 for the Proposition 1B Intercity 
Rail Improvement (IRI) Program.  The IRI Program consists of fifteen projects, one project is 
partially allocated, nine fully allocated, and five projects remain unallocated.  Approximately 
forty eight percent (48%) of the total bond funding for the IRI Program is allocated.  Completed 
projects are shown on the Summary Sheet. 
 
CURRENT STATUS: 

Procure New Rail Cars (Statutory requires $125 million program amount for the procurement 
of additional intercity passenger rail cars and locomotives)  

Passenger Rail Cars- Preliminary Design Review is being completed and all 
documentation is being reviewed.  Intermediate Design Review Sections 1 - 3 occurred 
at the Contractor’s site in Rochelle, Illinois.  Jacobs Engineering has provided 
engineering and contract support.  To date, $42 million has been allocated for rail cars. 

Locomotives – Locomotive Request for Proposal (RFP) in conjunction with Illinois 
Department of Transportation (IDOT) and Washington State was released for bid.  IDOT 
is lead of the Multi-State locomotive procurement effort.  Final proposals from 
contractors are scheduled to be reviewed in the second quarter. 

Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track Segment 8 – Funding for Segment 8 has been obtained 
through TCRP savings from the Valley View Grade Separation Project.  Funding associated 
with this project is to be re-programmed within the IRI during FY 13/14 on a new project. 

New Station Tracks at Los Angeles Union Station – For Phase 1 - Platform Project, was 
completed on September 12, 2012.  For Phase 2 – Customer Information System (CIS),  
30 percent has been completed.  All major items have been purchased, existing platform 
signage has been removed, method of mounting new signage has been identified and 
materials procured.  Project is anticipated to be completed March 2014.  The remaining 
$13.3M programmed funds are to be re-programmed to Van Nuys and Raymer to Bernson at 
the December 2013 CTC meeting.  The projects will be administered by the Los Angeles 
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority. 

San Onofre to Pulgas Double Track Project – Phase 1 – On July 16, 2013, SANDAG 
received six bids for the project.  On September 27, 2013, SANDAG Board approved the 
Construction Award.  The low bidder Flatiron H&H has been given the contract documents to 
sign.  
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Sacramento Maintenance Facility – At the August 2013 CTC meeting, funds for Right of 
Way and Construction were programmed to this project from the deprogrammed Mid-Route 
Layover Facility.  A STIP allocation request for Design work and Environmental Permits and 
some minor changes to the project scope is anticipated during the second quarter.   

Oakley to Port Chicago – Construction of bridge expansion began at Bridgehead Road.  
Track grading work is complete.    

Coast Daylight Track and Signal – The project is currently unallocated with an anticipated 
date of January 2016 for environmental clearance and phase completion. 

Mid-Route Layover Facility – At the August 2013 CTC meeting, the CTC approved to amend 
the Proposition 1B Intercity Rail Improvement Program (ICR1B) project list to delete the Mid-
Route Layover Facility project, and to reprogram $14.601M to the Sacramento Maintenance 
Facility project.   

Santa Margarita Bridge and Double Track - The construction is approximately 85 percent 
complete.  Contractor completed reconstruction efforts on the previously damaged portion of 
the Santa Margarita River Bridge.  Contractor was able to complete the entire bridge structure 
during this quarter except for surface finishing work and other minor ancillary items.   

Bahia-Benicia Crossover - The Bahia Crossover is complete and all the track maintenance 
funding is also complete.  The project is 100 percent complete overall with anticipated funds 
remaining of approximately $1,115,565, which will be reprogrammed to another rail project.    
 
SCRRA Sealed Corridor – Construction was completed February 21, 2013 and project close 
out has begun and is expected to be completed by December 31, 2013. 
 
Wireless Network for Northern California IPR Fleet – The San Joaquin and Capitol Corridor 
fleet received their base installation of Wi-Fi systems.  Remaining funds will be used to 
upgrade the technology, which changes rapidly to ensure that by the expiration of funds on 
June 30, 2015, the systems on the Northern California Fleet will be functioning to the latest 
advisable technology and performance standards.  The enhanced functionality for this will 
involve various cellular, data backhaul improvements, and network center upgrades. 
 
Raymer to Bernson Double Track – Conceptual Design and Environmental were submitted 
to FRA, waiting for approval from FRA before beginning final design. Final Design expected to 
begin Fall 2013. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
Proposition 1B was passed by California voters on November 7, 2006.  The Guidelines for the 
IRI were adopted on December 13, 2007, and provide $400 million, upon appropriation by the 
Legislature, to the Department for intercity passenger rail improvement projects.  A minimum of 
$125 million is designated for procurement of additional intercity passenger railcars and 
locomotives. 
 
This $400 million program is part of the $4 billion Proposition 1B Public Transportation 
Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA).  This Account is 
to be used to fund public transportation projects.  Pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) 
of section 8879.50 of the Government Code, the Department is the administrative agency for 
PTMISEA. 
 
At its December 2007 meeting, the Commission approved the guidelines for intercity 
passenger rail projects in the PTMISEA.  At its February 2008 meeting, the Commission 
approved the list of Proposition 1B intercity rail projects to be funded in the IRI.  The program 
has been amended; August 2008, November 2010, January 2011, March 2011, June 2011, 
November 2011, March 2012 and August 2013. 
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SUMMARY 
This report covers the first quarter of Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14 (July through September 
2013) for the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) program.  At the close of the first 
quarter, there were a total of 70 projects with a TCIF programmed value of $2,387,488,410 
and a total project value of $6,611,278,000.  The California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) has approved 67 of the 70 baseline agreements 
 

To date, 65 projects have received bond allocations totaling $2,250,418,410.  The allocated 
amount utilizes 92 percent of the available program funds.  Of the total allocation, 
$1,345,544,450 is under the Southern California Consensus Group (SCCG); $602,441,000 is 
under the Northern California Trade Corridor Coalition (NCTCC); $242,432,960 is under the 
San Diego Border Region (SDBR); and $60,000,000 is under the Other group. 
 

The available unallocated TCIF funds total $199,581,590, of which $137,070,000 is currently 
programmed, and the remaining available balance to be programmed is $62,511,590.  Of the 
remaining available allocations, $154,455,550 is under the SCCG; $37,559,000 is under the 
NCTCC; $7,567,040 is under the SDBR; and $0 is under the Other group. 
 

CURRENT STATUS 
The tables below show the actions that were taken during this quarter.  The spreadsheets 
that follow separate the projects into three categories:  Projects Unallocated, Projects 
Allocated, and Projects Completed. 
 

ID D Co. Rte. Project Title/Amendment Resolution Bond 
$ x1000 

Total  
$ x1000 

Action 
$ x 1000 

 

Programming Actions 
21 7 LA N/A Washington Boulevard Widening & Reconstruction 

     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 
$5,800 $32,000 Continued project, maintained 

TCIF funds, and approved 
updated schedule and funding 
plan. 

48 8 RIV N/A Avenue 56 Grade Separation 
     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$10,000$
15,066 

$29,352 
$31,658 

Increased TCIF by $5,066. 

50 8 RIV N/A Grade Separation at Clay Street Railroad Grade 
Crossing 
     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$12,500$
$13,247 

$31,025 
$30,806 

Increased TCIF by $747.  
Baseline amendment 
approved at the 06/11/13 CTC 
meeting reflected this change. 

53 8 RIV N/A Grade Separation at Magnolia Avenue Railroad Grade 
Crossing – BNSF 
     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$13,700 
$17,696 

$49,566 
$51,632 

Increased TCIF by $3,996. 

94 4 SOL 101 US-101 Freeway Performance Initiative (FPI) 
     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$15,000 TBD Project added to TCIF 
Program. 

95 7 LA N/A ACE Puente Avenue Grade Separation 
     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$48,000 TBD Project added to TCIF 
Program. 

96 7 LA N/A ACE Fairway Drive Grade Separation 
     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$56,000 TBD Project added to TCIF 
Program. 

 

Baseline Agreement Approvals 
    No baseline agreement approvals this quarter    
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ID D Co. Rte. Project Title/Amendment Resolution Bond 

$ x1000 
Total  

$ x1000 
Action 

$ x 1000 
 

Baseline Agreement Amendments 
15 7 LA ACE San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation Program 

     Resolution TCIF-P-1314-01, Approved 08-06-13 
$267,938 $770,801 

$732,190 
Updated delivery schedule, 
cost, and funding plan for all 
project segments.  Removed 
match projects 15.4 and 15.5 
and added three new match 
projects 15.10, 15.11, and 
15.12. 

 

Allocation Requests 
2 4 CC  Richmond Rail Connector 

     Resolution TCIF-A-1314-06, Approved 08/06/13 
$10,880 $22,650 Approved allocation of $10,000 

const. capital and $880 const. 
support. 

4 4 ALA 880 I-880 Reconstruction, 29th & 23rd Avenues, Oakland  
[SHOPP/TCIF] 
     Resolution TCIF-A-1314-01, Approved 08/06/13 

$73,000 $97,912 Approved SHOPP/TCIF 
allocation of $73,000 ($62,133 
const. capital and $10,867 
const. support). 

40 12 ORA N/A Lakeview Avenue Overcrossing 
     Resolution TCIF-A-1314-05, Approved 08/06/13 

$39,519 $99,763 Approved allocation of $39,519 
const. capital 

64 8 SBD N/A Lenwood Road Grade Separation 
     Resolution TCIF-A-1314-04, Approved 08/06/13 

$8,855 $31,733 Approved allocation of $8,855 
($8,355 const. capital and 
$500 const. support). 
 

89 4 SOL 80/ 
680/
12 

Solano I-80/680/12 Connector 
     Resolution TCIF-A-1314-07, Approved 08/06/13 

$24,000 $100,400 Approved allocation of $24,000 
($8,460 Const. Support, 
$7,040 Const. Capital, and 
$8,500 TCIF/SHOPP Const. 
Capital). 

 

Allocation Amendments 
5 4 ALA MTC I-580 Eastbound Truck Climbing Lane 

     Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-03, Approved 08/06/13 
$56,694 
$49,485 

$56,694 
$49,485 

Approved allocation 
amendment to reflect contract 
award savings 

12 4 SOL STA 
Caltr
ans 

I-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation   
(SHOPP/TCIF) 
     Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-02, Approved 08/06/13 

$47,800 
$38,292 

$97,900 
$88,392 

Approved allocation 
amendment to reflect contract 
award savings 

88 7 LA N/A Baldwin Avenue Grade Separation 
     Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-01, Approved 08/06/13 

$37,638 
$33,559 

$81,470 
$77,391 

Approved allocation 
amendment to reflect contract 
award savings 

 

Environmental Actions (Future Consideration of Funding) 
    No environmental actions his quarter    

 

TCIF Related Items 
 

    Proposition 1B Semi-Annual Status Report  
    Approved 08/06/13 Tab 49, Ref. No. 3.5 

  Approved 

    Plan to Utilize Program Savings 
    Approved 08/06/13 Tab 50, Ref. No. 4.10 

  Approved 
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NCTCC

3.4

NCTCC 4 ALA Port of Oakland Outer Harbor Intermodal 
Terminals (OHIT)
[Recycling Facilities, 
Segment 4]

03/31/13 06/30/13 07/31/18 Env. 100%         
Des. 45%
RW 100%

$46,600 $0 $0 $600 $0

  

3.5

NCTCC 4 ALA Port of Oakland Outer Harbor Intermodal 
Terminals (OHIT)
[City Trade and Logistics 
Facilities, Segment 5]

03/31/13 06/30/13 12/31/19 Env. 100%         
Des. 45%
RW 100%

$99,400 $0 $0 $3,500 $0

  

3.6

NCTCC 4 ALA Port of Oakland Outer Harbor Intermodal 
Terminals (OHIT)
[Unit Train Support Rail Yard, 
Segment 6]

12/31/14 12/31/15 Env. 100%         
Des. 100%
RW 100%

$20,000 $0 $0 $5,000 $0

  

6

NCTCC 6 KER Caltrans / BNSF Tehachapi Trade Corridor Rail 
Improvement Project

10/01/13 N/A 12/01/13 12/01/15 Env. 90%
Des.  100%
RW 85%

$26,040 $12,270 $9,500 $1,000 $0 $15,540

  

94
NCTCC 4 SOL MTC 101 US-101 Freeway Performance 

Initiative (FPI) [SHOPP/TCIF]
TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD $15,000 $15,000 TBD TBD TBD TBD

  

TOTAL NCTCC $27,270

SCCG
15.10 SCCG 7 LA Alameda Corridor 

East Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade 
Separation Program
[Hamilton Boulevard - Match]

07/31/13 06/30/14 04/30/15 07/31/15 11/30/17 Env. 0%
Des. 25%
RW 0%  

$76,326 $0 $0 $6,875 $18,339 $51,112

  

15.11 SCCG 7 LA Alameda Corridor 
East Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade 
Separation Program
[Fullerton Road - Match]

06/30/14 04/30/15 09/30/15 09/30/17 Env. 100%
Des. 35%
RW 0% 

$99,052 $0 $0 $9,306 $65,713 $24,033

  

15.12 SCCG 7 LA Alameda Corridor 
East Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade 
Separation Program
[Durfee Avenue - Match]

01/31/14 09/30/14 10/31/15 01/31/16 05/31/18 Env. 30%
Des. 35%
RW 0% 

$73,568 $0 $0 $8,738 $38,262 $26,568

  

21 SCCG 7 LA City of Commerce Washington Boulevard Widening 
& Reconstruction

10/31/13 10/31/13 02/01/14 02/01/15 Env. 100%  
Des. 95%
RW 95%

$32,000 $5,800 $39 $2,524 $3,198 $26,239

  

95 SCCG 7 LA ACE Construction 
Authority

ACE Puente Avenue Grade 
Separation

TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD Env.            
Des. 
RW 

$48,000 $48,000 TBD TBD TBD TBD

  

96 SCCG 7 LA ACE Construction 
Authority

ACE Fairway Drive Grade 
Separation

TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD Env.            
Des. 
RW 

$56,000 $56,000 TBD TBD TBD TBD

  

TOTAL SCCG $109,800
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SDBR
68.2 SDBR 11 SD San Diego 

Association of 
Governments

11 SR 11/Otay Mesa East Port of 
Entry [Segment 2 - SR 11 and 
Commercial Vehicle 
Enforcement Facility]

07/31/13 07/15/13 10/01/13 06/30/16 Env. 100%
Des. 25%           

$245,400 $0 $0 $17,500 $52,000 $175,900

  

68.3 SDBR 11 SD San Diego 
Association of 
Governments

11 SR 11/Otay Mesa East Port of 
Entry [Segment 3 - East Otay 
Mesa Land POE]

07/01/13 07/15/13 09/01/13 03/30/16 Env. 100%
Des. 25%           

$341,300 $0 $0 $14,400 $41,900 $285,000

  

TOTAL SDBR $0 $0

OTHER
92.3 OTHER 3 Yol Port of 

Sacramento
West Sacramento Rail Plan-
Pioneer Bluff Bridge [City of 
West Sacramento/Port of West 
Sacramento Rail Plan--
Washington Overpass (Ph. 3)]

06/01/13 07/01/13 Env. 100%         
Des. 100%
RW 100%

$1,540 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,540

  

92.4 OTHER 3 Yol Port of 
Sacramento

West Sacramento Rail Plan-
Pioneer Bluff Bridge [City of 
West Sacramento/Port of West 
Sacramento Rail Plan--Loop 
Track (Ph. 4)]

01/15/14 08/15/14 Env. 100%         
Des. 100%
RW 100%

$1,124 $0 $3 $100 $5 $1,016

  

TOTAL OTHER $0 $0

GRAND TOTAL
UNALLOCATED $137,070
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NCTCC
2 NCTCC 4 CC Caltrans / 

BNSF
Richmond Rail Connector 08/01/13 09/01/14 10/01/14 10/01/15 $22,650 $10,880 $300 $550 $4,590 $17,210 08/06/13

  
3.1 NCTCC 4 ALA Port of 

Oakland
Outer Harbor Intermodal 
Terminals (OHIT) 
[Environmental Remediation, 
Seg. 1]

01/01/10 10/15/18 10/16/18 04/16/19 Const 50% $11,400 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,400 N/A 01/01/10

  

3.2 NCTCC 4 ALA Port of 
Oakland

OHIT [Rail Access 
Improvements and Manifest 
Yard, Seg. 2]

07/31/13 07/31/15 08/01/15 12/31/15 Const 1% $74,600 $65,800 $100 $8,700 $0 $65,800 $6,625 10/24/12 03/14/13

  

3.3 NCTCC 4 ALA Port of 
Oakland

OHIT [City Site Prep Work and 
Backbone Infrastructure, Seg. 3]

12/31/13 10/15/18 10/16/18 04/16/19 Design-Build
Design 65%

$247,241 $176,341 $4,500 $25,900 $0 $216,841 $224,620 05/07/13

  

4 NCTCC 4 ALA MTC 880 I-880 Reconstruction, 29th & 
23rd Avenues, Oakland 
[SHOPP/TCIF]

07/31/13 07/31/17 08/31/17 08/31/18 $97,912 $73,000 $4,200 $7,387 $6,325 $80,000 08/06/13

  

5 NCTCC 4 ALA MTC 580 I-580 Eastbound Truck Climbing 
Lane [SHOPP/TCIF]

06/01/12 04/01/15 03/01/14 12/01/14 Const 30% $49,485 $49,485 $49,485 $11,477 06/23/11 06/18/12

  

10 NCTCC 10 SJ SJCOG 4 State Route 4 West Crosstown 
Freeway Extension Stage 1

11/01/13 12/01/16 12/01/16 12/01/17 $193,040 $96,820 $4,000 $10,400 $44,600 $134,040 06/11/13 11/01/13

  

12 NCTCC 4 SOL MTC 80 I-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck 
Scales Relocation [SHOPP/TCIF]

08/31/12 12/31/14 01/01/15 12/31/15 Const 94%      $88,392 $38,292 $6,800 $12,200 $7,500 $61,892 $45,522 06/23/11 01/25/12
  

81 NCTCC 10 SJ NCTCC Sperry Road Extension 07/01/11 08/31/13 09/30/13 12/31/13 Const 90% $56,582 $23,582 $1,000 $5,000 $7,000 $43,582 $29,886 01/20/11 07/26/11
  

82 NCTCC 4 CC NCTCC Marina Bay Parkway Grade 
Separation

02/01/13 05/01/15 05/01/15 06/01/15 Const 10% $42,180 $18,975 $500 $2,780 $100 $38,800 $2,573 10/26/11 06/18/13
  

89 NCTCC 4 SOL NCTCC 80/ 
680
/ 12

Solano I-80/680/12 Connector 09/30/13 01/31/16 01/31/16 01/31/17 $100,400 $24,000 $3,500 $8,880 $23,160 $64,860 08/06/13

  

TOTAL NCTCC $983,882 $577,175
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SCCG
15.2 SCCG 7 LA ACE 

Constructio
n Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade 
Separation Program [San 
Gabriel Trench Project - 
Phase II]

08/31/12 09/30/17 10/31/17 10/31/18 Const 15%   $332,492 $263,938 $0 $33,458 $35,096 $263,938 $203,317 10/26/11 07/23/12

  

17 SCCG 7 LA City of 
Santa Fe 
Springs

ACE: Gateway-Valley View 
Grade Separation Project

05/31/12 08/31/14 09/01/14 11/30/14 Const 55% $65,077 $19,092 $0 $4,000 $19,021 $42,056 $22,334 01/20/11 05/24/12
  

19 SCCG 7 LA POLA 47/  
110

I-110 Fwy Access Ramp 
Improvement SR 47/I-110 
NB Connector Widening

06/30/13 06/30/15 06/30/15 06/30/16 Const 2% $42,268 $14,700 $700 $5,568 $0 $36,000 03/05/13 07/12/13

  

20 SCCG 7 LA POLA 110 I-110 Freeway & C Street 
Interchange Improvements

11/01/13 10/31/16 11/01/16 04/30/17 $39,385 $8,300 $801 $3,491 $0 $35,093 06/11/13
  

22 SCCG 7 LA POLA South Wilmington Grade 
Separation

11/01/12 11/01/14 11/01/14 11/01/15 Const 15% $76,823 $17,000 $520 $6,631 $0 $69,672 $1,743 06/27/12 11/01/12
  

23 SCCG 7 LA POLB 710 Gerald Desmond Bridge 
Replacement
[Design-Build] SHOPP/TCIF]

06/07/13 06/27/16 06/27/16 09/26/16 Design-Build
Const 2% 

$960,203 $299,795 $11,862 $37,878 $128,104 $782,359 $136,478 06/22/11 10/01/12

  

24 SCCG 7 LA POLB Ports Rail System - Tier 1 
(Pier F Support Yard)

11/29/12 05/15/14 05/16/14 07/20/14 Const 19% $30,176 $6,936 $2,980 $1,990 $0 $25,206 $5,370 10/26/11 09/17/12
  

25 SCCG 7 LA POLB Ports Rail System - Tier 1 
(Track  Realignment at 
Ocean Boulevard)

11/29/12 05/15/14 05/16/14 07/02/14 Const 19% $44,756 $16,216 $4,270 $2,850 $0 $37,636 $4,072 10/26/11 09/17/12

  

32.1 SCCG 7 LA POLA Ports Rail System - Tier 1 
(West Basin Road Rail Access 
Improvements) [Segment 1 - 
Berth 200 Rail Yard 
Improvements]

06/01/12 07/01/14 08/01/14 07/01/15 Const 55% $111,956 $40,718 $6 $7,980 $0 $103,970 $50,672 03/29/12 05/31/12

  

32.2 SCCG 7 LA POLA Ports Rail System - Tier 1 
(West Basin Road Rail Access 
Improvements) [Segment 2 - 
Berth 200 Rail Yard Track 
Connections]

07/01/13 06/01/14 07/01/14 01/01/15 Const 1% $25,700 $10,512 $0 $1,000 $0 $24,700 03/05/13 07/25/13

  

34 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA 91 SR 91 Connect Aux. Lanes 
through Interchange on 
Westbound SR91 Between 
SR 57 & I-5

12/01/12 12/01/15 12/01/15 11/01/16 Const 10% $62,977 $27,227 $1,400 $6,234 $7,066 $48,277 $3,182 09/27/12 02/15/13

  

35 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA State College Boulevard 
Grade Separation

11/01/13 08/01/16 08/01/16 08/01/19 $74,644 $35,890 $305 $3,595 $19,092 $51,652 06/11/13
  

36 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA Placentia Avenue 
Undercrossing

10/01/11 05/01/14 05/01/14 05/01/17 Const 59%                   $72,843 $9,548 $21 $3,401 $15,371 $54,050 $25,437 01/20/11 07/25/11
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37 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA Orangethorpe Avenue Grade 
Separation

03/01/13 07/01/16 07/01/16 07/01/19 Const 2% $108,595 $41,632 $631 $8,292 $24,863 $74,809 $3,768 05/23/12 01/14/13
  

38 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA Kraemer Boulevard 
Undercrossing

10/01/11 05/01/14 05/01/14 05/01/17 Const 63% $68,799 $21,009 $631 $5,043 $9,382 $53,743 $25,393 01/20/11 09/12/11
  

40 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA Lakeview Avenue 
Overcrossing

09/01/13 12/01/15 12/01/15 12/01/18 $99,763 $39,519 $631 $7,867 $39,688 $51,577 08/06/13
  

41 SCCG 12 ORA OCTA Tustin Avenue / Rose Drive 
Overcrossing

03/01/13 09/01/15 09/01/15 09/01/18 Const 3% $88,175 $30,862 $601 $7,085 $32,245 $48,244 $3,387 06/27/12 02/25/13
  

43 SCCG 8 RIV City of 
Corona

Auto Center Drive Grade 
Separation

11/01/11 04/30/13 05/01/13 05/01/14 Const 1% $32,675 $16,000 $630 $1,370 $2,720 $27,955 $522 12/14/11 05/15/13
  

45 SCCG 8 RIV City of 
Riverside

Iowa Avenue Grade 
Separation

06/26/12 11/01/13 11/01/13 05/01/14 Const 60% $32,000 $13,000 $500 $1,500 $5,500 $24,500 $14,566 10/27/11 06/26/12
  

46 SCCG 8 RIV City of 
Banning

Sunset Avenue Grade 
Separation

12/01/13 02/28/16 03/01/16 08/01/16 $34,764 $10,000 $900 $2,300 $1,142 $30,422 06/11/13   
47 SCCG 8 RIV Riverside 

County
Streeter Avenue Grade 
Separation

11/30/12 05/30/14 05/30/14 11/30/14 Const 17% $36,000 $15,500 $1,500 $1,000 $7,500 $26,000 $4,308 06/27/12 10/23/12   
48 SCCG 8 RIV City of 

Riverside
Avenue 56 Grade Separation 12/01/13 02/28/16 06/15/16 10/15/16 $31,658 $15,066 $295 $2,268 $3,289 $25,806 06/11/13

  

50 SCCG 8 RIV Riverside 
County

Grade Separation at Clay 
Street Railroad Grade 
Crossing

12/01/13 06/15/16 08/15/16 12/15/16 $30,806 $13,247 $502 $2,843 $7,385 $20,076 06/11/13

  

51 SCCG 8 RIV City of 
Riverside

Riverside Avenue Grade 
Separation

10/01/13 04/01/15 04/30/15 10/31/15 $33,820 $12,100 $1,047 $1,453 $6,892 $24,428 05/07/13
  

53 SCCG 8 RIV SANBAG Grade Separation at Magnolia 
Avenue Railroad Grade 
Crossing - BNSF

12/01/13 06/01/16 08/01/16 11/30/16 $51,632 $17,696 $563 $3,700 $1,923 $45,446 06/11/13

  

54 SCCG 8 RIV SANBAG 215 March Inland Cargo Port 
Airport - I-215 Van Buren 
Boulevard - Ground Access 
Improvements

04/01/12 04/01/14 04/30/14 09/30/14 Const 55% $66,776 $8,835 $3,463 $4,786 $7,000 $51,527 $28,300 10/26/11 08/13/12

  

56 SCCG 8 SBD SANBAG 10 Route 10 Cherry Avenue 
Interchange Reconstruction

08/01/11 12/31/13 12/31/13 06/30/14 Const 55% $77,806 $30,773 $935 $5,822 $9,503 $61,546 $33,800 03/28/12 05/01/12

  

59 SCCG 8 SBD SANBAG ACE Glen Helen Parkway 
Railroad Grade Separation

04/05/13 08/22/14 09/01/14 03/01/15 Const 9% $25,885 $7,172 $0 $2,650 $6,400 $16,835 $409 03/05/13 05/07/13
  

61 SCCG 8 SBD SANBAG ACE South Milliken Avenue 
Grade Separation

12/11/13 06/01/16 07/01/16 02/01/17 $82,016 $28,213 $750 $4,745 $5,221 $71,300 06/11/13
  

63 SCCG 8 SBD City of 
Oxnard

Palm Avenue Grade 
Separation

06/01/13 06/30/15 07/01/15 09/01/15 Const 2% $26,398 $4,560 $774 $2,024 $8,320 $15,280 $18 03/05/13 09/04/13
  

64 SCCG 8 SBD Caltrans
BNSF
UP

Lenwood Road Grade 
Separation

09/13/13 10/01/15 11/01/15 05/01/16 $31,733 $8,855 $0 $4,409 $4,792 $22,532 08/06/13
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66 SCCG 7 VEN SANBAG 101 Route 101 Rice Avenue 
Interchange

10/20/09 09/30/12 10/30/12 12/31/12 Const 95% $73,597 $14,194 $3,458 $3,766 $26,594 $39,779 $35,000 05/14/09 10/20/09
  

83 SCCG 8 SBD Riverside 
County

Colton Crossing Project 09/30/11 03/30/14 04/01/14 05/01/15 Const 95% $151,917 $41,228 $3,689 $11,600 $26,700 $109,928 $67,184 08/10/11 10/12/11
  

84 SCCG 8 SBD POLA Laurel Street/BNSF Grade 
Separation

09/04/13 09/06/15 10/01/15 01/30/16 Const 1% $59,855 $24,713 $0 $4,657 $11,053 $44,146 $19 06/11/13 09/04/14

  

85 SCCG 8 RIV POLA Avenue 52 Grade Separation 10/15/13 03/31/15 04/01/15 09/01/15 $29,866 $10,000 $2,668 $0 $3,000 $24,198 06/11/13
  

86 SCCG 7 LA POLA Alameda Corridor West 
Terminus Intermodal Railyard 
-West Basin Railyard 
Extension

11/21/13 02/28/16 02/28/16 02/28/17 $72,987 $20,712 $0 $3,292 $0 $69,695 06/11/13

  

87.1 SCCG 7 LA ACE 
Constructio
n Authority

Cargo Transportation 
Improvement Emission 
Reduction Program-Ph. 1

01/31/13 05/31/14 05/31/14 05/31/15 Const 32% $26,695 $12,705 $0 $1,285 $0 $25,410 $12,767 12/06/12 02/21/13

  

87.2 SCCG 7 LA VCTC / 
ACTA

Cargo Transportation 
Improvement Emission 
Reduction Program-Ph. 2

11/30/13 09/30/17 09/30/17 09/30/18 $143,000 $26,664 $0 $8,470 $0 $134,530 06/11/13

  

88 SCCG 7 LA VCTC Baldwin Avenue Grade 
Separation

08/31/12 08/31/14 09/30/14 01/31/15 Const 31% $77,391 $33,559 $0 $1,902 $41,930 $33,559 $6,650 05/23/12 10/22/12
  

90 SCCG 7 VEN Hueneme Road Widening 02/15/13 02/15/14 03/01/14 09/01/14 $2,924 $1,462 $0 $0 $0 $2,924 05/07/13   
91 SCCG 7 VEN 101 Route 101 Improvements 08/12/13 08/10/15 08/10/15 12/08/15 $49,297 $13,118 $1,600 $5,197 $500 $42,000 06/11/13   

TOTAL SCCG $3,586,130 $1,302,266
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SDBR
68 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG 11 SR 11/Otay Mesa East Port of 

Entry [Parent - Environmental 
Programming for Entire Corridor]

N/A N/A 04/01/16 04/01/18 Const N/A              $12,300 $0 $12,300 $0 $0 $0 N/A N/A

  

68.1 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG 11 SR 11/Otay Mesa East Port of 
Entry [Segment 1-SR 11/SR 905 
Freeway to Freeway Connectors]

07/15/13 03/30/16 04/30/16 04/30/18 Design Build $120,700 $79,700 $0 $7,300 $33,700 $79,700 05/07/13 10/02/13

  

69 SDBR 11 SD Port of 
San 
Diego

5/1
5

Bay Marina Drive at I-5 At-Grade 
Improvements

06/14/12 11/07/13 05/07/14 11/07/14 Const 98% $3,172 $792 $440 $345 $20 $2,367 $1,762 03/29/12 06/21/12
  

70 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG 5 10th Avenue/Harbor Drive At-
Grade Improvements

11/07/13 08/25/16 02/27/17 08/25/17 Const. 1% $5,353 $1,550 $1,121 $880 $186 $3,166 05/07/13 10/04/13   
72 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG 5 Civic Center Drive and I-5 Grade 

Improvements
06/14/12 11/07/13 05/07/14 11/07/14 Const 98% $2,193 $361 $531 $300 $37 $1,325 $846 03/29/12 06/21/12   

74 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG Southline Rail Improvements - 
Yard Expansion  

01/04/13 01/01/15 01/02/15 04/02/15 Const 5% $40,460 $25,900 $540 $2,482 $6,870 $30,568 $560 10/24/12 12/21/12   
75.2 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG Southline Rail Improvements - 

Mainline Improvements [Phase 2 
- Signaling for Reverse Running 
and Initial Track Improvements]

03/15/11 03/30/13 04/02/13 10/01/13 Const 94% $10,584 $10,584 $0 $0 $0 $10,584 $8,497 01/20/11 02/10/11

  

75.3 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG Southline Rail Improvements - 
Mainline Improvements
[Phase 3 - Palomar Siding and 
Mainline Track Improvements]

03/18/13 12/22/14 12/23/14 12/21/15 Const 3% $5,400 $5,400 $0 $0 $0 $5,400 02/23/12 04/29/13

  

75.4 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG Southline Rail Improvements - 
Mainline Improvements
[Phase 4 - Final Palomar Siding 
and System Upgrades]

11/01/13 07/01/15 07/02/15 01/01/16 $30,591 $21,621 $220 $8,750 $0 $21,621 05/07/13

  

76 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG LOSSAN N Rail Corridor at 
Sorrento

09/01/11 09/30/14 10/30/14 10/13/15 Const 76% $39,000 $10,800 $0 $3,200 $0 $35,800 $23,486 10/26/11 08/19/11   
93 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG Sorrento Valley Double Track 11/01/13 11/01/15 11/01/15 11/01/20 $37,700 $14,313 $3,352 $1,653 $345 $32,350 05/07/13   

TOTAL SDBR $307,453 $171,021

OTHER
11 OTHER 10 SJ Port of 

Stockton / 
CC County

San Francisco Bay to Stockton 
Ship Channel Deepening Project

08/01/12 11/30/13 11/30/13 06/30/14 Const 10%       $15,000 $7,200 $100 $500 $0 $14,400 05/23/12 06/29/12

  

92.5 OTHER 3 Yol Port of 
Sacramen
to

West Sacramento Rail Plan-
Pioneer Bluff Bridge [City of 
West Sacramento/Port of West 
Sacramento Rail Plan--Pioneer 
Bluff Bridge (Ph. 5)]

08/21/13 12/31/14 01/01/15 06/30/15 $10,561 $9,678 $210 $653 $20 $9,678 06/11/13

  

TOTAL OTHER $25,561 $16,878
ALLOCATED $2,067,340
COMPLETED $183,078

TOTAL ALLOCATED $2,250,418
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SF
D

R

NCTCC
9.1 NCTCC 3 SAC City of Sac Sacramento Intermodal Track Relocation 

[Phase 1 - Initial Project]
$77,809 $25,266 $3,255 $6,865 $0 $67,689 $69,134 01/31/13 08/14/13 01/31/13 02/14/14 10/31/13 08/14/13

9.2 NCTCC 3 SAC City of Sac Sacramento Intermodal Track Relocation 
[Phase 2 - West Ped-Bicycle Tunnel 
Ramps]

$3,483 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,483 $3,583 01/31/13 09/16/13 01/31/13 03/16/14 10/31/13 09/16/13

TOTAL NCTCC $25,266

SCCG
15.1 SCCG 7 LA ACE 

Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [San Gabriel Trench Project - 
Phase I]

$4,000 $4,000 $0 $0 $0 $4,000 09/30/17 09/30/17 10/31/17 10/31/17 11/30/18 11/30/18

15.3 SCCG 7 LA ACE 
Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Brea Canyon Grade Separation 
- Match]

$38,922 $0 $0 $538 $9,708 $28,676 08/31/08 01/31/10 01/31/10 08/31/10 08/31/10


15.6 SCCG 7 LA ACE 
Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Ramona Boulevard Grade 
Separation - Match]

$14,965 $0 $0 $34 $2,959 $11,972 04/30/08 04/30/08 04/30/09 04/30/09 05/31/10 05/31/10


15.7 SCCG 7 LA ACE 
Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Reservoir Street Grade 
Separation - Match]

$12,480 $0 $0 $0 $1,125 $11,355 07/31/08 07/31/08 10/31/10 10/31/10 09/30/11 09/30/11


15.8 SCCG 7 LA ACE 
Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Sunset Avenue Grade 
Separation - Match]

$35,208 $0 $0 $339 $3,226 $31,643 12/31/10 12/31/10 02/28/12 02/28/12 06/31/12 06/31/12


15.9 SCCG 7 LA ACE 
Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Temple Ave. Train Diversion-
Match]

$45,177 $0 $0 $540 $2,923 $41,714 03/30/10 03/30/10 05/31/10 05/31/10 12/31/14 12/31/14


18 SCCG 7 LA SCRRA New Siding on the Antelope Valley Line 
(MP44 to MP61) For Freight Trains

$14,700 $7,200 $0 $1,500 $0 $13,200 $9,742 03/30/11 05/18/12 03/30/11 11/18/12 06/30/11 05/18/13


42 SCCG 8 RIV City of 
Riverside

Columbia Avenue Grade Separation $33,003 $4,953 $143 $1,657 $6,800 $24,403 $21,594 12/01/09 06/01/10
 

44 SCCG 8 RIV City of 
Riverside

Magnolia Avenue Grade Separation - 
UPRR

$50,248 $17,288 $160 $2,500 $23,500 $24,088 $24,322 01/01/12 05/01/12 08/01/10 02/04/13 02/01/11 04/01/14


58 SCCG 8 SBD SANBAG 10 Route 10 Riverside Ave Interchange 
Reconstruction

$29,741 $9,837 $0 $1,885 $2,470 $25,386 $24,000 01/01/12 02/29/12 10/01/10 08/29/12 12/01/10 02/29/13


TOTAL SCCG $278,444 $43,278
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SF
D

R

SDBR
67 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG 905 State Route 905 $82,953 $66,804 $0 $499 $0 $82,454 $73,819 07/11/12 07/11/12 07/12/12 01/11/13 07/12/13 07/11/13 

75.1 SDBR 11 SD SANDAG Southline Rail Improvements - Mainline 
Improvements [Phase 1- Aerial Cabling]

$4,608 $4,608 $0 $0 $0 $4,608 $3,293 03/02/12 07/15/12 03/31/12 01/15/13 09/30/12 07/15/13


TOTAL SDBR $87,561 $71,412

OTHER
77 OTHER 11 IMP Port of Sac 78/

111
Brawley Bypass State Route 78/111 $70,305 $43,122 $1,206 $6,500 $18,569 $44,030 $40,000 03/31/14 03/31/14 03/31/14 03/31/14 05/31/16 05/31/16

92.1 OTHER 3 Yol Port of Sac West Sacramento Rail Plan-Pioneer Bluff 
Bridge [City of West Sacramento/Port of 
West Sacramento Rail Plan--UPRR Track 
Improvements (Ph. 1)]

$7,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,500 "Completed"
No date given 
on baseline.

07/30/11 06/30/12



92.2 OTHER 3 Yol Port of Sac West Sacramento Rail Plan-Pioneer Bluff 
Bridge [City of West Sacramento/Port of 
West Sacramento Rail Plan--Cemex 
Track/Unit Track 2 (Ph. 2)]

$1,800 $0 $0 $100 $0 $1,700 01/25/12 01/25/12 01/25/12 06/25/12 06/28/12 12/12/12



TOTAL OTHER $79,605 $43,122

GRAND TOTAL
COMPLETED $183,078
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DESCRIPTION DATE WITHDRAWN
TCIF AMOUNT

(X 1,000)

COMMENTS
CTC ACTIONS TO

DEPROGRAM / DELETE
1 4 ALA Port of Oakland 7th Street Grade Separation $110,252 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1112-27, 03/28/12, delete 

Proj. 1 and program $110,252,000 to Proj. 3.

7 6 KER City of Shafter Shafter Intermodal Rail Facility $15,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1112-09B, 10/26/11, 
deprogram Projs. 7 and 13 from TCIF program. 

8 3 PLA Caltrans
UP

Track and Tunnel Improvements at 
Donner Summit

$43,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-0809-03, 10/29/08, delete 
Projs. 8, 33 and 62 from TCIF program.

13 10 STA Stanislaus County San Joaquin Valley Short Haul Rail $22,467 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1112-09B, 10/26/11, 
delete Projs. 13 and 7  from TCIF program. 

14 3 YOL Port of 
Sacramento

Sacramento River Deep Water Channel 
Project

Deprogrammed by CTC, December 2012 $10,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1213-18, 12/06/12, delete 
Project 14 from TCIF program, and reallocate the 
available funds to Project 92 "The Pioneer Bluff Bridge."

15.4 7 LA Alameda Corridor 
East Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Fairway Drive Grade 
Separation - Match]

Deprogrammed by CTC, August 2013 $0 Baseline Amendment: TCIF-P-1314-01, 08/06/13, 
Remove  match projects 15.4 Puente Avenue and 15.5 
Fairway Drive.

15.5 7 LA Alameda Corridor 
East Construction 
Authority

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
Program [Puente Grade Separation - 
Match]

Deprogrammed by CTC, August 2013 $0 Baseline Amendment: TCIF-P-1314-01, 08/06/13, 
Remove  match projects 15.4 Puente Avenue and 15.5 
Fairway Drive.

16 7 LA Alameda Corridor 
East 
Transportation 
Authority

47 SR 47 Expressway - Schuyler Heim 
Bridge Replace/Construct Expressway 
& Flyover

$158,000 Program Amendment: TCIF-P-1112-17, 02/22/12, 
deleted Projs. 16 and 31 from TCIF Program (combined 
total of $196,330,000 TCIF) $94,219,000 reprogrammed 
to Projs. 86, 87 and 88.

26 7 LA Port of Long Beach Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (Pier B Street 
Realignment)

$4,180 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-18, 03/23/11, delete 
Projs. 26-30.

27 7 LA Port of Long Beach Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (Terminal 
Island Wye Track Realignment)

$3,790 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-18, 03/23/11, delete 
Projs. 26-30.

28 7 LA Port of Long Beach Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (Reconfigure 
Control Point / Computerized Train 
Control)

$10,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-18, 03/23/11, delete 
Projs. 26-30.

29 7 LA Port of Long Beach Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (Reeves 
Avenue Closure and Grade Separation)

$24,570 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-18, 03/23/11, delete 
Projs. 26-30.

30 7 LA Port of Long Beach Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (Navy Mole 
Storage Yard)

$6,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-18, 03/23/11, delete 
Projs. 26-30.

31 7 LA Alameda Corridor 
East 
Transportation 
Authority

Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (New Cerritos 
Rail Bridge / Triple Track South of 
Thenard)

$38,330 Program Amendment: TCIF-P-1112-17, 02/22/12, 
deleted Projs. 16 and 31 from TCIF Program (combined 
total of $196,330,000 TCIF) $94,219,000 reprogrammed 
to Projs. 86, 87 and 88.

33 7 LA Port of Long Beach Ports Rail System - Tier 1 (Pier 400 
Second Lead Track)

$3,670 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-0809-03, 10/29/08, delete 
Projs. 8, 33 and 62 from TCIF program.

39 12 ORA Orange County 
Transportation 
Authority

Raymond Avenue Grade Separation $12,757 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1112-028, 04/25/12, 
delete Proj. 39 and program $3,376,000 to Proj. 35; 
$6,354,000 to Proj. 37; and $3,027,000 to Proj. 41.

49 8 RIV Riverside County Avenue 66 Grade Separation on Yuma 
Subdivision of UPR Mainline

$10,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-17, 03/23/11, delete 
Proj. 49 and program $10,000,000 to new Proj. 85.

52 8 RIV City of Riverside 3rd Street Grade Separation $17,500 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-27, 05/11/11, delete 
Proj. 52.

55 8 SBD San Bernardino 
Associated 
Governments

15/     
215

I-15 Widening and Devore Interchange 
Reconstruction

$118,012 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-0910-09, 05/19/10, delete 
Proj. 55 from TCIF program.

57 8 SBD San Bernardino 
Associated 
Governments

10 Route 10 Citrus Avenue Interchange 
Reconstruction

$23,600 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1213-79, 06/11/13, delete 
Proj. 57 from TCIF program. LONP was cancelled.  Funds 
moved to Projects 61 and 84.

60 8 SBD San Bernardino 
Associated 
Governments

ACE North Milliken Avenue Railroad 
Grade Separation at UPRR

$6,490 Program Amendment: TCIF-P-0910-13,  06/30/10, 
deprogrammed Proj. 60 and reprogrammed $6,490,000 
TCIF from Proj. 60 to Proj. 61. NOTE:  Proj. 60 to be 
funded with $45,089,000 RIP by STIP Amendment 08S-
066  2/25/10

62 8 SBD San Bernardino 
Associated 
Governments

Valley Boulevard Grade Separation $7,658 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-0809-03, 10/29/08, delete 
Projs. 8, 33 and 62 from TCIF program.

65 8 SBD San Bernardino 
Associated 
Governments

Vineyard Avenue Grade Separation $6,884 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1213-79, 06/11/13, delete 
Proj. 65 from TCIF program.   Funds moved to Project 
64.

71 11 SD Port of San Diego 5 32nd Street at Harbor Drive Grade 
Separated Improvements

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, October 2012 $50,665 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1213-17, 10/24/12, delete 
Projs. 71 and 73 and program $11,916,000 to new 
Project #91.

73 11 SD Port of San Diego National City Marine Terminal 
Improvement (Wharf Extension)

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, October 2012 $15,000 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1213-17, 10/24/12, delete 
Projs. 71 and 73 and program $11,916,000 to new 
Project #91.

78 5 MON
SBT

Monterey County 101 San Juan Road Interchange $28,325 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1112-028, 04/25/12, 
delete Proj. 78 from TCIF Program. 

79 8 SBD Caltrans
BNSF
UP

Colton Crossing Flyover $97,305 AB268 Review of TCIF #79:   No resolution #,  03/25/10, 
deprogrammed 79.  NOTE:  See Project 83 ($91,305,000 
out of $97,305,000 from Proj. 79 was later 
reprogrammed to Proj. 83).

80 8 SBD San Bernardino 
Associated 
Governments

South Archibald Grade Separation $7,658 Program Amendment:  TCIF-P-1011-10, 11/04/10, 
deprogram project.  Note: $7,658,000 TCIF to go to new 
Proj. 84 - Laurel Street.

TOTAL $851,113 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, October 2008

Deprogrammed by CTC March 2010
(See Project 83)

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, November 2010

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, April 2012

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, June 2013

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, May 2011

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, May 2010 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, June 2010

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, June 2013

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2011 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, October 2008

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2012

Deprogrammed by CTC, October 2011

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2011 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, April 2012

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, October 2008

Deprogrammed by CTC, October 2011

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, February 2012

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, February 2012

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2011 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2011 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2011 

Withdrawn by Project Sponsor, March 2011 
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TCIF Project Action Plan Report 
First Quarter FY 2013-14 

 
Each project in the program is being monitored at the component level for potential scope, cost, and schedule changes to 
ensure timely delivery of the full scope as approved and adopted.  Listed below are project action plans that have been 
identified to address known scope, cost, or schedule issues on projects. 
 
 
ID D Co. Rte. Project Title Bond $ x1000 Total $ x1000 Variance 
23 7 LA 710 Gerald Desmond Bridge Replacement $299,795 $960,203 Budget 

Schedule 
 
Project Action Plan:  There is a cost variance of $150 million between the approved budget and the amount of secured 
funds. This cost increase will be absorbed entirely by the Port of Long Beach.  The Design-Builder Schedule Update 
reports an eight month delay to the project completion date due to impacts to the completion of the foundation design.  
These impacts include test pile data, groundwater monitoring plans and installation of groundwater level monitoring wells.  
PMCM and the Design-Builder are working on determining ways to mitigate this delay, such as re-sequencing the work.  
PMCM is also analyzing the cause and responsibility of the delay. 
 
 
 
ID D Co. Rte. Project Title Bond $ x1000 Total $ x1000 Variance 
66 7 VEN 101 Route 101 Rice Avenue Interchange 

Reconstruction 
$14,194 $73,597 Schedule 

 
Project Action Plan:  Delay for construction completion is related to delays to award project due to potential protest for 
DBE goals when project was advertised.  Construction is due to be complete by December 2013. 
 
 
ID D Co. Rte. Project Title Bond $ x1000 Total $ x1000 Variance 

 
75.
2 

 
11 

 
SD 

 
N/A 

San Diego Association of Governments 
Southline Rail Improvements – Mainline 
Improvements [Phase 2 – Signaling for 
Reverse Running and Initial Track 
Improvements] 

 
$15,500 

 
$15,500 

 
Schedule 

 
Project Action Plan: The completion of the project has been delayed until late 2013 due to unanticipated site conditions.  
Completion of construction requires full track closures for final signal cutover.  To minimize impact to trolley and freight 
operations SANDAG and MTS completed one closure in mid-August and the final two closures are scheduled to occur in 
mid-November 
 
 
ID D Co. Rte. Project Title Bond $ x1000 Total $ x1000 Variance 
81 10 SJ  Sperry Road Extension $23,582 $56,582 Schedule 
 
Project Action Plan:  There were several construction delays due to bad weather.  These non-working days resulted in 
additional days added to the approved end date.  Construction is now forecast to end by December 2013. 
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Below are the commonly used abbreviations and acronyms used throughout this report: 
 Acronyms/Abbreviations 
Alameda ALA 
Alameda Corridor East Construction Authority ACE Construction Authority 
Burlington Northern Sante Fe Railway BNSF 
California Transportation Commission CTC 
Contra Costa CC 
Imperial IMP 
Imperial Valley Association of Governments IVAG 
Kern KER 
Los Angeles LA 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission MTC 
Northern California Trade Corridors Coalition NCTCC 
Orange ORA 
Orange County Transportation Authority OCTA 
Port of Oakland POA 
Port of Los Angeles POLA 
Port of Long Beach POLB 
Riverside RIV 
Sacramento SAC 
San Bernardino SBD 
San Bernardino Associated Governments SANBAG 
San Diego SD 
San Diego Association of Governments SANDAG 
San Diego Border Region SDBR 
San Joaquin Council of Governments SJCOG 
San Francisco SF 
Solano SOL 
Southern California Consensus Group SCCG 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority SCRRA 
Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program TCIF 
Union Pacific Railroad UPRR 
Ventura VEN 
Ventura County Transportation Commission VCTA 
Yolo YOL 
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 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 3.10 
 Information Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  
 

Prepared by: James E. Davis 
 Division Chief 
 Division of Project Management 

 
Subject: FY 2013-14 FIRST QUARTER PROJECT DELIVERY REPORT 

 
Attached is the California Department of Transportation’s Fiscal Year 2013-14 First Quarter Project 
Delivery Report.   
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The Project Delivery Report is prepared quarterly in December, March, June, and September 
pursuant to California Transportation Commission (CTC) Resolution G-92–12.  The Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) staff prepares this report. The purpose of this report is to monitor and 
track the progress of project delivery during the year and to compare against past years.
 
Note 1:  All costs shown are in $1,000’s unless noted otherwise.   
Note 2:  Abbreviations and acronyms are listed in the appendix.  
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Executive Summary 
 

First Quarter - FY 2013-14 
 

FY 2012-13 Contract for Delivery 
 
For fiscal year (FY) 2013-14, the dollar value 
of projects in the Contract for Delivery is 
$2,524 million.  Through the end of the first 
quarter, FY 2013-14, Caltrans delivered a 
total of 16 (7 percent of annual plan) highway 
construction contracts with an estimated value 
at ready to list of $182 million.   
 
Program Delivery Summary  
 
Through the end of the first quarter, FY 2013-
14, Caltrans has delivered:  
• A total of 41 projects valued at $267 million 

from all funding programs. 
• A total of 4 (20 percent of annual plan) 

programmed State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP) highway 
construction contracts valued at $44 million 
(14 percent of annual plan).    

• A total of 17 (9 percent of annual plan) 
programmed State Highway Operations and 
Protection Program (SHOPP) highway 
construction contracts valued at $114 million 
(7 percent of annual plan).    

 
Past Years’ Contracts for Delivery  
Award Status 
 
Through the end of the first quarter, FY 2013-
14, Caltrans has awarded:  
• 124 projects out of 170 (73 percent) from the 

FY 2012-13 Contract for Delivery.  
• 271 projects out of 279 (97 percent) from the 

FY 2011-12 Contract for Delivery. 
 

Environmental Document Milestones 
 
In FY 2012-13, the planned total number of 
environmental document milestones is 262.  
Caltrans delivered 43 (21 percent of annual 
plan) final environmental documents and 5 (9 
percent of annual plan) draft environmental 
documents.   
 
Right of Way Program   
 
In FY 2013-14, Caltrans received a  
right-of-way allocation of $195 million dollars.  
Through the end of the first quarter, Caltrans 
expended $50 million (26 percent of annual 
plan).  
 
Construction Program   
 
There are 730 on-going construction contracts 
valued at $11,535 million.   
 
Report on Completed Projects   
 
Through the end of the first quarter, FY 2013-
14, Caltrans has completed:  
• A total of 7 STIP projects.  The total amount 

of State funds that were approved by the 
commission for these projects was $382 
million.  The actual cost of the projects 
completed was $348 million which is 91 
percent of the approved funds. 

• A total of 48 SHOPP projects.  The total 
amount of State funds that were approved 
by the commission for these projects was 
$492 million.  The actual cost of the projects 
completed was $369 million which is 75 
percent of the approved funds. 
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FY 2013-14 Contract for Delivery 
 

  
Each year, the Caltrans Director signs a 
contract with each of the Caltrans' 12 district 
directors committing ready-to-list (RTL) 
milestones for delivery by quarter.  
 
The Contract for Delivery is Caltrans' FY plan 
and includes programmed projects and projects 
funded from other sources including 
maintenance, toll bridge, and partnership 
projects. The contract is not subject to change, 
so it does not include program amendments, 
emergency, or minor program projects. 
 

The total estimated value at the “Ready To List” 
delivery milestone for all 219 projects in the FY 
2013-14 Contract for Delivery is $2,524 million.  
 
All 13 projects planned in the first quarter were 
delivered.  In addition, three projects planned in 
a future quarter were delivered early.     
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STATUS AS OF SEPTEMBER 30, 2013 
 
 

  STATEWIDE 

 Contract for Delivery 

 FY 2013-14 
 
 
 
 

Ready to List (RTL) Milestone Delivery 
 

Description 1st Quarter 2nd Quarter 3rd Quarter 4th Quarter TOTAL 
NUMBER OF DELIVERIES 

Planned 13 40 65 101 219 

Actual 13 3 0 0 16 
      

CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL VALUE ($ MILLIONS) 

Estimate in Contract $ 163.3 $ 528.7 $ 578.2 $ 1,254.0 $2,524.2 

Estimated at RTL $ 162.4 $   19.1 $        0 $        0.0 $   181.5 

 
 

 
 
 
  
   

 

       Planned Deliveries                        Estimated Construction Capital Value in Contract 
       Actual Deliveries                           Estimated Construction Capital Value at RTL 
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Program Delivery Summary 
 

  
This section describes the number and dollar 
value of all projects delivered by funding 
programs.  
 
Intercity Rail Program 
 
For FY 2013-14, one Intercity Rail project 
valued at $20.5 million is programmed for 
delivery.   
 
 

Number of Intercity Rail Projects 
 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Annual 

Plan 1 0 0 0 1 
Actual 1 0 0 0  1 

 

Value of Intercity Rail Projects 
 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Annual 

Plan $ 20.5 $ 0.0 $ 0.0 $ 0.0 $ 20.5 
Actual $ 20.5 $ 0.0  $ 0.0 $ 0.0 $ 20.5 

  

AB 1740 Retrofit Soundwall Program 
 

All 63 planned projects with a construction 
value of $215 million have been delivered 
within the program budget of $226 million.  
 
 Delivered Construction 

Completed 
Locations 63 100% 62 98% 
Value $ 215 95% $ 211 93% 

 
The balance of $11 million is being held in 
reserve pending settlement of any potential 
claims and closing out of all projects.  One of 
the remaining two projects was completed in 
the first quarter.  The last project under 
construction has a planned completion date in 
the fourth quarter of FY 2013-14. 
  
 
 

 

Delivery Summary of All Programs 
 
Through the end of the first quarter, FY 2013-
14, Caltrans delivered a total of 41 projects 
valued at $267 million from all programs. 
 

Projects are shown below by the planned 
program and dollar value.   
 
 

Projects by 
Funding 

Programs 

Number Value 
Annual 

Plan FYTD Annual 
Plan FYTD 

 STIP (w TCRP,TFA) 20 4 $ 309.5 $ 43.8 
 SHOPP 191 17 $ 1,688.6 $ 113.9 
 TBSRA 1 1 $ 88.4 $ 88.4 
 Partnership* 15 0 $ 473.3 $ 0 
 Minor (CFD) 

 
1 1 $ 0.3 $ 0.3 

Subtotal 228 23 $ 2,560.1 $ 246.4 
 Emergency  3   $ 3.2 
 Minor  6   $ 5.7 
 Maintenance  9   $ 11.7 

Total  41   $ 267.0 
* Partnership funds include all local funds and federal fund 

subventions given to local agencies.   
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Detailed Delivery Summary of All Projects by Programs 
 

Programs Annual Number  
of Projects  Annual Dollar  

Value of Projects 
   Plan Actual  Percent    Plan Actual  Percent 

             STIP Program 
STIP (w TCRP,TFA) 19 3 16  $ 289.0 $ 1.4 <1 
Intercity Rail 1 1 100  $ 20.5 $ 20.5 100 
Advanced** STIP  0     $ 21.9  

TOTAL STIP 20 4 20  $ 309.5 $ 43.8 14 

 
SHOPP (w Augmentation) 188 12 6  $ 1,673.2 $ 92.2 6 
Amended** SHOPP 3 3 100  $ 15.4 $ 15.4 100 
Advanced** SHOPP  2     $ 6.3  

 191 17 9  $ 1,688.6 $ 113.9 7 

             Other ** Programs in Contract 
TBSRA 1 1 100  $ 88.4 $ 88.4 100 
Partnership 15 0 0  $ 473.3 $ 0.0 0 
Minor 1 1 100  $ 0.3 $ 0.3 100 

TOTAL “Other” 17 2 12  $ 562.0 $ 88.7 16 

             Additional ** Programs 
Emergency  3     $ 3.2  
Minor  6     $ 5.7  
Maintenance  9     $ 11.7  

TOTAL “Additional”  18     $ 20.6  

             TOTAL All Programs 
STIP 20 4 20  $ 309.5 $ 43.8 14 
SHOPP 191 17 9  $ 1,688.6 $ 113.9 7 
Other 17 2 12  $ 562.0 $ 88.7 16 

Subtotal 228 23 10  $ 2,560.1 $ 246.4 10 
   Additional  18     $ 20.6  

TOTAL  41     $ 267.0  
 

** Notes: 
Additional – Recent projects not in contract.  Includes funding reservations.     
Amended – Added or deleted to program by amendment.   
Advanced – Delivered early from future program year.  (Not included in planned numbers) 
Other – planned non-STIP/SHOPP projects committed in contract. 
Delivery Percentages – Advances in contracts are included in planned figures, other advances are not 
included in planned figures, but are added to delivered figures.   
Due to multiple funding sources on some projects, the sum of contract projects by funding source will 
exceed the number of planned contract projects.  
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Historical Program Delivery Comparison 
 
 

1st Quarter “Annual Plan” Comparison 
                              
 

Number of STIP Projects 
 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
Annual Plan 20 22 29 29 34 
FYTD 4 5 4 2 2 
Percent 20 23 14 7 6 

 

 
Value of STIP Projects 

 
 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 

Annual Plan   $ 310  $ 125 $ 504 $ 372 $ 416 
FYTD $   44  $   21 $   14 $   18 $     7 
Percent 14 17 3 5 2 

 
Number of SHOPP Projects 

 
 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 

Annual Plan 191 144 184 172 89 
FYTD 17 25 31 41 48 
Percent 9 17 17 24 54 

 

Value of SHOPP Projects 
 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
Annual Plan $1,689    $ 863 $1,083 $  981 $1,422 
FYTD $   114 $ 128 $   273 $  248 $   100 
Percent 7 15 25 25 7 

Total Number of All Projects 
 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
FYTD 41 56 63 85 101 

 

Total Value of All Projects 
 

C 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
FYTD $ 267 $ 188 $  375 $  575 $  751 

*Note:  There was no FY 10-11 First Quarter report. 
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Past Years’ Contract For Delivery  
Award Status 

 
  
This section describes the contract award 
status projects in past years for the annual 
Contract for Delivery.  
 
Contract Award Status 
 
Progress continues to be made to get past 
years’ contracts for delivery projects awarded.   

 
 

Contract Award Status Plan Awarded Percent 

  FY 2012-13 Contract for Delivery 170 124 73 
  FY 2011-12 Contract for Delivery 279 271 97 
  FY 2010-11 Contract for Delivery 346 346 100 
  FY 2009-10 Contract for Delivery 306 306 100 
  FY 2008-09 Contract for Delivery 334 334 100 
  FY 2007-08 Contract for Delivery 294 294 100 
  FY 2006-07 Contract for Delivery 286 286 100 
  FY 2005-06 Contract for Delivery 174 174 100 

 
 

Historical Delivery Comparison 
 

Through the first quarter FY 2013-14, for last 
year’s contract for delivery (FY 2012-13), 
Caltrans has awarded 124 projects out of 170 
projects or 73 percent of the planned projects.  
As a comparison, as reported a year ago for 
the same time period, Caltrans had awarded 
202 projects out of 279 planned projects or 72 
percent. 

 
 
 

Contracts Not Yet Awarded 
 

Of the 54 projects not yet awarded, 38 
projects are currently out to bid.  Issues for 
award delays on the other projects are as 
follows: 
• 4 projects are being re-scoped to match 

available funding. 
• 3 projects using AADD are being finalized. 
• 3 projects were advanced delivery and did 

not have funding capacity. 
• 3 projects have not been delivered due to 

coastal permit issues. 
• 1 project is a low priority SRRA project. 
• 1 ADA project is having project 

specifications changed. 
• 1 project was impacted by Buy America. 
 
   
 

Contracts Not Yet Awarded Number 
  PROJECTS ALLOCATED  
  Project Currently Bid 38 
  Projects being rescoped 4 
  AADD projects being finalized  3 
  PROJECTS NOT ALLOCATED  
  ADA specs, Buy America  2 
  Priority, funding capacity 4 
  Not delivered 3 

Total 54 
 
 
Deleted Contracts 
 

Four projects delivered have subsequently 
been deleted from the SHOPP because they 
are no longer needed or are being 
substantially rescoped.    
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Environmental Document Milestones 
 

Environmental Delivery Commitment 
 
As part of this report, Caltrans reports on 
delivery for the upcoming year of project 
approval and environmental milestones that 
require CTC action for consideration of future 
funding. The milestones include Draft 
Environmental Documents (DED), and Project 
Approval and Environmental Document (PAED) 
which also includes the Final Environmental 
Documents (FED).  To provide a 
comprehensive view of environmental 
documents under development, Caltrans also 
includes categorical exclusions that do not 
require CTC review or action.  For FY 2013-14, 
Caltrans has planned delivery of 262 
environmental milestones. 
 
For FY 2013-14, through the end of the first 
quarter, Caltrans delivered 48 (18 percent of 
annual plan) environmental milestones. 
 

Number of PAED & FED Milestones 

 
 

Number of DED Milestones 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Annual
DED Actual 3 2 0 0 5
DED Plan 4 24 20 9 57
DED FYTD 75% 8% 0% 0% 9%
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Through the end of the first quarter, no DED or 
PAED planned milestones have slipped outside 
FY 2013-14.   

 

 
Historical Delivery Comparisons  
 
As a benchmark for comparison, below are 
historical environmental milestone delivery 
trend charts for the current year and past 4 
years. 
 

Past 1st Qtr PAED & FED Milestones 
 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
PAED Plan 205 119 167 148 151 
PAED FYTD 42 22 55 63 67 
PAED Percent 20 18 33 43 44 
FED Plan 205     
FED FYTD 43     
FED Percent 21     

 
Past 1st Qtr DED Milestones 

 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
DED Plan 57 39 44 34 41 
DED FYTD 5 3 10 7 4 
DED Percent 9 8 23 21 10 
 
*Note:  There was no FY 10-11 First Quarter report. 
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Right of Way Program 
 

  
Right of Way Delivery Commitment  
 
Caltrans' R/W delivery commitment is twofold.  
One delivery commitment is to utilize funds 
approved by the CTC for acquisition of R/W.  
The second delivery commitment is to secure 
all necessary R/W requirements and to certify 
R/W for all projects scheduled for delivery in 
the current year. 
 
Right of Way Expenditures 
 
R/W activities and expenditures are outlined 
by the categories below: 
 
Category ($millions)  Plan FYTD Percent 

 Capital Projects 
STIP   $ 90.8 $ 31.9 35 
SHOPP   $ 38.8 $ 8.7 22 
Subtotal   $ 129.6 $ 40.6 31 
Specific Categories 
Post 
Certifications   $ 51.0 $ 8.0 16 

Inverse  
Condemnation   $ 13.5 $ 1.4 10 

Project  
Development   $ 1.0 $ 0.3 30 

Subtotal   $ 65.5 $ 9.7 15 
TOTAL   $ 195.1 $ 50.3 26 
 
For FY 2013-14, Caltrans requested and 
received a R/W allocation of $195.1 million.   
Through the end of the first quarter, Caltrans 
expended a total of $50.3 million, 26 percent 
of the annual plan.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Right of Way Certifications 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Annual
Plan 25 48 66 83 222
Actual 23 2 0 0 25
FYTD 92% 4% 0% 0% 11%
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For FY 2013-14, the planned number of R/W 
certifications is 222.  Through the end of the 
first quarter, Caltrans completed a total of 25 
R/W certifications, 11 percent of the annual 
plan.  
 
Historical Delivery Comparisons  
 
As a benchmark for comparison, below are 
historical R/W delivery trend charts for the 
current year and past 4 years. 
 

Past 1st Qtr Right of Way Expenditures 
 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
Plan $195.1 $227.0 $217.5 $237.7 $235.9 
FYTD $ 50.3   $ 50.9 $ 51.9 $ 40.3 $ 30.1 
Percent 26 22 24 17 13 

 
Past 1st Qtr Right of Way Certifications 

 

 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 
Plan 222 174 273 281 304 
FYTD 25 33 61 100 107 
Percent 11 19 22 36 35 

 
*Note:  There was no FY 10-11 First Quarter report. 
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Construction Program 
 

PLANNED CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 
(Excludes some projects such as minor, program 
amendments and emergency.) 
 

Construction Delivery Commitment  
 

Delivery in the eyes of our customers is 
achieved when capital improvements are 
delivered to the traveling public.  This is best 
measured by when the construction contract is 
accepted. 
 

 Planned Construction Contracts Accepted 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Annual
Plan 29 61 35 24 149
Actual 19 7 2 0 28
FYTD 66% 11% 6% 0% 19%
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Through the end of the first quarter, FY 2013-14, 
Caltrans had accepted a total of 28 major 
construction contracts (19 percent) out of a total 
of 149 planned contracts identified in the 
Caltrans' delivery plan.   
 
Historical Delivery Comparison  
 

As a benchmark for comparison, shown are 
historical delivery trend charts for planned major 
construction contract acceptances. 
 

Past 1st Qtr Construction Contracts Accepted 
 13-14 12-13 11-12 *09-10 08-09 

Plan 149 199 272 226 213 
FYTD 28 29 65 70 70 
Percent 19 15 24 31 33 

*Note:  There was no FY 10-11 First Quarter report. 

OVERALL CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 
(Includes planned programmed projects and additional 
minor A, amendments, and some minor B projects that 
are not programmed.) 
 

Under Construction  
 

At the end of the first quarter, FY 2013-14, 
Caltrans had 730 contracts valued at $11,535 
million under construction.  
 

Value of Ongoing Contracts ($ millions) 
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1st Quarter Construction Program Results 
 

Construction Starts – 80 construction contracts 
valued at $267 million were started (including 
minor A and some minor B projects that are not 
programmed). 

 

Accepted Contracts – 85 construction contracts 
valued at $887 million were accepted. 
 

Arbitration - Caltrans currently has 24 
construction contracts in arbitration.  Seven new 
arbitration cases were filed, and eight contracts 
were settled or received an arbitration decision. 

Caltrans FY 2013-14 First Quarter 
Project Delivery Report

Page 11 of 30



Report on Completed Projects 
 

 
The STIP guidelines require Caltrans to 
provide the Commission with a report on 
completed projects.  This report provides cost 
information for projects that Caltrans has 
accepted the construction contract (CCA 
milestone).   
 
Cost information at completion consists of all 
project expenditures to date.  The expended 
costs in this report are compared to the latest 
approved budgets resulting from actions taken 
by the commission on each project, including: 
programmed funds, allocated funds, funds 
adjusted at vote, supplemental funds, and AB 
608 adjustments.   
 
Reporting Program / Project Thresholds  
 
Completed project cost information is  
presented in the following levels for analysis:  
 
• Program Costs 
• STIP / SHOPP Component Groupings 
• Individual Components 
• Overall Project 
 
Program Costs 
 
At the Program level, total costs are reported 
for STIP and SHOPP program funds. 
 
 
STIP / SHOPP Component Groupings 
 
The methodology used to determine the 
amount of committed funds is based on 
programmed amounts, allocated funds, or debit 
and credit adjustments made against county 
shares in accordance with STIP guidelines. 
 
It should be noted that while some individual 
components may exceed their approved 
budget, other components often have 

significant savings.  STIP guidelines restrict the 
ability to capture savings and to supplement 
the budget.  Consequently, some components 
are over expended while the overall project 
expenditures are less than the total county 
shares used to fund the entire project.  
 
Individual Components 
 
This section provides an assessment of 
estimating trends for each of the six individual 
programmed cost components.   
 
When projects are initially programmed into a 
programming document, there are a lot of 
unknown factors that could result in higher or 
lower costs by the time a project is ready for 
construction.  A good example of unknowns is 
project refinements and changes that are 
implemented by the public hearing and project 
input process during preliminary engineering.    
 
Sometimes Caltrans expenditures in one 
component are offset by savings in another 
component.  A common example is additional 
right of way support effort may result in lower 
right of way capital expenditures.  Another 
example is additional environmental 
expenditures to produce a publicly acceptable 
environmental document may be offset by 
lower design expenditures.   
 
Overall Project 
 
This section compares expended costs to the 
approved budget costs for the overall project.  
At the project level, greater flexibility is 
provided when costs can be managed within a 
project budget and transferred between 
components. 
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Completed FY 2013-14 STIP Projects  
 

STIP Program Level 
 
STIP Projects (millions) 

 

Approved State Funded Budget (millions) 

 
 

State Funded Expenditures (millions) 

 
 

There were a total of 7 STIP projects that were 
completed through the first quarter in FY 2013-
14.  The total amount of State funds(1) that 
were approved(2) by the commission for these 
projects was $382(3)  million.  The actual cost of 
the projects completed was $348 million which 
is 91 percent of the approved funds. 
 
(1) Funds approved by Commission, STIP, TCRP, 

SHOPP, ARRA, and Bond. 
(2) Programmed funds, allocated funds, adjusted funds 

(debits, credits), and supplemental funds. 
(3) Local funds are only included if they were part of the 

construction contract administered by Caltrans. Other 
local funds may not be reflected in accounting and 
data systems. 

 
 
STIP  Component Levels 
 
   Approved  Expended Percent  

PJD $  16,701 $  16,185 97 
RW $  50,046 $  47,503 95 
Con $315,723 $284,140 90 
Support $  69,658 $  54,262 78 
Capital $312,812 $293,566 94 
All $382,470 $347,828 91 
 
 
STIP Construction Capital Cost Trends 

 
The table below provides construction capital 
trend information between programmed, 
allocated, awarded, construction (includes     
G-12’s and supplemental) and expenditures for 
completed construction projects. 
 

Construction Capital  
Component  

Budget 
Cost 

($1,000’S) 
Percent of 
Allocated 

Funds 
Programmed $ 350,223 103 % 
Allocated $ 338,791 100 % 
Awarded $ 268,537 79 %  
Construction $ 269,987 80 % 
Expended $ 253,898 75 % 

 

$348

$382

7

$0 $250 $500

STATE Expenditures

STATE Funds

Number of Projects

$3.2 $13.5 $7.0 

$43.1 

$46.0 

$269.7 

PAED PSE

RW Support RW Capital

Construction Support Construction Capital

$3.5 $12.7 $7.8 

$39.7 

$30.2 

$253.9 

PAED PSE

RW Support RW Capital

Construction Support Construction Capital

Caltrans FY 2013-14 First Quarter 
Project Delivery Report

Page 13 of 30



STIP Projects Completed Cost - Component Groupings 

 
 

STIP Programmed and Completed Cost Information - Component Groupings 
 

 
Expended / 

Budget 
Percent 

Number of Completed 
Projects Budget 

($1,000’s) 
Percent 
Budget 

Spent 
($1,000’s) 

Percent 
Spent 

(+/-) 
($1,000’s) 

Cost Ratios 
Spent / 
Budget   Under Over Percent 

C
ap

ita
l /

 S
up

po
rt

 C
om

po
ne

nt
s 

Su
pp

or
t < 100 6  86% $   49,700    71% $    33,385 62% 

Under 
Budget 

 

100-1201 
 

1 14% 19,958    29%   20,877 38% 
> 120 0   0%   0      0%   0   0% 

Total  $   69,658  $    54,262  $   15,396 78% 

C
ap

ita
l < 100 6    86% $  238,748     76% $  219,162 75% 

Under 
Budget 

 

100-1201 
 

1    14%       74,064      24%        74,404 25% 
> 120 0      0%             0        0%             0   0% 

Total  $  312,812  $   293,566  $   19,246 94% 

Pr
oj

ec
t < 100 6  86% $  288,448     75% $   252,547   73% 

Under 
Budget 

 

100-1201 
 

1 14%  94,022      25%   95,281    27% 
> 120 0    0%             0        0%             0      0% 

Total  $  382,470  $   347,828  $   34,642 91% 
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No Budget 2   29% $            0        0% $             0    0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 1  14% 3,749      22% 1,250    8% 
100-1201 

 
 3 43% 12,952      78% 14,330  89% 

> 120   1 14%   0         0%   605   4% 

Total  $   16,701  $    16,185  $       516 97% 
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No Budget 2    29% $            0        0% $             0     0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 4    57% 24,609      49% 20,559  43% 
100-1201 

 
1   14%   25,437      51%   26,944  57% 

> 120 0     0% 0         0% 0     0% 

Total  $   50,046  $   47,503  $     2,543 95% 

C
on

st
ru
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n No Budget 0         0% $            0          0% $            0         0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 7      100% 315,723       100% 284,140       100% 
100-1201 

 
0       0%   0          0%   0       0% 

> 120 0       0%     0          0%     0       0% 

Total  $  315,723  $   284,140  $   31,583 90% 
 

 

1  Reference: Table 2, California State Auditor Report 2010-122:  State law requires that STIP project costs may not be changed to reflect 
differences that are within 20 percent of the amount programmed for actual project costs.  Further, according to the chief of Caltrans' 
Division of Project Management, although there are no written requirements, Caltrans' practice is to manage SHOPP projects similar to STIP 
projects when a SHOPP project is 20 percent over its support budget.  
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STIP Project Completed Cost - Individual Components 

 
STIP Programmed and Completed Cost Information - Individual Components 

  
 Expended / 

Budget 
Percent 

Number of Completed 
Projects Budget 

($1,000’s) 
Percent 
Budget 

Spent 
($1,000’s) 

Percent 
Spent 

(+/-) 
($1,000’s) 

Cost Ratios 
Spent / 
Budget    Under Over Percent 
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No Budget 3      43% $              0    0% $               0      0% 

Over 
Budget 

 

< 100 2      29%  1,633  51%  1,371 40% 
100-1201 

 
0       0%    0    0%    0   0% 

> 120 2     29%       1,549  49%       2,096  60% 

Total    $      3,182  $       3,467  ($        285) 109% 

PS
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No Budget 2      29% $   0    0% $               0    0% 
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Budget 

 

< 100 1      14% 3,749   28%  1,250  10% 
100-1201 

 
2     29% 9,260   68%  10,135  80% 

> 120 2      29%    510     4%    1,333   10% 

Total    $    13,519  $     12,718  $           801    94% 
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< 100 3        43%   2,785   40%  1,811 23% 
100-1201 

 
0        0%      0     0%     0   0% 

> 120 2      29%  4,192   60%  6,026 77% 

Total     $      6,977  $        7,837  ($        860) 112% 
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< 100 2      29% 20,769     48% 17,015   43% 
100-1201 

 
1     14%        22,300     52%         22,651    57% 

> 120 0       0%           0       0%           0      0% 

Total    $    43,069  $     39,666  $       3,403   92% 
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0        0%           0      0%           0     0% 
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 Total    $     43,069  $      30,240  $   15,740 66% 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
C

ap
ita

l 

No Budget 0         0% $   269,743    100% $   253,900 100% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 7      100% 0        0% 0     0% 
100-1201 

 
0        0%             0        0%             0     0% 

> 120 0        0%             0        0%             0     0% 

Total    $   269,743  $   253,900  $  15,843 94% 
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Completed FY 2013-14 SHOPP Projects  
 

SHOPP Program Level 
 
SHOPP Projects (millions) 

 

Approved State Funded Budget (millions) 

 
 

State Funded Expenditures (millions) 

 
 

There were a total of 48 SHOPP projects that 
were completed through the first quarter in FY 
2013-14.  The total amount of State funds(1) 
that were approved(2) by the commission for 
these projects was $492(3)  million.  The actual 
cost of the projects completed was $369 million 
which is 75 percent of the approved funds. 
 
(1) Funds approved by Commission, STIP, TCRP, 

SHOPP, ARRA, and Bond. 
(2) Programmed funds, allocated funds, adjusted funds 

(debits, credits), and supplemental funds. 
(3) Local funds are only included if they were part of the 

construction contract administered by Caltrans. Other 
local funds may not be reflected in accounting and 
data systems. 

 
SHOPP  Component Levels 
 
   Approved  Expended Percent  

PJD $     58,218 $     52,101 89 
RW $     12,272 $       7,039 57 
Con $   421,820 $   310,147 74 
Support $   123,165 $   102,263 83 
Capital $   369,145 $   267,024 72 
All $   492,310 $   369,288 75 
 
SHOPP Construction Capital Cost Trends 

 
The table below provides construction capital 
trend information between programmed, 
allocated, awarded, construction (includes     
G-12’s and supplemental) and expenditures for 
completed construction projects. 
 

Construction 
Capital Component 

Budget 

 
Cost 

($1,000’S) 

Percent of 
Allocated 

Funds 
Programmed $ 444,804 125 % 
Allocated $ 354,926 100 %  
Awarded   $ 282,679 80 % 
Construction $ 287,680 81 % 
Expended $ 262,327 74 % 

 

$369

$492

48

$0 $500 $1,000 $1,500

STATE Expenditures

STATE Funds

Number of Projects

$12.6 $45.6 $3.1 
$9.2 

$61.9 

$360.0 

PAED PSE

RW Support RW Capital

Construction Support Construction Capital

$13.1 $39.0 $2.3 
$4.7 

$47.8 

$262.3 

PAED PSE

RW Support RW Capital

Construction Support Construction Capital
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SHOPP Projects Completed Cost Percentages - Component Groupings 

 
 

SHOPP Programmed and Completed Cost Information - Component Groupings 
 

 
Expended / 

Budget 
Percent 

Number of Completed 
Projects Budget 

($1,000’s) 
Percent 
Budget 

Spent 
($1,000’s) 

Percent 
Spent 

(+/-) 
($1,000’s) 

Cost Ratios 
Spent / 
Budget   Under Over Percent 

C
ap

ita
l /

 S
up

po
rt

 C
om

po
ne

nt
s 

Su
pp

or
t < 100 30  63% $      88,340 72% $    60,877 60% 

Under 
Budget 

 

100-1201 
 

10 21%  22,136 18%   22,987 22% 
> 120   8 17%    12,689 10%   18.489 18% 

Total  $    123,165  $   102,263  $     20,902 83% 

C
ap

ita
l < 100 47     98% $   364,778 99% $   262,218 98% 

Under 
Budget 

 

100-1201 
 

1     2% 4,367    1% 4,806    2% 
> 120 0     0% 0    0% 0    0% 

Total  $   369,145  $   267,024  $   102,121 72% 

Pr
oj

ec
t < 100 45  94% $   473,038 96% $   348,130 94% 

Under 
Budget 

 

100-1201 
 

3   6% 19,272   4% 21,158   6% 
> 120 0   0% 0   0% 0   0% 

Total  $   492,310  $   369,288  $   123,022   75% 
 

ST
IP

 G
ui

de
lin

es
 C

om
po

ne
nt

s PJ
D

 

No Budget   5  10% $              0   0% $             0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 22  46% 32,192 55% 19,301 37% 
100-1201 

 
10 21% 17,702 30% 19,186 37% 

> 120 11 23% 8,324 14% 13,614 26% 

Total  $     58,218  $     52,101  $       6,117 89% 

R
ig

ht
 o

f 
W

ay
 

No Budget   4    8% $              0     0% $             0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 43  90% 12,212 100% 6,554 93% 
100-1201 

 
0   0% 0    0% 0  0% 

> 120 1   2% 60     0% 485   7% 

Total  $     12,272  $      7,039  $       5,233 57% 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n No Budget   0    0% $              0   0% $             0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 45  94% 406,701 96% 294,259 95% 
100-1201 

 
3   6% 15,119   4% 15,888   5% 

> 120 0   0% 0   0% 0   0% 

Total  $   421,820  $   310,147  $   111,673 74% 
 

 

1  Reference: Table 2, California State Auditor Report 2010-122:  State law requires that STIP project costs may not be changed to reflect 
differences that are within 20 percent of the amount programmed for actual project costs.  Further, according to the chief of Caltrans' 
Division of Project Management, although there are no written requirements, Caltrans' practice is to manage SHOPP projects similar to STIP 
projects when a SHOPP project is 20 percent over its support budget.  
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SHOPP Project Completed Cost Percentages - Individual Components 

 
SHOPP Programmed and Completed Cost Information - Individual Components 

  
 Expended / 

Budget 
Percent 

Number of Completed 
Projects Budget 

($1,000’s) 
Percent 
Budget 

Spent 
($1,000’s) 

Percent 
Spent 

(+/-) 
($1,000’s) 

Cost Ratios 
Spent / 
Budget    Under Over Percent 

In
di

vi
du

al
 P

ro
je

ct
 C

om
po

ne
nt

s 

PA
E

D
 

No Budget 15  31% $              0    0% $               0   0% 

Over 
Budget 

 

< 100 23  48%  4,358  35%  2,617 20% 
100-1201 

 
4   8% 6,661  53% 6,830 52% 

> 120 6 13% 1,588   13% 3,621 28% 

Total    $     12,607  $      13,068  ($        461) 104% 

PS
E

 

No Budget  2    4% $   0   0% $               0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 23  48%   28,528 63%     16,492 42% 
100-1201 

 
10 21% 11,149 24% 12,449 32% 

> 120 13 27% 5,934 13% 10,093 26% 

Total    $     45,611  $      39,034  $       6,577   86% 

R
W

 S
up

po
rt

 No Budget  5  10% $   0     0% $               0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 37  77%  1,903  62%    744 32% 
100-1201 

 
3    6% 425   14% 486 21% 

> 120 3    6% 726   24% 1,112 47% 

Total    $       3,054  $       2,342  $          712   77% 

R
W

 C
ap

ita
l No Budget 16  33% $   0   0% $               0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 27  56%  9,167 99%  4,201 89% 
100-1201 

 
2   4% 0   0% 4   0% 

> 120 3   6% 51   1% 493   10% 

Total    $       9,218   $       4,698  $     4,520   51% 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
Su

pp
or

t 

Pr
e 

 S
B

 1
10

2 No Budget  0     0% $   0    0% $              0    0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 35  73%  55,591 90%  38,995   82% 
100-1201 

 
3   6% 814   1% 882   2% 

> 120 10 21% 5,488   9% 7,944   17% 

SB
 1

10
2 

No Budget 0     0% 0   0% 0   0% 

< 100 0   0% 0   0% 0   0% 

100-1201 
 

0   0% 0   0% 0   0% 

> 120 0   0% 0   0% 0   0% 

 Total    $     61,893  $      47,821  $    14,072   77% 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
C

ap
ita

l 

No Budget   0     0% $              0    0% $               0   0% 

Under 
Budget 

 

< 100 48  100% 359,927 100%  262,327 100% 
100-1201 

 
0    0% 0    0% 0    0% 

> 120 0    0% 0    0% 0    0% 

Total    $ 359,927  $   262,327  $    97,600   73% 
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Glossary 

 
# 1st – First 

 2nd – Second 
 3rd – Third 
 4th - Fourth 

A AB – Assembly Bill 

B BATA – Bay Area Toll Authority 

BIP –  
BOND – Proposition 1B Bond Program 

C Cap – Capital (has construction) 

CE – Categorical Exemption 
Cert - Certification 
CTC – California Transportation 
Commission 

 Cty - County 

D Doc – Document  

 D-EA – District and expenditure 
authorization  

 DED – Draft environmental document 

E ED – Environmental Document 
EIR – Environmental Impact Report 
Emerg – Emergency funded project 
Env - Environmental 

F FED – Final environmental document 

FY – Fiscal Year 
 FYTD – Fiscal year to date 

   N ND – Negative Declaration 

NOP – Notice of Preparation 

P PART – Partnership (local funded 
projects delivered by state including 
contributor funds on state funded 
projects (counts all non-STIP or      
non- SHOPP Funds) 
PAED – Project approval and 
environmental document 

 PM – Post Mile 
 PSE – Plans, specifications and 

estimate 

 Q Q1 – First Quarter 

Q2 – Second Quarter 
Q3 – Third Quarter 
Q4 – Fourth Quarter  
Qtr – Quarter 

R RTL – Ready to list 

 Rte – Route 
 R/W – Right-of-way 
 RWC – Right-of-way certification 

S SDWLL – Retrofit Soundwall funded 
project  
SHOPP – State Highway Operations 
and Protection Program 
STIP – State Transportation 
Improvement Program 

T TBSRA – Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit 
Account 
TCRF – Traffic congestion relief funds 
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Projects initial bid.
FY 

CFD D-EA Pgm Cty Rte Description  Value Ready
to List Vote Ad Bid

Opening Comments

12-13 01-37816 SHOPP MEN 128 CULVERT 
REHABILITATION $5,000 6/25/13 8/16/13 8/26/13 9/24/13 Low bid 5% under EE.

11-12 07-1170U
(117080)

STIP/  
CMAQ LA 010 CONSTRUCT HOV LANES 

& SOUNDWALLS
$134,760 08/15/13 12/06/12 10/14/13 12/12/13

12-13 01-47940 STIP DN 199
REALIGNMENT AND 
WIDENING AT PATRICK 
CREEK NARROWS

$13,648 6/25/13 8/6/13 8/12/13 10/1/13 Low bid 17% over EE.

12-13 03-3E100 SHOPP PLA 80 VERTICAL CLEARANCE 
FOR PERMIT VEHICLE $27,134 6/28/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 11/6/13 Low bid 1% under EE.

12-13 04-15330 CMAQ SCL 101
INSTALL RAMP 
METERING & TRAFFIC 
OPERATION SYSTEMS.

$26,548 5/17/13 loc 11/25/13 2/4/14

12-13 04-1A290 SHOPP SON 12 REPLACE BRIDGE FOR 
SCOUR $11,167 5/31/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 11/20/13

12-13 04-1A671 SHOPP ALA 580 REHABILITATE BRIDGE 
DECK $49,290 6/28/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 9/25/13 Low bid 21% under EE.

12-13 04-23562 SHOPP SM 101
REPLACE BRIDGE 
STRUCTURE AT SAN 
FRANCISQUIT0 CREEK

$9,320 6/14/13 10/8/13 11/18/13 1/28/14

12-13 04-24544 STIP SON 101 COLLEGE AVENUE 
IMPROVEMENT $2,450 5/31/13 10/8/13 11/18/13 1/14/14

12-13 04-2A250 SHOPP SCL 152

IMPROVE SIGHT 
DISTANCE, UPGRADE 
SHOULDERS, MINOR 
REALIGNMENT, TURN-
POCKET

$24,826 6/28/13 7/11/13 8/19/13 12/3/13

12-13 04-2A430 SHOPP SCL 9
IMPROVE SIGHT 
DISTANCE, UPGRADE 
SHOULDERS, AND 
PROVIDE MINOR

$8,746 6/21/13 7/11/13 8/19/13 9/24/13 Low bid 10% under EE.

12-13 04-2A620 SHOPP SOL 12
INSTALL LEFT TURN 
POCKETS, FROM 
AZAVEDO RD TO LIBERTY 
ISLAND RD

$9,935 5/1/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 11/6/13 Low bid 29% under EE.

12-13 04-3A870 SHOPP CC 680 BRIDGE REHABILITATION $15,270 6/14/13 10/8/13 10/21/13 12/10/13

12-13 04-4A260 SHOPP ALA 580 INSTALL METAL BEAM 
GUARDRAIL $4,537 11/30/12 5/7/13 11/12/13 12/11/13

12-13 04-4A510 SHOPP SF 280 REPLACE BRIDGE 
HINGES $9,004 6/28/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 12/4/13

12-13 04-4A630 SHOPP VAR 000 CONSTRUCT 
WHEELCHAIR RAMPS $11,619 6/11/13 10/8/13 11/25/13 12/18/13

12-13 04-4S050 SHOPP SCL 9 CONSTRUCT TIE-BACK 
WALL $2,780 6/14/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 10/9/13 Contract postponed.

12-13 05-0C901 SHOPP SCR 1 INSTALL CCTV AND 
SIGNS $2,956 4/12/13 10/8/13 11/12/13 12/10/13

12-13 05-0G070 SHOPP SB 101 UPGRADE EXISTING 
DRAINAGE CULVERTS $17,169 5/30/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 10/15/13 Low bid 7% over EE.

12-13 05-0R910 SHOPP SCR 1
UPGRADE MBGR, 
CONSTRUCT CONCRETE 
BARRIER & RETAINING 
WALLS & GUARD

$2,469 3/7/13 6/11/13 7/8/13 8/13/13 Low bid 9% under EE.

12-13 06-0H170 SHOPP FRE 180 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT $3,564 5/2/13 6/11/13 7/8/13 8/7/13 Low bid 23% over EE.

12-13 07-21595
LOCAL/
SLPP/ 
STIP

LA 5 ROADWAY WIDENING & 
STRIPING -SEG 5 $131,786 6/28/13 loc 10/14/13 12/5/13

12-13 07-27240 SHOPP LA 5 STORM WATER 
MITIGATION $2,033 6/28/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 10/31/13 Low bid 12% under EE.

12-13 07-3X350 SHOPP LA 105
RECONSTRUCT THE 
FAILED SLOPE / HYDRO 
SEED *DIR

$500 6/19/13 10/8/13 11/4/13 12/12/13

Prior Years' Contracts for Delivery Award Status
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FY 
CFD D-EA Pgm Cty Rte Description  Value Ready

to List Vote Ad Bid
Opening Comments

12-13 07-3X390 SHOPP LA 1 REPLACE ENTIRE CRIB 
WALL SYSTEM *DIR $3,500 6/28/13 8/6/13 9/9/13 11/7/13 Low bid 5% under EE.

11-12 08-0J010 SHOPP SBD 018

COSNTRCUT LEFT TURN 
IN BOTH DIRECTION 
WIDEN SHOULDER WEST 
BOUND

$803 06/30/12 08/06/13 09/30/13 10/24/13 Low bid 7% under EE.

12-13 08-0N510 SHOPP RIV 15
REPLACE EXISTING 
GUARDRAIL WITH 
CONCRETE BARRIER

$2,830 3/11/13 6/11/13 9/16/13 10/10/13 Low bid 6% under EE.

12-13 08-43541 SHOPP SBD 40 PLACE ROCK SLOPE 
PROTECTION $489 6/25/13 8/6/13 9/30/13 11/7/13 Low bid 21% under EE.

12-13 08-44910 SHOPP RIV 111 REPLACE BRIDGE $7,398 6/28/13 8/6/13 8/26/13 10/10/13 Low bid 3% under EE.

12-13 10-0S110 TCIF/L
OCAL SJ 4 EXTEND FREEWAY $121,808 5/29/13 6/7/13 8/9/13 11/20/13

12-13 10-0T040 SHOPP AMA 104
HIGHWAY RAIL GRADE 
CROSSING WARNING 
DEVICE

$433 3/4/13 5/7/13 DPAC contract

12-13 11-00270 SHOPP SD 5
CONSTRUCT AUXILIARY 
LANES/ WIDEN 
CONNECTOR

$15,927 4/29/13 6/11/13 9/3/13 1/16/14

12-13 11-26501 STIP SD 163

SCENIC/HISTORIC 
HIGHWAY 
PRESERVATION (PHASE 
2A) TRANSPORTATION 
ENHANCEMENT

$3,976 4/29/13 6/11/13 DPAC contract

12-13 11-28240 SHOPP SD 15

STORM WATER 
MITIGATION: CONSTRUCT 
BIOSWALES AND 
INFILTRATION 
TRENCHES, PHASE 1 O

$6,550 6/18/13 6/11/13 9/9/13 11/14/13 Low bid 23% under EE.

12-13 11-29480 STIP IMP 186 PEDESTRIAN/TRANSIT 
FACILITIES -(TE) $1,535 4/29/13 6/11/13 8/19/13 9/19/13 Low bid 5% under EE.

12-13 11-40670 SHOPP SD 5 PAVEMENT 
PRESERVATION (CAPM) $53,315 6/28/13 6/11/13 2/13/13 AADD  Will be requesting 

award time extension.

12-13 12-0L970 SHOPP ORA 39
ADD SAFETY LIGHTING, 
MODIFY SIGNALS AND 
PAVEMENT MARKING, 
ADA UPDATE

$919 4/24/13 4/25/13 8/12/13 9/5/13 Low bid 28% under EE.

11-12 12-0H208 SHOPP ORA 055

FLATTEN THE SLOPE 
ABOVE THE 
MAINTENANCE ACCESS 
ROAD

$4,458 03/01/12 08/06/13 08/12/13 11/07/13 Low bid 48% under EE.

$750,452

Projects allocated, not advertised

12-13 01-26202 STIP MEN 101 WETLAND/RIPARIAN 
MITIGATION $26,290 4/26/13 5/7/13

High bids, requesting 20 
month extension to 
repackage into smaller 
contracts.

12-13 01-40280 SHOPP MEN 101 CULVERT 
REHABILITATION $1,600 6/28/13 8/16/13 AADD project.  Needs 

federal aid approval.

12-13 07-27490 SHOPP LA 110 INSTALL PLANTS FOR 
EROSION CONTROL $1,250 6/28/13 8/6/13

12-13 07-25920 SHOPP LA 10
SAND FILTERS & 
INFILTRATION DEVICES 
*PHASE 2 OF 10

$5,654 6/27/13
11/15/13 10/8/13 Re-rtl'd 11/15/13

12-13 08-0G840 SHOPP SBD 15
UPGRADE AND 
INCREASE CAPACITY AT 
THE SAFETY ROADSIDE 
REST AREA

$11,335 10/25/12 1/8/13 10/21/13 11/21/13 Rescoped and to be 
readvertsied in Jan 2014.

12-13 11-0223U RTIP/ 
SHOPP SD 5

REPLACE BRIDGE, 
RECONSTRUCT 
INTERCHANGE, SIGNAL 
INTERSECTION, ADD AUX 
LANES AND

$74,700 3/25/13 5/7/13 9/22/13

Low bid 62% over EE.  
Time extension being 
requested, being rescoped 
to readvertise.
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FY 
CFD D-EA Pgm Cty Rte Description  Value Ready

to List Vote Ad Bid
Opening Comments

11-12 11-07670 SHOPP IMP 000

CONSTRUCT 
MAINTENANCE STATION

$9,158 11/26/11 05/07/13 05/13/13 06/13/13

Low bid 38% over EE.  
Time extension approved, 
being rescoped to 
readvertise and award by 
April 2014.

$129,987

Projects delivered, not allocated with issue pending

11-12 02-0E360 SHOPP TEH 005
REBUILD N/B & S/B 
FACILITIES AT CORNING 
SRRA'S

$6,000 12/01/11 SRRA projects low priority.

12-13 06-36023 STIP TUL 99 4 LANE FREEWAY TO 6 
LANE FREEWAY $17,700 7/25/12 Shelved, Funds in              

FY 15-16

12-13 06-48750 STIP KIN 198 RECONSTRUCT 
INTERCHANGE $15,491 5/9/13

11/14/13

Re-rtl 11/14/13.  Buy 
America issues.  Target 
December vote.

11-12 07-27820 SHOPP LA 010 INSTALL ADA CURB 
RAMPS

$3,000 05/22/12 Project plans being updated 
to new spec requriements.

11-12 08-0G620 SHOPP SBD 038 GRIND 30MM & OVERLAY 
45MM DGAC TYPE A $13,155 01/31/12

Advanced delivery, no 
capacity to fund when 
delivered.  Target 
December vote.

11-12 08-0K280 SHOPP SBD 040 GRIND 45 MM AND 
OVERLAY 60 MM AC $23,219 08/15/11

Advanced delivery, no 
capacity to fund when 
delivered.  Target 
December vote.

$78,565

Projects not delivered
12-13 01-47490 SHOPP MEN 1 REPAIR STORM DAMAGE $3,400 FY 12-13 Non-delivery  

Coastal permit

12-13 01-48470 SHOPP MEN 1
CONSTRUCT MBGR & 
CENTERLINE RUMBLE 
STRIPS, UPGRADE 
DRAINAGE INLETS

$2,500 FY 12-13 Non-delivery  
Coastal permit

12-13 07-3X450 SHOPP LA 1 REPAIR FAILED 
DRAINAGE *DIR $3,500

12-13 Delivery failure.  
Reprogrammed  to 
FY 14-15

$9,400
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D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description PR FE
D

D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description PR FE
D

01 0A360 SHOPP HUM 299 CURVE IMPROVEMENT . . 01 0B080 SHOPP DN 101 AC OVERLAY . .
01 0A690 SHOPP LAK 020 INSTALL MBGR . . 01 0B410 SHOPP HUM 101 RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY & DEWATER . .
01 0B350 SHOPP HUM 036 STABILIZE ROADWAY . . 01 0B460 SHOPP HUM 299 STABILIZE ROADWAY . .
01 0B390 SHOPP HUM 096 STABILIZE ROADWAY . . 01 0C350 SHOPP LAK 029 CAPM . .
02 0E360 SHOPP TEH 005 REBUILD N/B & S/B FACILITIES AT CORNIN  . . 01 0C460 SHOPP HUM 299 CAPM . .
02 2E800 SHOPP SIS 005 UPGRADE FACILITY ENFORCEMENT FAC . . 01 36291 SHOPP MEN 101 ROADWAY REHABILITATION vv vv
02 3E800 SHOPP SHA 273 CONSTRUCT & MODIFY ADA CURB RAMP . . 01 41540 SHOPP MEN 101 RESURFACING, RESTORATION AND REHAvv vv
02 4E430 SHOPP SHA 044 .121 PAVEMENT REHAB. . . 01 45930 SHOPP MEN 101 ROADWAY REHABILITATION vv .
02 4E690 SHOPP LAS 395 REHABILITATE WATER SYSTEMS . . 01 49771 SHOPP MEN 001 PERMANENT RESTORATION: REPAIR SLIP     . .
02 4E811 VAR ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . . 02 4E900 SHOPP TEH 032 .010 CURVE IMPROVEMENT . .
03 1A843 SHOPP ED 089 STORM WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS       . . 02 4F410 SHOPP SIS 096 .131 EMREGENCY PROJECT . .
03 1A845 SHOPP ED 089 STORM WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS. . 02 4G480 SHOPP SHA 299 CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS . .
03 3F080 SHOPP SAC 051 REHABILITATE AND RESURFACE BRIDGE . . 03 3F170 SHOPP SAC 005 ROADSIDE PAVEMENT AND SAFE ACCES    . .
04 0G510 STIP MRN 000 DEVELOP AN INTERPRETATIVE INVENTO      . . 03 3F180 SHOPP SAC 080 PLACE VEGETATION CONTROL AND GRA . .
04 1G850 SHOPP SM 092 INSTALL OR MODIFY METAL BEAM GUAR  . . 03 3F770 SHOPP SUT 099 INSTALL SHOULDER AND CENTERLINE R  . .
04 1SS46 SHOPP CC 680 COMPACTION GROUTING . . 04 1SS37 SHOPP SON 121 CAST IN DRILL HOLE PILE WALL . .
04 1SS47 SHOPP CC 680 PLACE ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION, REPA      . . 04 1SS52 SHOPP SCL 280 GEOSYNTHETIC REINF EMBANKMENT . .
04 4A480 SHOPP ALA 260 REPAIR HANDRAIL AND SIDEWALK ALON        . . 04 23565 STIP SM 101 RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE . .
04 4G460 SHOPP MRN 101 UPGRADE BRIDGE RAILS . . 04 27205 SHOPP SCL 280 REHABILITATE RAMPS . .
05 0T630 SHOPP SB 101 CURVE REALIGNMENT . . 04 2A330 SHOPP ALA 084 IMPROVE SIGHT DISTANCE, UPGRADE SH     . .
05 1A730 SHOPP MON 101 PAVEMENT PRESERVATION (CAP M) . . 04 2G520 SHOPP ALA 580 UPGRADE TYPE W BEAM (WB) OR SINGLE     . .
05 1C300 SHOPP MON 001 INSTALL RUMBLE STRIP . . 04 3G680 SHOPP SM 101 CONSTRUCT ROADSIDE PAVEMENT, MVP    . .
05 1F320 SHOPP SB 101 REPLACE OVERHEAD GUIDE SIGNS, REP     . . 04 3G700 SHOPP SF 101 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
06 0E340 SHOPP KER 099 FREEWAY MAINTENANCE ACCESS . . 04 3G710 SHOPP ALA 580 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
07 28390 STIP LA 210 TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT . . 04 4A360 SHOPP SM 000 REPLACE METAL BEAM GUARDRAIL WITH  . .
07 28430 STIP LA 002 TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT . . 04 4A810 SHOPP ALA 880 STORM WATER MITIGATION . .
08 0G841 STIP SBD 015 INTERPRETIVE DISPLAYS ON NB & SB . . 04 4A820 SHOPP ALA 080 STORM WATER MITIGATION . .
08 0J930 SHOPP SBD 015 REHABILITATE BRIDGE . . 04 4A830 SHOPP ALA 013 STORM WATER MITIGATION . .
08 0Q830 SHOPP SBD 210 GRIND/RECONSTRUCT PCC PAVEMENT.   . . 04 4G470 SHOPP MRN 580 UPGRADE BRIDGE RAIL . .
08 0R740 SHOPP RIV 371 INSTALL CENTERLINE GROUND-IN RUMB       . . 04 4G640 SHOPP SM 084 REPAIR WASHOUT CONSTRUCT WALL . .
08 0R750 SHOPP RIV 062 INSTALL MEDIAN BARRIER MARKERS AND  . . 04 4H221 SHOPP ALA 580 AC RESURFACING (MAINLINE) . .
08 1E490 SHOPP RIV 010 REPAIR ERODED CHANNEL BED . . 04 4H222 SHOPP ALA 580 REHABILITATE PAVEMENT / RAMPS . .
08 1E520 SHOPP RIV 243 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE . . 04 4S190 SHOPP SON 116 CONSTRUCT SOLDIER PILE WALL . .
08 1E530 SHOPP RIV 243 REPAIR FIRE DAMAGE . . 05 0G040 SHOPP SLO 101 HIGHWAY REHAB . .
09 33500 SHOPP MNO 395 MITIGATE MONO LAKE ROCKFALL . . 05 0S250 SHOPP SB 101 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
10 0Q290 SHOPP MER 165 IMPROVE CURVE RADIUS, SUPERELEVAT      . . 05 1A760 SHOPP MON 001 PAVEMENT PRESERVATION (CAP M) . .
10 0T780 SHOPP STA 132 TRAFFIC SIGNAL AND WIDENING . . 05 1A870 SHOPP SCR 001 RE-STRIPING AND SHOULDER WIDENING. .

05 1C130 SHOPP SLO 001 CURB RAMPS AND SIDEWALK . .
05 1C310 SHOPP SCR 001 INSTALL RUMBLE STRIPS . .
05 1C860 SHOPP SCR 001 PAVEMENT PRESERVATION . .
07 28490 LA 118 WIDENING OFF-RAMP . .
07 28750 VEN 118 WILDLIFE CORRIDOR STUDY . .
07 28810 SHOPP LA  60 WIDEN FREEWAY . .
07 29300 SHOPP LA 210 REHAB RAMPS AND CONNECTOR PAVEM. .
07 29460 SHOPP LA 101 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
07 29470 SHOPP LA 101 SLAB REPLACEMENT/COLDPLANE AC O/L. .
07 29490 SHOPP LA 005 PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE . .
07 29500 SHOPP LA 010 SLAB REPLACEMENT . .
07 29550 SHOPP LA 101 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
07 29560 SHOPP LA 005 PVMT PRESERVATION,SLAB REPL,SHLDR. .
07 29570 SHOPP LA 605 PAV  PRESERVATION,SLAB REPL/GRNDN . .
07 29670 SHOPP VEN 118 PAVEMENT REPAIR & RAMP . .
07 29680 SHOPP LA   2 RESURFACE . .
07 29700 SHOPP LA 138 COLD PLANE AND OVERLAY . .
07 30230 SHOPP LA 210 LANE REPLACEMENT . .
07 30280 SHOPP LA 138 AC OL ON ETW TO ETW . .
08 0P980 SHOPP SBD 018 SIGNALIZE INTERSECTION. ADA REQUIRE. .
08 0Q751 SHOPP RIV 060 PAVEMENT REHABILITATION . .
08 0R460 SHOPP RIV 091 IMPROVE WORKER SAFETY CONDITIONS       . .

Legend 08 0R490 SHOPP RIV 091 IMPROVE WORKER SAFETY CONDITIONS       . .
  Completed 08 0R950 SHOPP RIV 371 CONSTRUCT LEFT TURN LANE . .

N   Not Needed due to Env Doc Change 08 1C370 RIV 095 MILL AND OVERLAY PAVEMENT WITH DIG. .
  Behind Schedule 09 35690 SHOPP MNO 108 UPGRADE BARRIER APPROACH RAIL . .
  To Be Completed 10 0Q220 SHOPP AMA 088 AC OVERLAY AND DIGOUTS . .
  Delay Out of Year 10 0V660 SHOPP STA 005 CAP M . .

10 0W690 SHOPP SJ 004 REPLACE JOINT SEALS, BEARING PADS &   . .
12 0H007 SHOPP ORA 005 TO PROVIDE CLOSED CIRCUIT TV (CCTV)     . .
12 0J640 SHOPP ORA 055 REVEGETATION OF EXPOSED SLOPES FO      . .
12 0L720 SHOPP ORA 074 CONSTRUCT 4-FOOT RIGHT SHOULDER,    . .
12 0L92U SHOPP ORA 005 UPGRADE PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES W/IN      . .
12 0N110 SHOPP ORA 133 DEEP INJECTION GROUTING AT THREE L    . .
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D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description PR FE
D

D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description PR FE
D

01 0A320 SHOPP HUM 299 CURVE IMPROVEMENT . . 01 0B030 SHOPP HUM 096 CURVE IMPROVEMENT . .
01 0A520 SHOPP HUM 299 CURVE IMPROVEMENT . . 01 0B270 SHOPP DN 101 REPAIR ROADWAY FAILURES . .
01 0B370 SHOPP HUM 036 SLIDE REPAIR . . 01 0B300 SHOPP DN 101 STABILIZE ROADWAY . .
01 0B380 SHOPP HUM 096 SLIDE REPAIR . . 01 0B340 SHOPP HUM 036 RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY & DRAINAGE . .
01 0B400 SHOPP HUM 101 RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY & DRAINAGE . . 01 0B470 SHOPP MEN 001 REPAIR SLIPOUT . .
01 0B450 SHOPP HUM 299 REPAIR SLIDES & SLIPOUTS . . 01 46392 SHOPP HUM 000 RECONSTRUCT GUARD RAILING . .
01 26201 STIP MEN 101 RYAN CREEK FISH PASSAGE - COHO SAL  . . 01 49370 SHOPP HUM 096 SHOULDER WIDENING/LIGHT GUARD CRO . .
01 26204 STIP MEN 101 SHERWOOD ROAD GEOMETRIC UPGRAD    . . 02 4E890 SHOPP SHA 299 .010 MCCANDLESS GULCH CURVE IMPRV. .
01 43060 SHOPP HUM 254 REPLACE BRIDGE RAILS AND WIDEN (FO  . . 02 4F610 SHOPP VAR 005 .119 BRIDGE DECK REHAB . .
02 0E090 SHOPP SHA 5 .113 SEISMIC RETROFIT DOG CREEK BR     . . 03 1F400 PLA 080 WIDENING EASTBOUND ROADWAY . .
02 3E730 SHOPP SIS 005 .110 BRIDGE DECK REPLACEMENT. . . 03 1F990 SHOPP BUT 032 ADA COMPLIANCE CURB RAMPS, SIGNAL     . .
02 3E770 SHOPP TRI 299 .121 CURB RAMPS . . 03 3F650 SHOPP NEV 089 PAVEMENT OVERLAY . .
03 0F370 SHOPP GLE 005 RAISE STRUCTURE OR LOWER ROADWA      . . 04 0G720 SHOPP SCL 152 UPGRADE INTERSECTION AND INSTALL S. .
03 2F290 SHOPP PLA 267 PAVEMENT REHAB AND WIDEN SHOULDE. . 04 1SS03 SHOPP ALA 580 CONSTRUCT SOLDIER PILE WALL . .
03 2F990 HM SAC 160 HMA OVERLAY . . 04 1SS41 SHOPP ALA 013 INSTALL SHOULDER BEAM TIE-BACK RET  . .
03 3F040 SHOPP SAC 005 REPLACE ALL PUMP HOUSE COMPONEN . . 04 2G440 SHOPP CC 080 UPGRADE TYPE W BEAM OR SINGLE THR     . .
03 3F660 HM SAC 160 HMA OVERLAY . . 04 2G450 SHOPP CC 680 UPGRADE TO TYPE W BEAM (WB) OR GLE     . .
03 3F790 SHOPP SUT 020 REPLACE SIGNAL POLES . . 04 2G830 SHOPP ALA 013 REPAIR SLOPE SLIDE WITH SOLDIER BEA     . .
04 15148 ALA 880 TO INSTALL RAMP METERS & TRAFFIC OP    . . 04 2G850 SHOPP ALA 580 CONSTRUCT RETAINING WALL . .
04 1A340 SHOPP SCL 009 BRIDGE RAIL REPLACEMENT . . 04 2G890 SHOPP MRN 001 CONSTRUCT SOLDIER PILE WALL WITH T. .
04 1G830 SHOPP SM 280 UPGRADE TO STANDARD THE EXISTING     . . 04 2G940 SHOPP NAP 128 CONSTRUCT ROADWAY RETAINING SYST. .
04 1SS42 SHOPP ALA 680 REPAIR SLOPE AND INSTALL ROCK SLOP  . . 04 3G640 SHOPP NAP 029 SCOUR REPLACE BRIDGE . .
04 23552 SM 092 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT . . 04 3S900 SHOPP MRN 001 CONSTRUCT TIE-BACK WALL . .
04 27204 SHOPP SCL 280 REHABILITATE ROADWAY MAINLINE . . 04 4G450 SHOPP SOL 780 REPLACE BRIDGE . .
04 3G110 SHOPP SON 116 ROCKSLOPE PROTECTION . . 04 4S660 SHOPP MRN 001 PERMANENT RESTORATION & TO REPLA    . .
04 3G590 SHOPP ALA 580 ROADWAY REHABILITATION (2R) . . 06 0L340 SHOPP FRE 168 INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT . .
04 3G650 SHOPP SOL 680 REHABILITATE PAVEMENT . . 06 0Q580 KER 005 WIRE THEFT RESTORATION . .
04 4A000 SHOPP MRN 101 BRIDGE RAIL REPLACEMENT AT THREE L. . 07 29770 SHOPP LA 110 INSTALL SAFETY LIGHTING . .
04 4C200 HM SCL 152 PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE, ASPHALT O . . 07 29850 SHOPP LA 405 RECONFIGURE RAMPS . .
04 4G111 STIP ALA 680 WIDEN RAMPS AND CONSTRUCT RAMP M     . . 08 0R510 SHOPP SBD 015 INSTALL VEGETATION CONTROL UNDER-    . .
04 4G190 ALA 580 INSTALL RAMP METERING AND TOS ELEM. . 08 34770 STIP SBD  58 CONSTRUCT 4-LANE EXPWY ON NEW AL . .
04 4G590 SHOPP SM 280 REPAIR PIPE SYSTEM . . 09 34090 SHOPP MNO 395 REHAB/REPLACE CULVERTS . .
04 4G630 SHOPP SM 280 REPAIR WASHOUT AND RSP . . 10 0P800 SHOPP MER 140 BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION . .
05 0N700 STIP SB 101 CONSTRUCT HOV LANES . . 10 0W140 SHOPP MER 152 CONSTRUCT MEDIAN BARRIER . .
05 1C080 SHOPP SLO 101 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . . 10 0X320 SHOPP MER 165 INSTALL RUMBLE STRIPS . .
05 1C090 SHOPP MON 068 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
05 1C100 SHOPP SCR 001 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
05 1C110 SHOPP SLO 101 ROADSIDE SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS . .
05 1C240 SHOPP SLO 001 INSTALL RUMBLE STRIP . .
06 0K810 SHOPP KER 099 SEISMIC RESTORATION . .
06 0N960 SHOPP KER 204 PLACE DECK OVERLAY, REPLACE JOINT   . .
06 0P980 SHOPP FRE 168 CONSTRUCT MEDIAN BARRIER . .
06 34235 STIP FRE 180 HIGHWAY PLANTING . .
07 2844U STIP LA 110 CONSTRUCT BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN TRAI . .
07 28820 SHOPP LA 060 STORM WATER SOURCE CONTROL . .
07 28920 SHOPP LA 710 SOURCE CONTROL . .
07 29080 SHOPP LA 001 UPGRADE PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES . .
07 29450 STIP LA 005 NATIVE PLANTING AND ENHANCEMENTS . .
08 0N550 SHOPP SBD 040 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT . . Legend
08 0Q300 SHOPP SBD 138 CONSTRUCT TWO LANE CONVENTIONAL . .   Completed
08 0Q790 SHOPP SBD 040 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT (BR #54 0889L&R . . N   Not Needed due to Env Doc Change
08 0R470 SHOPP SBD 215 UPGRADE PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES, REM     . .   Behind Schedule
09 21340 STIP INY 395 CONSTRUCT 4 LANE EXPRESSWAY . .   To Be Completed
09 35060 STIP INY 168 CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS . .   Delay Out of Year 
10 0P920 SHOPP MPA 140 CLEAR LANDSLIDE . .
10 0U520 SHOPP MER 059 INSTALL LEFT TURN CHANNELIZATION . .
10 0V620 SHOPP CAL 026 SIGNALIZATION AND CHANNELIZATION . .
11 26041 SHOPP SD 008 DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS . .
11 28230 SHOPP SD 005 STORM WATER DETENTION BASINS RETR. .
11 40640 SHOPP SD 078 UPGRADE BRIDGE RAIL ENDTREATMENT   . .
11 41540 SHOPP SD 008 ENHANCE STRIPING AND UPGRADE BRID   . .
12 0H890 SHOPP ORA 055 REPAIR EXISTING ROCK BLANKET, UPGR      . .
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ED D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description D
ED

04 15148 ALA 880 TO INSTALL RAMP METERS & TRAFFIC OP    N 01 0A320 SHOPP HUM 299 CURVE IMPROVEMENT .
04 23565 STIP SM 101 RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE . 01 0A520 SHOPP HUM 299 CURVE IMPROVEMENT .
06 0P590 SHOPP TUL 190 CONSTRUCT ROUNDABOUT 01 0B400 SHOPP HUM 101 RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY & DRAINAGE .
09 35060 STIP INY 168 CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS . 01 26201 STIP MEN 101 RYAN CREEK FISH PASSAGE - COHO SAL  .

01 26204 STIP MEN 101 SHERWOOD ROAD GEOMETRIC UPGRAD    .
01 43060 SHOPP HUM 254 REPLACE BRIDGE RAILS AND WIDEN (FO  .
01 49771 SHOPP MEN 001 PERMANENT RESTORATION: REPAIR SLIP     .
03 1F400 PLA 080 WIDENING EASTBOUND ROADWAY .
04 17244 SHOPP ALA 084 ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION .
04 1SS03 SHOPP ALA 580 CONSTRUCT SOLDIER PILE WALL .
04 23552 SM 092 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT .
04 2G890 SHOPP MRN 001 CONSTRUCT SOLDIER PILE WALL WITH T.
04 2G940 SHOPP NAP 128 CONSTRUCT ROADWAY RETAINING SYST.
04 3G590 SHOPP ALA 580 ROADWAY REHABILITATION (2R) .
04 3S900 SHOPP MRN 001 CONSTRUCT TIE-BACK WALL .
04 4G111 STIP ALA 680 WIDEN RAMPS AND CONSTRUCT RAMP M     .
04 4G190 ALA 580 INSTALL RAMP METERING AND TOS ELEM.
04 4G590 SHOPP SM 280 REPAIR PIPE SYSTEM .
06 0K460 SHOPP KER 099 BRIDGE REPLACEMENT .
06 0K810 SHOPP KER 099 SEISMIC RESTORATION N
06 0L340 SHOPP FRE 168 INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT .
06 0N990 SHOPP FRE 041 BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT .
09 34090 SHOPP MNO 395 REHAB/REPLACE CULVERTS .
09 35690 SHOPP MNO 108 UPGRADE BARRIER APPROACH RAIL .

D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description D
ED D EA Pgm Cty Rte Description D
ED

01 0B030 SHOPP HUM 096 CURVE IMPROVEMENT . 01 0A490 SHOPP HUM 299 CURVE IMPROVEMENT .
01 0B470 SHOPP MEN 001 REPAIR SLIPOUT . 01 0B360 SHOPP HUM 036 RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY & DRAINAGE .
03 3F360 SAC 050 BUS/CARPOOL LANE ADDITIONS . 01 0B420 SHOPP HUM 101 CONSTRUCT BUTTRESSES & DEWATER .
04 16030 SHOPP ALA 084 REPLACE BRIDGE . 01 0B430 SHOPP HUM 101 BIG LAGOON SLIPOUT REPAIR .
04 1A903 SHOPP SF 001 CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE . 01 0C241 SHOPP DN 101 CONSTRUCT SOLDIER TIE BACK WALL &  .
04 1SS42 SHOPP ALA 680 REPAIR SLOPE AND INSTALL ROCK SLOP  . 01 49370 SHOPP HUM 096 SHOULDER WIDENING/LIGHT GUARD CRO.
04 28120 STIP NAP 029 INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS . 04 0A020 SHOPP SON 001 REALIGN ROADWAY .
04 2G830 SHOPP ALA 013 REPAIR SLOPE SLIDE WITH SOLDIER BEA     . 04 1SS41 SHOPP ALA 013 INSTALL SHOULDER BEAM TIE-BACK RET  .
04 3G640 SHOPP NAP 029 SCOUR REPLACE BRIDGE . 04 3G620 SHOPP SF 101 BRIDGE REHABILITATION .
05 0A050 SHOPP SB 001 CONSTRUCT SOIL NAIL/TIEBACK RETAIN     .
05 0Q600 SHOPP SCR 017 STORM WATER MITIGATION .
05 0T990 SHOPP MON 101 TREE AND MBGR REMOVAL .   Completed
06 0H200 SHOPP TUL 201 BRIDGE RAIL REPLACMENT . N   Not Needed due to Env Doc Change
06 0M370 SHOPP KIN 043 CONSTRUCT ROUNDABOUT .   Behind Schedule
06 0N180 SHOPP KIN 198 INSTALL MEDIAN BARRIER .   To Be Completed
06 46380 FRE 180 ADD PASSING LANES .   Delay Out of Year
08 0N69U SHOPP RIV 060 CONSTRUCT A TRUCK CLIMBING LANE E/        .
10 0P800 SHOPP MER 140 BRIDGE SCOUR MITIGATION .
10 0W140 SHOPP MER 152 CONSTRUCT MEDIAN BARRIER .
11 40570 SHOPP SD 076 INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT AT SR-76       .
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2013 FY Alloc 
Plan 1st Qtr 2nd Qtr 3rd Qtr 4th Qtr

01 262020 0125X MEN 101 WETLAND/RIPARIAN MITIGATION 2/12/2013 21,530 21,530 2012 26,355$   4,944,000$     2,436$          
01 3986U1 LAK 053 WIDEN ROADWAY WITH HMA OVER AB 5/25/2010 1,086 1,086 2008 1,031$     1,021,000$     0
02 360700 3017 SHA 299 ROADWAY REHABILITATION 5/1/2013 3,092 3,092 2012 1,800$     1,166,000$     388,371$      
03 3C3800 3258 ED 050 STORM WATER MITIGATION 3/15/2014 3,000 3,000 2012 2,351$     1,755,000$     25,721$        

04 1637E1 0619E SF 101 SOUTH ACCESS TO GOLDEN GATE BRIDGE 
DOYLE DR REPLACEMENT PROJECT-ALL 7/21/2010 32,300 32,300 2010 85,990$   3,364,000$     0

04 1A2901 0756G SON 012 REPLACE BRIDGE FOR SCOUR 1/21/2013 2,271 2,271 2012 2,500$     2,260,000$     182,500$      
04 259410 0378C NAP 029 REHABILITATE ROADWAY 6/1/2014 3,283 3,283 2012 3,765$     1,935,000$     190,850$      

04 264071 0360J MRN 101 CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE ON RTE 101 AT 
SAN ANTONIO RD;INCLUDING FRONTAGE 4/26/2012 34,216 17,904 2012 36,994$   3,408,000$     1,172,904$   

04 264081 SON 101 CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE ON RTE 101 AT 
PETALUMA BLVD;INCLUDING FRONTAGE 5/11/2012 0 0 -$             1,660,000$     200,302$      

04 264091 0360G MRN 101 REALIGN ROUTE 101 AT SAN ANTONIO 
CURVE 11/1/2013 5,202 5,202 2012 15,189$   3,561,000$     79,212$        

04 4A0900 0382D NAP 029 REPLACEMENT OF TROUTDAL CREEK 
BRIDGE ON A NEW ALLIGNMENT 5/1/2014 1,630 1,630 2012 2,300$     1,630,000$     4,483$          

05 33078 0226H SLO 46 CONVERT TO 4-LANE EXPRESSWAY 5/1/2015 11,000 11,000 2010 1,000$     1,000,000$     33,400$        
05 49280 4928 SLO 1 REALIGN ROADWAY 10/3/2013 14,170 14,170 2004 6,000$     6,000,000$     3,000,916$   

05 315801 0058E MON 101 CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE AT SAN 
JUAN ROAD 3/30/2012 20,000 9,550 2012 16,360$   2,000,000$     45,890$        

05 344901 0297 SBT 156 WIDEN 2 TO 4 LANES 1/16/2015 14,636 14,636 2012 21,807$   4,599,000$     0

05 4482U1 0482 SB 101 RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGES (2) AND 
REPLACE CARPINTERIA CR BR 7/15/2014 9,388 5,394 2012 5,806$     4,043,000$     93,671$        

06 0H6301 6468 TUL 198 ADA COMPLIANCE UPGRADES 5/1/2014 606 606 2012 1,386$     1,386,000$     0

06 434011 8650A TUL 065 WIDEN 2 LANE CONVENTIONAL HIGHWAY 
TO 4 LANE EXPRESSWAY 5/1/2015 5,730 5,730 2012 7,386$     2,007,000$     40,550$        

06 457111 8042A KER 014 CONVERT EXISTING 2-LANE TO 4-LANE 
EXPRESSWAY 1/2/2015 9,500 9,500 2012 9,500$     3,049,000$     0

06 471501 6423 TUL 099 RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE 2/1/2016 16,000 6,000 2012 11,759$   1,566,000$     0

07 1170U1 0309N LA 010 CONSTRUCT HOV LANES & SOUNDWALLS 
*COMB WITH 117081 & 111721 5/30/2013 25,594 25,594 2012 26,375$   6,000,000$     2,332,624$   

07 1193U1 0310B LA 010 CONSTRUCT HOV LANE IN EA DIRECTION 
*COMB 28900 + 11934 INTO 1193U 4/7/2014 8,000 8,000 2012 6,500$     1,000,000$     30,047$        

07 127271 0694Q LA 138 WIDEN CONVENTIONAL HIGHWAY (SEG 12) 
*SPLIT=1272U1 6/2/2011 6,606 6,606 2010 6,595$     1,139,000$     14,644$        

07 202111 4137 LA 710 LONG LIFE PAVEMENT & WIDEN BRIDGES 5/11/2011 3,000 3,000 2010 2,270$     1,500,000$     2,200$          
07 202121 4137A LA 710 LONG LIFE PAVEMENT & WIDEN BRIDGES 4/3/2014 34,900 34,900 2012 23,297$   6,000,000$     2,145$          

07 215921 2808 LA 005 ROADWAY WIDENING (SEG 2) *POR=2159A1 3/14/2014 249,994 89,757 2012 400,434$ 19,627,000$    2,101,812$   

07 215941 4155 LA 005 ROADWAY WIDENING (SEG 4) *POR=2159A1 3/9/2012 181,154 85,404 2012 239,388$ 10,178,000$    1,480,148$   

07 215951 4156 LA 005 ROADWAY WIDENING & STRIPING (SEG 5) 
*POR=2159A1 6/14/2013 36,452 36,452 2012 84,095$   13,171,000$    4,049,536$   

07 4L2211 3732A LA 001 ROADWAY STABILIZATION 6/5/2012 2,650 2,650 2010 2,000$     1,700,000$     81,863$        

2013/14 FY Right of Way Capital Major Project List
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2013/14 FY Right of Way Capital Major Project List

07 4Y7001 4386 LA 405 FULL REMOVAL & PAINT STEEL GIRDERS 9/11/2014 1,052 1,052 2012 2,152$     2,151,000$     545$             
07 4Y8501 4383 LA 103 SPOT PROP AND PAINT 2/3/2014 1,749 1,749 2012 1,476$     1,317,000$     0
08 043511 0217F SBD  58 REALIGN & WIDEN 2 TO 4 LANE EXPWY 4/15/2014 38,536 38,536 2012 58,799$   9,597,000$     226,092$      

08 0C1211 0259K SBD 395 WIDEN MEDIAN & SHOULDER, INSTALL 
MEDIAN & SHOULDER RUMBLE STRIPS & 6/29/2011 4,908 4,908 2010 4,908$     1,129,000$     813$             

08 0G9001 0253F SBD 247 CONSTRUCT STANDARD PAVED SHOULDER 6/10/2014 4,847 4,847 2012 4,426$     2,211,000$     28,611$        

08 3401U1 0239D SBD 138 WIDEN TO 4 LNS FR BEEKLEY RD TO JCT 15, 
ADD 1 LN EB FR PHELAN RD TO 12/5/2013 3,569 3,569 2012 9,944$     3,302,000$     195,947$      

08 355560 0174L SBD 015 ADD N/B MIXED FLOW LANE W/AUX LANE. 
RECON "D" & "E" ST ICS & STODDARD 1/3/2014 13,826 13,826 2012 32,094$   5,799,000$     741,948$      

11 167881 0021F IMP 078 CONSTRUCT FOUR-LANE EXPRESSWAY 
AND INTERCHANGE -  (STAGE 2) 5/24/2007 14,259 12,526 2010 24,438$   1,493,000$     8,355$          

11 167891 IMP 078 CONSTRUCT FOUR LANE EXPRESSWAY 4/1/2010 26,375 13,371 2010 18,529$   1,609,000$     800,000$      
12 0E3101 4102 ORA 074 RECONSTRUCT IC AT SR-74 4/19/2012 28,753 28,753 2012 28,753$   4,500,000$     3,123,196$   

12 0H2081 3577A ORA 055 FLATTEN THE SLOPE ABOVE THE 
MAINTENANCE ACCESS ROAD 5/16/2012 3,166 3,166 2012 2,500$     1,001,000$     0

146,778,000$  20,681,732$ 
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Number Value Number Value Number Value Number Value Number Value
769 11,305$ 744 11,690$ 644 12,217$ 653 12,346$ 735 12,155$  
103 775$      88 1,345$   115 925$      176 397$      80 267$       
128 390$      188 818$      106 796$      94 588$      85 887$       
744 11,690$ 644 12,217$ 653 12,346$ 735 12,155$ 730 11,535$  

1,305  $  7,393 1,316  $  6,902 1,417  $  7,307 1,430  $  7,451 1,439  $   7,426 
128 390        188 818        106 796        94 588        85 887         
115 874        85 407        89 647        79 483        83 281         

2 7           2 6           4 5           6 130        7 104         
1,316 6,902$   1,417 7,307$   1,430 7,451$   1,439 7,426$   1,434 7,928$    

64 $1,394 105 $693 91 $794 65 $778 71 $995

32 578$      28 485$      23 344$      22 260$      25 263$       
2 7           2 6           4 5           6 130        7 104         
6 100        7 147        5 89         3 127        8 71          

28 485$ 23 344$ 22 260$ 25 263$ 24 296$

Q1 12/13 Construction Contracts - Quarterly Status Reporta Q4 12/13 Q1 13/14

  5. Accepted Contracts this Quarter

Q3 12/13

  1. Ongoing Contracts @ Beginning of Quarter

Ongoing Contracts @ End of Quarter (1+2-3)
  3. Accepted Contracts this Quarter

  Accepted Contracts @ End of Quarter (4+5-6-7)b
  7. New Contracts in Arbitration this Quarter

  2. New Contracts this Quarter

  Accepted Contracts with claims only @ End of Quarterc

  4. Accepted Contracts @ Beginning of Quarter

Division of Construction
CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION

 Q1 Fiscal Year 2013/14 ($ in Millions)

  6. Contracts Closed this Quarter

Q2 12/13

C i A bi i @ E d f Q (8 9 10)

  8. Contracts in Arbitration @ Beginning of Quarterd

  9. New Contracts in Arbitration this Quarter
10. Contracts with Arbitration Settlements/Awards this Quarter

28 485$     23 344$      22 260$     25 263$     24 296$       

a Quarterly figures updated to reflect revised or new data at the end of the current quarter.

b  Accepted contracts with close-out activities in progress. Contracts in arbitration are not included.

d A contractor may file for arbitration 240 days after project acceptance, or within 90 days after final determinations

Includes contracts flagged as: Emergency, Local Assistance, and Warranty

   on claims have been made.  Contractors must file within 90 days after the Department makes a final determination 

  Total dollar amount of claims at end of current quarter = $29.1M
  Total dollar amount filed for in arbitration at end of current quarter = $44.9M

Contracts in Arbitration @ End of Quarter (8+9-10)

   a district director determination (DDD), or district expenditures done (DED).

   on claims or lose opportunity for arbitration. (Contractors have 180 days to file on contracts that were approved 
   prior to January 1, 1999.)  

c Beginning Quarter 1 of FY 2010/2011, quarterly figures exclude contracts that have a final estimate (FE),
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D CTY RT Description Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost 
 Costs > 120%  Costs 100 - 120%  Costs < 100% 

Quarter 1 Projects  (7 Projects)
2 SHA 5 Widen Bridges 1,195$               933$                510$                  842$                   50$                  30$                    -$                     0  2,250$               1,827$                N 19,463$                18,605$              
3 SAC 99 Realign Ramps -$                        -$                     -$                        -$                        -$                     -$                       -$                     0 750$                  741  N 5,506$                  5,099$                
6 KIN 198 2-Ln Conventional ti 4 Ln Exp 1,549$               1,982$             5,758$               6,168$                3,137$             4,293$               22,300$          22,651  9,514$               8,434$                N 51,764$                51,753$              

6 KER 46 Widen to 4 Lns 438$                  438$                3,502$               3,967$                1,055$             1,733$               10,603$          9,530$              9,900$               4,092$                N 49,995$                45,511$              
8 SBD 215 Construct Bridges -$                        114$                -$                        491$                   2,585$             1,743$               9,666$             7,310  19,666$             12,864$              N 76,879$                71,417$              

10 SJ 205 Additl Lanes and Ret Walls -$                        -$                     -$                        -$                        -$                     -$                       -$                     0 2,900$               1,282$                N 11,860$                11,104$              
11 SD 15 Managed Lanes North -$                        -$                     3,749$               1,250$                150$                38$                    500$                175  1,000$               1,000$                N 54,276$                50,411$              

3,182$               3,467$             13,519$             12,718$              6,977$             7,837$               43,069$          39,666$           45,980$             30,240$              269,743$              253,900$           




D CTY RT Description Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost Bud Cost 
 Costs > 120%  Costs 100 - 120%  Costs < 100% 

12,607$             13,068$          45,611$             39,034$              3,054$             2,342$               9,218$             4,698$              61,893$             47,821$              359,927$              262,327$           

CON Capital

Total All Projects  (48 Projects)

PAED PSE RW  Support RW  Capital CON Support

Total Overall Project
Project Development PJD Right of Way Component Construction Component

FY 2013-14 Completed SHOPP Projects

PAED PSE RW  Support RW  Capital CON Support SB102  
PROJ?

CON Capital

Quarter 2 Projects

Quarter 3 Projects

Quarter 4 Projects

Total All Projects  (7 Projects)

FY 2013-14 Completed STIP Projects, (STATE Funds Only Support, Right of Way, State & Local Funds for Construction Capital)
Total Overall Project

Project Development PJD Right of Way Component Construction Component
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                 State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
                 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.:  3.11 
 Information Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang 
 Acting Division Chief 
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject: QUARTERLY REPORT - LOCAL ASSISTANCE LUMP SUM ALLOCATION FOR THE 

PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2013 
 
SUMMARY: 
 
As of September 30, 2013, about $884 million, or 53 percent, of the $1.67 billion that has 
been allocated by the California Transportation Commission (Commission) for Federal 
Fiscal Year (FFY) 2013 has been sub-allocated to 1,387 local projects.  The majority of the 
sub-allocations (approximately $723 million) are for 882 projects in the following four 
categories: 
 
• High Priority Projects/Demonstration Projects/Emergency Relief – 240 projects, $221 million 
• Highway Bridge Program – 325 projects, $189 million 
• Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) – 135 projects, $165 million 
• Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) – 182 projects, $148 million 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The California Department of Transportation’s (Department) Division of Local Assistance (DLA) 
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. 
 
The category of “High Priority Project/Demonstration Projects/Emergency Relief” is over-allocated  
by 29 percent.  This was due to our local partners delivering more non-formula funding than originally 
estimated. 
 
The Railroad Grade Separation program is not fully sub-allocated until the Department receives 
applicant projects, which sometimes does not occur until after the federal fiscal year ends. 
 
Although the sub-allocation percentage is only 53 percent for the period ending September 30, 2013, 
our local partners delivered 100 percent of federal formula funding and an additional $58 million in 
August Redistribution bonus monies for Federal Fiscal Year 2013. 
 

 
Attachment 

 



Reference No.:  3.11
December 11-12, 2003
Attachment

Percent
Fund Description Sub- Allocated

State Federal Total State Federal Total State Federal Total Total Total
Local Administered & Miscellaneous Programs

Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP)1 503,559 503,559 165,425 165,425 0 338,134 338,134 33% 135

Surface Transportation Program State Match and Exchange 57,849 57,849 52,038 52,038 * 5,811 0 5,811 90% 137

Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Program 471,547 471,547 147,761 147,761 0 323,786 323,786 31% 182

Freeway Service Patrol 25,479 25,479 25,479 25,479 * 0 0 0 100% 16

High Priority Projects/Demonstration Projects/Emergency Relief 171,251 171,251 221,184 221,184 0 (49,933) (49,933) 129% 240

Miscellaneous 3,000 3,000 0 * 3,000 -                      3,000 0% 0

Bridge Programs

Bridge Inspection                        735 735 0 735 0 735 0%

National Highway Performance Program & RSTP Bridge2 302,909 302,909 188,726 188,726 0 114,183 114,183 62% 325

Rail Programs

Railroad Grade Crossing Maintenance 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 * -             0 -                     100% 1

Railroad Grade Separation 15,000 15,000 5,000 5,000 10,000   0 10,000           33% 2

Safety Programs

Highway Safety Improvement Program 74,000 74,000 47,884 47,884 * 0 26,116 26,116 65% 245

Safe Routes to School 24,250 21,080 45,330 15,670 13,211 28,881 * 8,580 7,869 16,449 64% 104

Total Local Assistance Subvention Funds 128,313 1,544,346 1,672,659 100,187 784,191 884,378 28,126 760,155 788,281 53% 1,387

Notes
Allocations for state funds reflect the June 2012 Commission meeting vote, Item 2.5h.
Allocations for federal funds reflect the March 2013 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.

Assumptions:
*  Indicates programs that were not discussed in Reference 3.11
1  RSTP consists of the Surface Transportation Program subvented to local agencies, less funding set-aside for off-system bridge projects and Safe Routes to School.
2  Bridge projects consist of off-system bridge (about $75 million) and bridge funding available to locals from the National Highway Performance Program (about $228 million).

LOCAL ASSSISTANCE LUMP SUM ALLOCATIONS
Period Ending September 30, 2013

(Dollars in Thousands)

Number 
of Commission Allocation Total Sub-Allocations Allocation Balance



                  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 4.8 
 Information Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: James Davis 
 Division Chief 
 Project Management 

 
Subject: REPORT ON INVESTMENTS TO STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM BY OUTSIDE 
 FUNDING SOURCES  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
California Transportation Commission (Commission) Resolution G-96-17, adopted July 11, 1996, 
requires the California Department of Transportation (Department) to provide the Commission with 
a funding summary of projects on the State transportation system financed by other agencies during 
the previous year.  The Department should also include a list of those projects where the local 
contribution exceeds $20 million.  
 
Attachment 1 (Summary of Local Funding for State Transportation Projects) includes information by 
county on projects that are 100 percent locally-funded and those projects in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program and State Highway Operation and Protection Program that are partially 
funded with local funds.  The summary shows funding from Sales Tax Measures separate from other 
local funds.  For construction in Fiscal year 2012-13, the total amount contributed by local sources 
for on-system projects is $2,221,796,000. 
 
Attachments 2 through 6 identify those specific projects by county where the local contribution for a 
project on the State transportation system exceeds $20 million.  
 
The Commission also requested that the Department identify those agencies with existing local sales 
tax measures in California.  This information is provided in Attachment 7. 
 
Attachments 
 



Attachment 1 

(X1000)

SALES TAX MEASURE FUNDING: 2012-13 2013-14
COUNTY

Alameda County Measure $39,000 $3,000
RM1 $1,490 $2,520
RM2 $0 $3,000
Local $0 $5,345

Butte County Measure $0 $0
Local $1,289 $4,000

Contra Costa County Measure $22,270 $100,412
RM1 $28,000 $65,000
RM2 $0 $38,400
Local $0 $93,171

El Dorado County Measure $0 $0
Local $23,144 $36,555

Fresno County Measure $41,000 $0
Local $1,840 $0

Kern County Measure $0 $0
Local $19,797 $27,084

Los Angeles County Measure $142,817 $214,128
Local $825 $216,092

Madera County Measure $11,077 $0
Local $0 $0

Nevada County Measure $0 $0
Local $16,500 $10,000

Orange County Measure $0 $65,497
Local $9,400 $3,000
TOLL ROAD $0 $0
Privatization TOLL ROAD $0 $0

Riverside County Measure $53,903 $105,640
Local $1,272,299 $221,518

Sacramento County Measure $0 $0

SUMMARY OF
LOCAL FUNDING FOR STATE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

(Includes 100% Locally-Funded and Local Contribution to Projects in the STIP and SHOPP)

PROPOSED FISCAL YEAR OF CONSTRUCTION
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Attachment 1 

(X1000)

SALES TAX MEASURE FUNDING: 2012-13 2013-14
COUNTY

SUMMARY OF
LOCAL FUNDING FOR STATE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

(Includes 100% Locally-Funded and Local Contribution to Projects in the STIP and SHOPP)

PROPOSED FISCAL YEAR OF CONSTRUCTION

 

Local $109,203 $36,818

San Bernardino County Measure $28,710 $27,561
Local $153,345 $67,192

San Diego County Measure $79,198 $49,134
Local $140 $60,199
Privatization TOLL ROAD $0 $0

San Francisco County Measure $411 $0
RM1 $0 $0
RM2 $0 $0
Local $0 $154,932

San Joaquin County Measure $0 $34,220
Local $30,994 $71,330

San Mateo County Measure $0 $1,734
RM1 $0 $0
RM2 $0 $0
Local $0 $1,600

Shasta County Measure $0 $0
Local $340 $1,570

Sierra County Measure $0 $0
Local $0 $2,520

Sonoma County Measure $58,000 $3,400
RM1 $0 $0
RM2 $0 $0
Local $27,000 $41,000

Stanislaus County Measure $0 $0
Local $0 $37,100

Sutter County Measure $0 $0
Local $6,600 $1,550

Trinty County Measure $0 $0
Local $0 $1,700
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Attachment 1 

(X1000)

SALES TAX MEASURE FUNDING: 2012-13 2013-14
COUNTY

SUMMARY OF
LOCAL FUNDING FOR STATE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

(Includes 100% Locally-Funded and Local Contribution to Projects in the STIP and SHOPP)

PROPOSED FISCAL YEAR OF CONSTRUCTION

 

Tulare County Measure $43,204 $6,600
Local $0 $0

Ventura County Measure $0 $0
Local $0 $35,718

TOTAL  MEASURE FUNDS  $519,590 $611,326
TOTAL RM1 $29,490 $67,520
TOTAL RM2 $0 $41,400
TOTAL LOCAL FUNDS $1,672,716 $1,129,994
TOTAL TOLL ROADS $0 $0

GRAND TOTAL $2,221,796 $1,850,240

 Regional Measure funds are for Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, 
Santa Clara, Solano and Sonoma counties only.
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Attachment 2

MEASURE PROJECTS  

(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

Alameda County

04 ALA-80 2.5-0 014081 0412000666 ON RTE 80 IN ALAMEDA COUNTY IN THE CTY OF OAKLAND AT THE SAN 
FRANSISCO /OAKLAND BAY BRIDGE TOLL PLAZA

SFOBB MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS $39,000  

04 ALA-84 6.9-10.8 233030 0400000665 0081D IN ALAMEDA COUNTY IN FREMONT, UNION CITY AND HAYWARD I-880 TO 
RTE 238 (MISSION BLVD) ROUTE 84 REALIGNMENT (MEASURE-B)

CONSTRUCT 4 LANE HIGHWAY $52,710

04 ALA-580 0-0 1G130K 0400021125 IN ALAMEDA, SANTA CLARA AND SAN JOAQUIN COUNTIES ON VARIOUS 
ROUTES AND LOCATIONS

ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT FROM $40,000

TOTAL Alameda County Total $39,000 $0 $0 $92,710

Contra Costa County

04 CC-4 30.4-31.2 2G5100 0412000203 IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AT 4 /BYPASS ROAD SEPARATION, PM 
30.49/31.29

CONSTRUCT SR-4/BYPASS ROAD DIRECT $38,400

04 CC-80 3.8-5.3 0A0801 0400000132 0235H IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY ON ROUTE 80 AT SAN PABLO DAM ROAD 
INTERCHANGE (PM 4.0/4.8)

RECONSTRUCT THE INTERCHANGE TO $62,012

04 CC-680 4-6.8 2285H1 0400021066 0274F IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY ON I-680 AUXILIARY LANE_IN SAN RAMON 
AND DANVILLE FROM CROW CANYON ROAD TO SYCAMORE VALLEY 
ROAD

ADD AUXILIARY LANES IN BOTH $22,020

04 CC-680 2.9-4.4 3A8600 0400000966 0275D IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY ON I-680 BETWEEN BOLLINGER CANYON 
ROAD OVERCROSSING AND FOSTORIA WAY OVERCROSSING

DIRECT HOV RAMPS AT NORRIS CANYON $63,698

TOTAL Contra Costa County Total $22,020 $100,412 $0 $63,698

Fresno County

06 FRE-180 R75.0/R78.2 34253 0600000382 0091C NEAR CENTERVILLE AND MINKLER, FROM WEST OF SMITH AVENUE TO 
EAST OF FRANKWOOD AVENUE

2C TO 4E ON NEW ALIGNMENT $29,500

06 FRE-99 28.8/30.1 0H360 0600000935 6289 ON SR 99 BETWEEN HERNDON AVENUE AND SHAW AVENUE & ON 
VETERANS BOULEVARD BETWEEN SHAW AVENUE AND POLK AVENUE IN 
THE CITY OF FRESNO WITHIN FRESNO COUNTY

NEW INTERCHANGE $80,720

TOTAL Fresno County Total $29,500 $0 $0 $80,720

Los Angeles County

07 710 26.5/32.7 18790 2215 ROUTE 710:  FREEWAY GAP STUDY TO PERFORM  ALTERNATIVE ANALYSIS, 
ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES TO 
CLOSE 710 FREEWAY GAP

$59,000

07 138 42.4/74.9 2600U 3912 ROUTE 138:  BETWEEN SR-14 IN LA COUNTY AND SR-18 IN SB COUNTY ROUTE 138:  COMPLETE PA/ED FOR AN 
APPROXIMATE 63-MILE WEST-EAST 
FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY AND POSSIBLE TOLL 
FACILITY

$30,000

07 5 0/1.5 21592 2808 ROUTE 005:  [SEG 2] IN LA MIRADA, FROM ARTESIA BOULEVARD TO 
COYOTE CREEK OVERCROSSING

WIDEN I-5 WITH HOV AND MIXED FLOW LANES 
[EXTENDING TO PM ORA 44.3

$172,599

07 5 45.4/59 2332E 3189B ROUTE 005:  IN L.A./SANTA CLARITA ON RTE 5 FR SR14 TO PARKER RD OC  HOV, TRUCK LN & ADD AUX LANE IMPROV $38,000

07 5 29.4/31.6 1218W 3985 ROUTE 005:  IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY ON ROUTE 5 FROM SOUTH OF 
MAGNOLIA BLVD TO JUST NORTH OF BUENA VISTA

CONSTRUCT ONE HOV LANE IN EACH DIRECTION 
AND THE EMPIRE AVENUE INTERCHANGE.

$142,817

07 5 /7.6 21595 4156 ROUTE 005:  [SEG 5] ARTESIA BOULVARD TO 0.4 MI NORTH OF SAN 
GABRIEL RIVER BRIDGE

WIDEN I-5 WITH HOV AND MIXED FLOW LANES 
[EXTENDING TO PM ORA 44.3] 

$41,529

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED
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Attachment 2

MEASURE PROJECTS  

(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED

07 101 33/34.4 25720 3823 ROUTE 101:  PALO COMADO CANYON ROAD BRIDGE-AT CHESEBRO ROAD 
(PM 33.0/34.4)

WIDENING OF BRIDGE FROM 2-LANES TO 4 LANES, 
CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALKS AND BIKE LANES 
(BIKE LANES - 0.63 MILES), MODIFICATION OF 
ON/OFF RAMPS, AND MODIFICATION OF VARIOUS 
INTERSECTIONS.

$22,590

TOTAL Los Angeles County Total $142,817 $214,128 $38,000 $111,590

Marin County

04 MRN-101 7.1-9 1A6600 0400000715 0339G IN MARIN COUNTY ON ROUTE 101 FROM POSTMILE 7.10 TO POSTMILE 
9.00 (KP 11.4/14.5)

IMPROVE 101/SIR FRANCIS DRAKE BLVD $30,000

TOTAL Marin County Total $0 $0 $0 $30,000

Orange County

12 ORA-405 6.8-7.6 00542 1200020158 4999A AT VON KARMAN AVE OC CONST HOV DROP RAMPS 00540K SPL:005410/20/30 $46,000

12 ORA-405 9.6-10.3 00543 1200000002 4999B AT BEAR STREET OC BR #55-0433 CONST HOV DROP RAMP 00540K SPL: 005410/20/30 $46,000

12 ORA-57 21.2-22.6 0C120 3847A IN BREA FROM LAMBERT ROAD TO ORANGE CO/LOS ANGELES CO LINE RECONSTRUCT CLIMBING AUXILIARY LN & 
REALIGN NB OFF-RAMP @ TONNER CANYON RD & 
NB ON-RAMP AT LAMBERT RD

$71,000

12 ORA-91 0.9-5.4 0C570 1200000079 4516A IN FULLERTON AND ANAHEIM WB DIRECTION FROM SR-57 TO I-5 PM .9/5.4 CONVERT WB AUXILIARY LANES AT VARIOUS 
LOCATIONS INTO A THROUGH LANES AND MODIFY 
RAMPS

$36,000

12 ORA-405 10.3-24.1 0H100 1200000180 5028A FR SR-73/I-405 INTERCHANGE TO I-605 I-405 INTERCHANGE ONE-LANE WIDENING IN EACH DIRECTION & 
ADDING AUXILIARY LANES AT VARIOUS 
LOCATIONS

$1,700,000

12 ORA-55 6.2-10.3 0J340 1200020328 3470 IN ORANGE COUNTY. CITY OF SANTA ANA & TUSTIN.  FROM MACARTHUR 
TO I-5

WIDEN TO INCLUDE ONE NEW GENERAL PURPOSE 
LANE AND ONE NEW AUXILLIARY LANE (1 GP + 1 
AUX)

$130,729

12 ORA-22 9.7-10.5 0J870 1200000303 EB SR-22 & COLLETOR DISTRIBUTO ROAD, FR THE CITY DRIVE TO SR-22/I- 
57 INTERCHANGE

REDIRECT NB I-5 TRAFFIC FROM CDR TO SR-22 
MAINLINE, RESTRICT SR-22 MAIN LINE ACCESS & 
SB I-5 CONNECTOR

$61,000

12 ORA-5 10.9-19 0K020 1200000318 2640B ON I-5 FROM THE EL TORO INTERCHANGE IN LAKE FOREST TO SR-73 IN 
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO

OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENT THAT INCLUDE 
MAINLINE LN ADD, HOV, AUX LN, & INTERCHANGE 
RECONFIGURATION

$474,536

12 ORA-5 21.2-31.1 0K670 1200020052 2743 IN OC. ON I-5 FROM SR-55 TO EL TORO INTERCHANGE. PROVIDE NEW LANES ON BOTH DIRECTION AND 
IMPROVE THE INTERCHANGE AT THE Y (EL TORO)

$232,800

12 ORA-405 0-9.1 0K710 1200000370 4927A ORANGE COUNTY. RTE 405 FROM SANTA ANA FREEWAY I-5 TO SR-55 ADD ONE LN ON BOTH N/B & S/B I-405 IMPROVE 
CHOKEPOINTS AT INTERCHANGES AND ADD 
MERGING LNS ON & OFF RAMPS

$239,775

12 ORA-55 10.2-17.8 0K720 3505 ON SR-55 FROM I-5 TO SR-91 ADD NEW GP LANES & AUXILIARY LANES $95,000
12 ORA-91 15-0 0K970 1200020097 ON SR-91 FROM SR-241 TI RIVERSIDE COUNTY LINE PROVIDE DIRECT CONNECTOR BETWEEN SR-241 & 

SR-91
$135,000

12 ORA-91 6-9.3 0K980 ON SR-91 FROM SR-55 INTERCHANGE TO SR-57 INTERCHANGE IMPROVE COMPLEX INTERCHANGES, INCLUDING 
NEARBY LOCAL INTERCHANGES

$261,000

12 ORA-5 0-0 0L320 1200020051 2530D IN OC ON VARIOUS ROUTES M2 FREEWAY MITIGATION PROGRAM $243,000
12 ORA-55 0-2.4 0L520 1200000653 ON SR-55 FROM 19TH STREET TO INDUSTRIAL WAY INCREASE CAPACITY AND IMPROVE ACCESS TO 

SR-55
$180,000

12 ORA-5 17.75-19.10 0M980 1213000084 2708 OC. ON I-5/EL TORO INTERCHANGE IN THE CITY OF LAKE FOREST, 
LAGUNA HILLS, AND LAGUNA WOODS.

INTERCHANGE RECONFIGURATION. $60,100

TOTAL Orange County Total $0 $36,000 $0 $3,975,940
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MEASURE PROJECTS  

(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION
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Riverside County

08 RIV-091 R0/R13.04 0F540 0800000136 0077J ALSO ORA-91-R14.43/R18.91 & RIV-15-35.64/45.14; ON RIV 91 FR ORA/RIV 
CO LINE TO MAGNOLIA AVE (CITY OF CORONA) AND ON ORA-91 IN 
ORANGE CO FROM STA RTE 241 TO ORA/RIV CO LN AND ON RIV 15 FROM 
ONTARIO AVE TO HIDDEN VALLEY PARKWAY

CONST 1 MF LN & 2 TEL (TOLL EXPRESS LN) EACH 
DIRECTION ON RTE 91 & CONST 1 TEL EACH 
DIRECTION ON RTE 15 (DESIGN/BUILD)

$37,173

08 RIV-091 R0.6/R2.6 0F541 0800000137 0077G ALSO ROUTE 71 1.6/3.0  ON ROUTE 91 FROM 0.4 MI W/O GREEN RIVER RD 
TO 1.6 MI E/O GREEN RIVER RD ALSO ON ROUTE 71 FROM ROUTE 91 TO 
1.4 MI N/O ROUTE 91

CONSTRUCT A NEW FLY OVER CONNECTOR $102,940

TOTAL Riverside County Total $37,173 $102,940 $0 $0

Sacramento County

03 SAC-5 13.1/22.5 3C001 312000165 5835 NEAR SACRAMENTO FROM 0.2 MILE NORTH OF BEACH LAKE BRIDGE 24-
262 TO ROUTE 50

CONSTRUCT HOV LANES $116,700

03 SAC-5 9.7/13.1 3C002 312000171 5836 IN SACRAMENTO ON RT 5 FROM 0.3 MILE NORTH OF STONE LAKE BR 24-
346 TO 0.2 MILW SOUTH OF BEACH LAKE BR 24.262

CONSTRUCT HOV LANES $65,000

03 SAC-50 L2.2/R5.3 3F360 312000216 3301 IN SACRAMENTO AND RANCHO CORDOVA FROM OAK PARK SEPARATION 
BRIDGE 24-223 TO WATT AVENUE

CONSTRUCT HOV LANES $39,000

TOTAL Sacramento County Total $0 $0 $0 $220,700

San Bernardino County

08 SBd-010 0/35.1 0C250 0800000040 0134K ALSO LA-10-46.1/48.2; FR POMONA TO REDLANDS, IN LA CO FR GAREY 
AVE TO LA/SBD CO LN & IN SBD CO FR LA/SBD CO LN TO FORD ST UC

WIDENING (HOV OR EXPRESS LNS) $11,930 $449,793

08 SBd-010 17.8/19.3 1A830 0800000579 1132N IN BLOOMINGTON, FR 0.7 MI W/O CEDAR AVE TO 0.8 MI E/O CEDAR AVE 
AND ON CEDAR AVE BETWEEN BLOOMINGTON AVE & 400' S/O SLOVER 
AVE

IN BLOOMINGTON, FR 0.7 MI W/O CEDAR AVE TO 
0.8 MI E/O CEDAR AVE AND ON CEDAR AVE 
BETWEEN BLOOMINGTON AVE & 400' S/O SLOVER 
AVE

$11,685 $31,661

08 SBd-210 19.3/20.1 44394 0800020180 IN THE CITY OF RIALTO AT PEPPER AVENUE CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $900 $14,000
08 SBd-210 26/R33.2 0C700 0812000164 FR HIGHLAND AVE TO JCT RTE 10 ADD 1 MF LN IN EACH DIRECTION & RECONSTRUCT 

EXISTING EXIT AND ENTRANCE RAMPS, WIDEN 
SHOULDER IN MEDIAN & ADD AUXILIARY LNS AT 
SELECT LOCS

$9,809 $87,046

08 SBd-215 1.99/3.3 0M630 0800000490 IN COLTON AT MT VERNON AVE-WASHINGTON STREET OC RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $57,650
TOTAL San Bernardino County Total $900 $25,685 $53,400 $594,489

San Diego County

11 SD-SR76-
EAST

25715 1100000189 0760 IN BONSALL FROM SOUTH MISSION RD TO INTERSTATE 15 CONSTRUCT 4 LANE HIGHWAY $37,054

11 SD VARIOUS 
EA'S

SAN DIEGO HIGHWAY ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PROJECTS  MITIGATION SITE PRESERVATION $20,000

11 I-5 2T172x 1100020362 SAN ELIJO $110,000
11 I-5 2T170x 1100000757 SOUNDWALLS $27,025
11 I-5 2T171x 1100000758 HOV $42,888
11 SD-805 4.7/5.6 2T182x 1100020051 IN SAN DIEGO COUNTY AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS FROM 0.3 MILE NORTH 

OF NAPLES STREET UNDERCROSSING TO MARKET STREET 
OVERCROSSING 

REPLACE STRUCTURE AND CONSTRUC DAR $49,073

TOTAL San Diego County Total $69,073 $37,054 $0 $179,913

San Francisco County
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04 SF-80 5.6-8.8 3G480K 0412000080 ALL TOLL BRIDGES IN THE BAY AREA (ANTIOCH,BENICIA MARTINEZ 
CARQUINEZ,DUMBARTON,  RICHMOND-SAN RAFAEL,SFOBB AND SAN 
MATEO-HAYWARD)

PAINT BRIDGE STRUCTURES INCLUDING $27,500

04 SF-101 0-0 1G110K 0400020141 IN SAN FRANCISCO, SAN MATEO AND SANTA CLARA COUNTIES ON 
VARIOUS ROUTES AND LOCATIONS

HIGH SPEED RAIL FROM SAN FRANCISCO $50,000

TOTAL San Francisco County Total $0 $0 $27,500 $50,000

San Joaquin County

10 SJ 4 14.4 / 14.8, 
T14.6 / R15.7

0S110 1000000229 0284 ON STATE ROUTE 4 IN SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY FROM WEST END OF STATE 
ROUT 4 (CROSS-TOWN FREEWAY) TO PORT OF STOCKTON EXPRESSWAY 
(DAGGETT ROAD)

EXTEND FREEWAY $34,220

TOTAL San Joaquin County Total $0 $34,220 $0 $0

San Mateo County

04 SM-101 1.7-2.1 235650 0400000680 0690A ON RTE 101, IN SAN MATEO CTY, IN THE CITY OF MENLO PARK, AT 
WILLOW ROAD INTERCHNAGE

RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $30,200  

TOTAL San Mateo County Total $0 $0 $30,200 $0

Santa Barbara County

05 SB246 12.3/R16.7 0C640 0500000021 6400 ON ROUTE 246 IN SANTA BARBARA COUNTY NEAR LOMPOC FROM HIGHWAY 246 PASSING LANES $20,000
05 SB101 2.0/12.3 0N700 0500000225 7101 IN AND NEAR CARPENTERIA AND THE CITY OF SANTA BARBARA, FROM SOUTH COAST 101 HOV LANES $140,000
TOTAL Santa Barbara County Total $0 $0 $20,000 $140,000

Sonoma County

04 SON-101 25-29.3 3A23U1 0400020945 0749D ON ROUTE 101, BETWEEN AIRPORT BLVD INTERCHANGE AND WINDSOR 
RIVER ROAD UNDERCROSSING IN SONOMA COUNTY

RECONSTRUCT THE EXISTING AIRPORT $30,000

04 SON-101 3.4-4.1 2640K1 0412000406 IN SONOMA COUNTY IN AND NEAR PETALUMA FROM AT ROUTE 101/116 
INTERCHANGE

IN SON CO, MODIFY SR 116/101 $28,000  

TOTAL Sonoma County Total $58,000 $0 $0 $0

06 TUL-99 31.3/32.6 33220 0600000368 6410 ON ROUTE 99 IN TULARE COUNTY NEAR TULARE FROM 0.6 MILE SOUTH 
OF CARTMILL AVENUE TO 0.7 MILE NORTH OF CARTMILL AVENUE

MODIFY INTERCHANGE $43,204

06 TUL-99 39.6/41.3 47150 0600000464 6423 ON ROUTE 99 IN TULARE COUNTY IN GOSHEN FROM NORTH OF MILL 
CREEK DITCH TO NORTH OF NORTH GOSHEN OVERHEAD (BRIDGE NO. 46-
55 R/L)

RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $6,600 $40,000

TOTAL Tulare County Total $43,204 $6,600 $40,000 $0

$441,687 $557,039 $209,100 $5,539,760GRAND TOTAL

Tulare County
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04 ALA-84 22.9-25.7 297621 0400020581 0081H IN ALAMEDA COUNTY IN AND NEAR LIVER MORE AND PLEASANTON FROM 
.1 MILE SO TH OF RUBY HILL DRIVE TO 0.6 MILE NORTH OF CONCANNON 
BLVD.

EXPRESSWAY WIDENING - SEGMENT 2 SOU $47,900

TOTAL  Alameda County Total $0 $0 $47,900 $0
 

 

04 CC-4 10.5-15.1 229100 0400000663 0298E IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AT THE ROUTE 4/680 INTERCHANGE MODIFY INTERCHANGE $214,095
04 CC-4 28.6-30.5 1G9411 0400021104 0192L IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY FROM HILLCREST AVE TO SR 160 WIDEN ROADWAY AND RECONSTRUCT $76,161
04 CC-680 4.2-6.8 2285H 0400021066 IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY-680 AUX LANE SEGMENT 2  WIDEN FREEWAY, CONSTRUCT RETAINING WALLS 

AND SOUND WALLS
$22,020

TOTAL  Contra Costa County Total $0 $76,161 $22,020 $214,095

 
 
 

03 ED 50 R15.4/R17.0 37280 300000428 PLACERVILLE WESTERN PLACERVILLE I/CS PHASE 1A $2,000 $2,000 $1,000 $30,000
03 ED 50 1.3 1E290 300000258 RT. 50 @ SILVA VALLEY PARKWAY CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $1,000 $10,000 $15,000 $10,000
03 ED 50 2.2 1E300 UNKNOWN RT. 50 @ BASS LAKE ROAD CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $20,000
03 ED 50 8.1/8.8 2E550 300000352 RTE 50 @ PONDEROSA RD I/C MODIFY AND UPGRADE I/C $200 $21,200
03 ED 50 6.3/7.3 2E560 300000353 RTE 50 @ CAMERON PARK DR I/C MODIFY AND UPGRADE I/C $57,500
TOTAL  El Dorado County Total $3,000 $12,200 $16,000 $138,700

 
 
 

06 KER-178 R6.7/T9.2 0C940 0600000041 6634 ON SR 178 BET FAIRFAX RD & CANTERIA RD & ON MORNING DR BET 
0.45MI N TO 0.30MI S OF SR 178 IN THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD WITHIN 
KERN COUNTY

CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $26,000

06 KER-58 T31.7/R55.4 48460 0600000484 3705 ON ROUTE 58 IN BAKERSFIELD BETWEEN INTERSTATE 5 AND 
COTTONWOOD ROAD

CONSTRUCT 6/8 LANE FREEWAY $110,000 $308,000

06 KER-99 18.0/19.2 0C930 0600000040 6273 ON STATE ROUTE 99 IN THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD FROM 0.5 MILE SOUTH 
OF HOSKING AVENUE TO 0.7 MILE NORTH OF HOSKING AVENUE

CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $29,000

TOTAL  Kern County Total $0 $26,000 $110,000 $337,000

07 10 37.5/42.4 11934 0310B ROUTE 010:  FROM CITRUS TO ROUTE 57/210 HOV LANES $144,941
07 10 33.4/37.5 1170U 0309N ROUTE 010:  FROM PUENTE TO CITRUS HOV LANES FROM 8 TO 10 LANES & SOUNDWALL $104,800

07 5 /7.6 21595 4156 ROUTE 005:  [SEG 5] ARTESIA BOULVARD TO 0.4 MI NORTH OF SAN 
GABRIEL RIVER BRIDGE

WIDEN I-5 WITH HOV AND MIXED FLOW LANES 
[EXTENDING TO PM ORA 44.3] 

$111,292

TOTAL  Los Angeles County Total $0 $216,092 $144,941 $0
 

 
 

10 MER-152 R22.3/R25.8 41911 1000000433 5707A IN LOS BANOS FROM SR 165 TO SR 152 NEAR SANTA FE ROAD. 
CONSTRUCT A PORTION OF THE BYPASS BETWEEN EXISTING SR 165 
AND TIE-IN WITH EXISTING SR 152 SIGNALIZED I/S

FOUR LANE FREEWAY. SEGMENT I $43,273

10 MER-140 38.1 / 38.6 3A130 1000000412 5652 ON STATE ROUTE 140 FROM .65 MILES EAST OF SANTA FE AVENUE TO 
0.15 MILES WEST OF KIBBY ROAD (KP 60.4/62.3)

CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE AND OVERHEAD $42,259

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED

Alameda County

Contra Costa County

El Dorado County

Kern County

Los Angeles County

Merced County
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TOTAL  Merced County Total $0 $0 $0 $85,532

 
 

05 MON-101 53.4 / 54.3 0P160 0500000241 1610 IN GREENFIELD BETWEEN 0.5 MILES SOUTH OF WALNUT AVENUE AND 0.4 
MILES NORTH OF WALNUT AVENUE

NEW INTERCHANGE $25,000

 
 

TOTAL  Monterey County Total $0 $0 $0 $25,000

 
 

03 NEV-89 1.1 3E260 300000483 SR-89 @ ALDER DRIVE GRAY'S LANDING SR89 ROUNDABOUTS
03 NEV-20 13.6/14.8 41240 300000415 NEAR GRASS VALLEY @ DORSEY DR. OVERCROSSING CONST. NEW INTERCHG. & AUX LANES (MSF-ACM) $15,000 $5,000 $1,000

TOTAL  Nevada County Total $15,000 $5,000 $1,000 $0

 

12 ORA-55 7.5-7.6 00550 1200000003 3301 IN SANTA ANA AT ALTON AVE CONST OC & HOV ACCESS RAMPS $29,992
12 ORA-55 16.1-16.1 07810 3565 IN ORANGE AT MEATS AVE (KP26.0) CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $28,000
12 ORA-74 1-1.9 08692 1200005001 4110 IN THE CITY OF SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO FROM CALLE ENTRADERO TO 

THE CITY LIMITS/COUNTY LINE
WIDEN FROM 2 LANES TO 4 LANES $31,972

12 ORA-57 19.9-21.5 0C110 1200000633 3835 IN BREA 0.5 MILE NORTH OF IMPERIAL HWY TO 0.5 N OF LAMBERT RECONFIGURE RAMP AT SR-57 & LAMBERT $62,968
12 ORA-241 31-33.5 0C820 1200000082 5477 IN ORANGE @ SR 241/261 AND SANTIAGO CYN ROAD E ORANGE IC IMPROVEMENTS NEW SR-241 SB ON-

RAMP, WIDENING & GRADING CHAPMAN AVE.
$44,359

12 ORA-133 10-11 0G009 1212000056 4861 IN IRVINE AND IN ORANGE COUNTY TRABUCO ROAD INTERCHANGE ADD NEW IC ON 
EASTERN TRANS. COORD EAST LEG

$70,000

12 ORA-241 18.5-22.5 0G012 1200000130 5493 IN MISSION VIEJO, LAKE FOREST AND RANCHO SANTA MARGARITA FTC SB WIDENING. ADD ONE LN SB FR S OF SANTA 
MARGARITA PKWY TO N OF BAKE PKWY & 
REESTABLISH  NB AUX LN

 $62,500

12 ORA-241 27.6-33.6 0J680 1200000288 5502A IN ORANGE COUNTY ON SR-241 BETWEEN SR-133 CONFLUENCE AND 0.6 
MILE NORTH OF SR-261 CONFLUENCE.

CONSTRUCT THREE GENERAL PURPOSE LANES 
ON SB SR-241

 $34,400

12 ORA-5 22.1-22.3 0K470 2753C ON I-5 AT ALTON PARKWAY IN THE CITY OF IRVINE WIDENING OF ALTON PARKWAY OVERCROSSING 
AT I-5

$25,000

12 ORA-605 0-1.6 0K870 IN THE CITIES OF ALAMITOS & CYPRESS ON I-605 IMPROVE FREEWAY ACCESS & ARTERIAL 
CONNECTION TO I-605.

$20,000

12 ORA-57 12-12.4 0L390 1200020043 OVERSIGHT COORDINATION HIGH SPEED_ RAIL COORDINATION HIGH SPEED RAIL $50,000
TOTAL  Orange County Total $0 $0 $0 $459,191

 

08 RIV-010 R1.5/R2.3 0F980 0800000158 IN CALIMESA AT SINGLETON RD IC RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $5,000 $31,400
08 RIV-010 R2.7/R3.4 0G170 0800000190 0005L IN CALIMESA AT THE I-10/CHERRY VALLEY BLVD IC INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS AT I-10/CHERRY 

VALLEY BLVD
$10,200 $39,300

08 RIV-010 R4.98/R6.08 0G280 IN BEAUMONT AT OAK VALLEY PKWY INTERCHANGE FR 2.5 MI E/O 
CHERRY VALLEY BLVD TO 1.1 MI W/O ROUTE 60/10 SEPARATION

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS $24,225

08 RIV-010 11.1/11.6 33471 0800020174 1122 IN THE CITY OF BANNING ON I-10 AT SUNSET AVE CONSTRUCT GRADE-SEPARATION UNDERPASS 
FOR UPRR

$12,564 $10,000

08 RIV-010 44.8/46.6 0F120 0800000112 0015J FR 0.24 MI E/O MONTEREY AV I/C TO 0.44 MI W/O COOK ST I/C IN THE CITY 
OF PALM DESERT

CONSTRUCT NEW I/C AT PORTOLA AVENUE $12,099 $57,059

08 RIV-010 51.7/R53.1 47520 0800000755 0053A IN INDIO BETWEEN WASHINGTON ST AND MONROE ST AT JEFFERSON 
STREET INTERCHANGE

RECONSTRUCT/ REALIGN EXISTING INTERCHANGE $3,100 $49,247

Monterey County

Nevada County

Orange County

Riverside County
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08 RIV-010 R62.3/R62.9 45210 0800000721 FROM 3.4 MILES E/O DILLON RD TO 9.7 MILES W/O CACTUS CITY SAFETY 
ROADSIDE REST AREA (SRRA)

CONSTRUCT A NEW INTERCHANGE AT 
MCNAUGHTON PKWY

$5,101 $38,063

08 RIV-015 3/4 43230 0800000668 0018C IN TEMECULA FROM SANTIAGO RD OC (BR NO 56-0654) TO TEMECULA 
CREEK BRIDGE (BR NO 56-0047) AT I-15/SR-79 SOUTH IC

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS $30,075

08 RIV-015 6.6/7.8 43271 0800000670 0019L IN TEMECULA, FROM WINCHESTER ROAD (SR 79) OC TO 1 KM S/O 15/215 
JCT

FRENCH VALLEY PKWY (FVP)-PHASE 1: DESIGN & 
CONSTRUCT FVP   (I-15- JEFFERSON), SB EXIT 
RAMP (1 LN), SB AUX LN (FVP WINCHESTER RD) & 
WIDEN WINCHESTER SB EXIT RAMP (1 TO 2 LNS

$23,142

08 RIV-015 5.5/9.6 43272 0800020178 0021K IN TEMECULA FROM WINCHESTER ROAD (SR 79) OC TO 1 KM S/O 15/215 
JCT

FRENCH VALLEY PKWY IC/ARTERIAL PHASES: 
CONSTR. 6 LN IC (JEFFERSON TO YNEZ) & RAMPS, 
NB/SB AUX LN, C/D LNS (3 LNS NB & SB) & MODIFY 
WINCHESTER RD IC

$105,295

08 RIV-015 36.8/51.36 0J080 0800000283 0019H IN CORONA FROM STATE ROUTE 60 TO CAJALCO RD CONSTRUCT 2 TEL (TOLL EXPRESS LANES) IN 
EACH DIRECTION & INSTALL MEDIAN BARRIER

$51,190 $1,484,522

08 RIV-015 18.3/21 0A440 0800000016 IN LAKE ELSINORE FR 0.81 MI N/O OLIVE ST. UC. TO 0.1 MI N/O MAIN ST UC 
(RAILROAD CANYON RD IC)

RECONSTRUCT IC, AUX LANES, WIDEN RAMP $6,238 $64,000

08 RIV-015 36.1/37.64 0J610 0800000308 IN CORONA FR 0.7 MI S/O CAJALCO ROAD TO 0.8 MI N/O CAJALCO RD RECONSTRUCT EXISTING INTERCHANGE, 
REPLACE OVERCROSSING AND REALIGN ROAD

$51,000

08 RIV-015 47.75/49.1 0E150 0800020201 NR NORCO BETWEEN 68TH STREET OC & BELLEGRAVE AVE OC IMPROVE IC AT LIMONITE AVE $7,200 $27,000
08 RIV-060 18.9/19.8 32303 0812000059 IN MORENO VALLEY AT MORENO BEACH DR INTERCHANGE MODIFICATIONS (OC & WB RAMPS) 

PHASE 2
$26,900

08 RIV-060 19/21 0M610 IN THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY AT REDLANDS BLVD INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS (PSR ONLY) $45,000
08 RIV-060 20/22 0M590 0813000109 IN THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY AT THEODORE STREET IC INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS (PSR ONLY) $11,000 $34,000
08 RIV-060 21/23 0M600 IN THE CITY OF MORENO VALLEY AT GILMAN SPRINGS RD IC INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS $63,000
08 RIV-060 22.2/26.5 0N69U 0812000307 IN RIVERSIDE COUNTY NEAR BEAUMONT ON RTE 60 FROM GILMAN 

SPRINGS RD TO 1.5 MILES W/O JACK RABBIT TRAIL
CONSTRUCT A TRUCK CLIMBING LANE (E/B) AND 
TRUCK DESCENDING LANE (W/B) WITH STANDARD 
SHOULDERS

$54,350

08 RIV-060 28.03/30.42 34142 0800020445 IN BEAUMONT, BETWEEN 317 FT E/O JACK RABBIT TRAIL AND 106 FT W/O 
I10/SR-60 JUNCTION

CONSTRUCT RAMPS & LOCAL STREET 
CONNECTIONS (PHASE 2)

$19,140 $46,806

08 RIV-079 R15.78/R33.8 49400 0800000784 66L FROM DOMENIGONI PARKWAY TO GILMAN SPRINGS ROAD REALIGNMENT TO 4-LANE FACILITY $146,500 $103,500 $775,000
08 RIV-086 R19.3/R21.4 0C970 IN COACHELLA, FR 0.4 KM N/O AVE 52 (POLK ST) TO 1.6 KM N/O AVE 50 

(TYLER ST)
CONSTRUCT NEW IC AT AVE 50 & BRIDGE OVER 
COACHELLA CHANNEL

$20,944

08 RIV-091 R0/R11.55 0F540 0800000136 0077J ALSO ORA-91-R14.43/R18.91 & RIV-15-35.64/45.14; ON RIV 91 FR ORA/RIV 
CO LINE TO MAGNOLIA AVE (CITY OF CORONA) AND ON ORA-91 IN 
ORANGE CO FROM STA RTE 241 TO ORA/RIV CO LN AND ON RIV 15 FROM 
ONTARIO AVE TO HIDDEN VALLEY PARKWAY

CONST 1 MF LN & 2 TEL (TOLL EXPRESS LN) EACH 
DIRECTION ON RTE 91 & CONST 1 TEL EACH 
DIRECTION ON RTE 15 (DESIGN/BUILD)

$919,170

08 RIV-215 R14.8/R16.2 0A020 0800000011 IN MENIFEE, NEAR MURRIETA AT SCOTT RD IC RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $57,100
08 RIV-215 R17.4/R19.3 0J440 0800000301 IN MENIFEE, AT NEWPORT ROAD BETWEEN SCOTT RD & MCCALL BLVD WIDEN NEWPORT RD OC., RECONSTRUCT 

INTERCHANGE RAMPS TO MODIFIED PARTIAL 
CLOVERLEAF IC

$42,000

08 RIV-215 35.4/36.2 0E760 IN MORENO VALLEY AT CACTUS AVE IC INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS $5,700 $47,300
TOTAL  Riverside County Total $1,252,754 $210,982 $1,086,347 $2,014,347

 
 
 
 

03 SAC-5 23.5 1C210 0300000237 SACRAMENTO FROM NB P ST ON RAMP TO SB I ST ONRAMP OVERCROSSING $36,818
03 SAC-50 3.0 3F600 0313000077 IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO ON ROUTE 50 AT BRIGHTON 

OVERHEAD
LOCAL ROAD EXTENSION $73,000

03 SAC-50 R5.34 37120 300000425 0127A NEAR SACRAMENTO AT WATT AVE OC  EXPAND OC TO 6-LANES & MODIFY RAMPS $27,000
03 SAC-50 12.5/15.7 1E270 300000257 6212 NEAR SACRAMENTO BETWEEN SUNRISE BLVD AND HAZEL/NIMBUS CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $25,000
03 SAC-5 14.3/15.5 1C520 300000240 5810 SOUTH SACRAMENTO - COSUMNES RIVER BL. CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE $69,693
03 SAC-50 15.6/16.0 3E380 300020439 6222 NEAR SACRAMENTO AT HAZEL/NIMBUS OC MODIFY OVERCROSSING AND EXTEND HAZEL 

AVENUE SOUTH OF FOLSOM BLVD 
$100,000

TOTAL  Sacramento County Total $96,693 $36,818 $0 $198,000

 

Sacramento County

San Bernardino County
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08 SBd-010 0/35.1 0C250 0800000040 0134K ALSO LA-10-46.1/48.2; FR POMONA TO REDLANDS, IN LA CO FR GAREY 
AVE TO LA/SBD CO LN & IN SBD CO FR LA/SBD CO LN TO FORD ST UC

WIDENING (HOV OR EXPRESS LNS) $46,134

08 SBd-015 6.3/7.1 49710 0800000789 0168J IN RANCHO CUCAMONGA AT BASELINE RD IC IMPROVE IC; WIDEN BASE LINE RD TO 6-LANES 
BETWEEN 1-15 SB AND NB RAMPS; WIDEN RAMPS 
AND INSTALL SIGNAL

$25,349

08 SBd-015 14./16.0 0K710 0800000366 0170M ALSO SBD-215-16.0/17.8;ON RTE 15 FR 2.3 MI SOUTH TO 2.6 MI NORTH OF 
15/215 JCT. ON ROUTE 215, FR 1.8 MI SOUTH OF 15/215 JCT TO 15/215 JCT

I-15/I-215 DEVORE INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT 
(DESIGN/BUILD)

$64,664

08 SBd-062 9.21/11.75 0G930 0800000231 IN YUCCA VALLEY APPROXIMATELY 445 FEET WEST OF CAMINO DEL 
CIELO TO TROJAN LANE 

WIDEN AND REALIGN $21,544 $23,000

08 SBd-210 26.7/R33.2 0C700 0812000164 FR HIGHLAND AVE TO JCT RTE 10 ADD 1 MF LN IN EACH DIRECTION & RECONSTRUCT 
EXISTING EXIT AND ENTRANCE RAMPS, WIDEN 
SHOULDER IN MEDIAN & ADD AUXILIARY LNS AT 
SELECT LOCS

$43,523

TOTAL  San Bernardino County Total $111,557 $23,000 $0 $89,657

11 SR-76 25715x 1100000189 EAST $22,962
11 I-5 0223Ux 1112000102 GENESEE $32,337
TOTAL  San Diego County Total $0 $55,299 $0 $0

 

04 SF-1 0.9-1.7 0G0900 0400000309 IN SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES $39,661
04 SF-80 7.6-8.1 3A6401 0400020507 IN COUNTY AND CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO ON I-80/YERBA BUENA ISLAND 

INTERCH INTERCHANGE AT EAST SIDE OF YERBA BUENA ISLAND
MODIFY EXISTING INTERCHANGE EXIT $78,921

TOTAL  San Francisco County Total $0 $118,582 $0 $0

10 SJ-5 16.4/16.8 0E550 1000000026 7222 ON I-5 AT THE LOUISE AVENUE/RIVER ISLANDS PARKWAY INTERCHANGE 
BETWEEN LATHROP ROAD AND THE I-5/SR 120 CONNECTION

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS $21,100

10 SJ-99 6.9/15.0 0E613 1000020442 7634C IN MANTECA, ON ROUTE 99 FROM 0.6 MILE SOUTH OF COTTAGE AVENUE 
TO 0.4 MILE NORTH OF ARCH ROAD 

LATHROP INTERCHANGE (PHASE 3) $30,994

10 SJ-205 2.6/R5.1 0H910 1000000067 7873 IN SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY ON INTERSTATE 205 AT LAMMERS ROAD NEW INTERCHANGE CONST $49,800
10 SJ-99 24.9/25.9 0L130 1000000095 7708 IN SAN JOAQUIN CO AT EIGHT MILE ROAD IN  STOCKTON  RECONSTRUCT EIGHT MILE RD INTERCHANGE AT 

SJ-99 IN STOCKTON
$34,191

10 SJ-99 23.5/24.5 0L140 1000000096 7702 IN SAN JOAQUIN CO AT MORADA LANE IN STOCKTON  RECONSTRUC MORADA LANE INTERCHANGE AT SJ-
99 IN STOCKTON

$24,635

10 SJ-120 4.1 0P200 1000000182 IN SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY ON SR 120 INTERCHANGE UPGRADE $21,530
TOTAL  San Joaquin County Total $30,994 $71,330 $0 $79,926

 

04 SM-92 11.2-11.2 23552 0412000496 IN COUNTY AND CITY OF SAN MATEO AT SR92/SR82 INTERCHANGE INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT $63,000
TOTAL  San Mateo County Total $0 $0 $0 $63,000

 
 

San Francisco County

San Diego County

San Joaquin County

San Mateo County

Santa Clara County
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Attachment 3

OTHER AGENCY FUNDS
(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED

04 SCL-101 4.9-7.5 3A1600 0400000931 IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY WIDENING OF SR 101 $83,556
04 SCL-101 16-52.5 2G710 0412000459 SCL CONVER HOV TO EXPRESS LANES: N.S. CONVERT HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE TO 

EXPRESS LANES
$315,000

TOTAL  Santa Clara County Total $0 $0 $83,556 $315,000
 

 
 

04 SOL-80 4.3-5.6 4A4410 400020584 ON RTE 80 B/W REDWOOD PARKWAY AND RTE 37 AND ON ROUTE 37 AT 
FAIRGROUN DS DRIVE IN THE CITY OF VALLEJO

IMPROVE THE FRONTAGE ROADS. IMPROVE $31,480  

TOTAL  Solano County Total $0 $0 $31,480 $0

 

04 SON-101 7.1-8.1 0A1851 0400020652 IN SONOMA COUNTY,IN PETALUMA ON ROUTE 101 FROM 0.3 MILE SOUTH 
TO 0.4 MILE NORTH OF OLD REDWOOD HIGHWAY OVERCROSSING

RECONSTRUCT OLD REDWOOD HIGHWAY $27,000

04 SON-101 0-56.2 2G3100 0400020910 ON ROUTE 101 BETWEEN MARIN COUNTY LINE AND MENDOCINO COUNTY 
LINE

INSTALL RAMP METERING AND TRAFFIC $33,000

04 SON-101 5.1-5.8 4A430K 0400001133 0771E IN CITY OF PETALUMA, SONOMA COUNTY ON ROUTE 101 FROM 0.4 MILE 
NORTH OF THE EAST WASHINGTON INTERCHANGE TO 1.0 MILE SOUTH 
OF THE CORONA OVERCROSSING

CONST NEW IC AT RAINIER AVE, EXTEND $41,000

04 SON-101 4/7.1 2640F 0400020132 IN SONOMA, HWY 101 AND SR 116 CONNECTION TO 0.3 MI NORTH OF THE 
CORONA ROAD

CONSTRUCT HOV LANES INCLUDING SOUND $63,000

TOTAL  Sonoma County Total $27,000 $41,000 $63,000 $33,000
 

 
 

10 STA-99 24.4 0L320 IN STANISLAUS COUNTY AT SR99/HAMMETT RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $30,270
10 STA-99 36 0L330 IN STANISLAUS COUNTY AT SR99/KIERNAN RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $37,100
TOTAL  Stanislaus County Total $0 $37,100 $0 $30,270

 
 

07 101 0.1/4.5 1952U 700000201 2291 THOUSAND OAKS FROM COUNTY LINES TO 101/23 IC CONV AUX LANES TO MF LANES, ADD 1 LANE EACH 
DIRECTION BY SHIFTING CL NORTHWARDS & 
WIDENING ON NB SIDE, REALIGN & WIDEN RAMPS, 
CONSTR SOUNDWALLS, WIDEN 3 BRIDGES ON 
NORTHSIDE (HAMPSHIRE UC, CONEJO SCHOOL 
UC, & MOORPARK UC); IMPROVE 101/23 
CONNECTORS

$35,718

TOTAL  Ventura County Total $0 $35,718 $0 $0

 
 

03 YUB-70 0.0/0.95 37611 300000433 0366D ON ROUTE 70 IN YUBA COUNTY NEAR NICOLAUS AT THE INTERSECTION 
OF ROUTE 70 AND FEATHER RIVER BLV

CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE $100,460

TOTAL  Yuba County Total $0 $0 $100,460 $0

$1,536,998 $965,282 $1,706,704 $4,082,718

Stanislaus County

Solano County

Sonoma County

Yuba County

GRAND TOTAL

Ventura County
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 Attachment 4

OTHER AGENCY FUNDS, RM1
(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

Contra Costa County  

04 CC-004 19.6/ 023.7 4A931 0412000235 IN CCC, 10MI EXTENSION OF BART FROM EXISTING PITTSBURG/BAYPOINT 
BART STATION ALONG ROUTE 4 MEDIAN TO A STATION NEAR HILLCREST 
AVENUE IN ANTIOCH,INCLUDING TRANSFER PLATFORM

CONSTRUCT EBART EXTENSION: TRANSFER $28,000

04 CC-004 28.6/ 030.4 4A932 0412000236 IN CCC,10 MI EXTENSION OF BART FROM PITTSBURG/BAYPOINT BART 
STA. ALONG RTE4 MEDIAN TO A STATION NEAR HILL -CREST AVE IN 
ANTIOCH,INCLUDING HIL CREST AVE STA& MAINTENANCE FACILITY

CONSTRUCT EBART EXTENSION: $500,000

04 CC-004 19.6/ 030.4 4A933 0412000237 IN CCC CONSTRUCT EBART EXTENSION: $650,000
04 CC-004 19.6/ 030.4 4A934 0412000238 IN CC CO,10 MI EXTENSION OF BART FR PITTSBURG/BAYPOINT BART 

STATION ALONG ROUTE 4 MEDIAN TO A STATION NEAR HILLCREST AVE 
IN ANTIOCH, VEHICLE PROCUREMENT CONTRACT.

CONSTRUCT EBART EXTENSION: VEHICLE $65,000

TOTAL  Contra Costa County Total $28,000 $65,000 $1,150,000 $0
 
 
 

$28,000 $65,000 $1,150,000 $0

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION 

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED

GRAND TOTAL

1 of 1



Attachment 5

OTHER AGENCY FUNDS, RM2
(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

 
Contra Costa County  

 
04 CC-4 30.4-31.2 2G5100 0412000203 IN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY AT 4 CONSTUCT SR-4/BYPASS ROAD DIRECT $38,400
TOTAL  Contra Costa County Total $0 $38,400 $0 $0

 
 

Marin County  
 

04 MRN-101 007.1/ 009.0 1A660K 0400000500 IN MARIN COUNTY ON ROUTE 101 FROM POSTMILE 7.10 TO POSTMILE 
9.00 (KP 11.4/14.5)

IMPROVE 101/SIR FRANCIS DRAKE BLVD $30,000

TOTAL  Marin County Total $0 $0 $0 $30,000
 

GRAND TOTAL $0 $38,400 $0 $30,000

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED

1 of 1



 Attachment 6

ORANGE COUNTY TOLL ROADS
(x1000)

E-FIS Plan
DIST County Post EA PROJ-ID Prog Location Description After
 Route Mile  NO. 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2014-15

 
 

Orange County  
 

12 ORA‐241 0‐15.9 11102 1200000402 5380 FOOTHILL TRANSP CORRIDOR (SOUTH) FROM RTE 5 TO OSO PKWY FOOTHILL TRANS CORRIDOR (SOUTH)  $1,200,000
 

TOTAL  Orange County Total $0 $0 $1,200,000 $0
 

PROJECTS FINANCED BY OTHER AGENCIES ON THE STATE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
WITH A LOCAL CONTRIBUTION IN EXCESS OF $20 MILLION

LOCAL AGENCY DOLLARS (x1000) 
 BY FISCAL YEAR ADVERTISED

1 of 1
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FACT SHEET 
Local Funding on Transportation System 

 
Sales Tax 

 
Optional local sales taxes for transportation originated in 1970 when the Legislature 
authorized several counties served by the Bay Area Rapid Transit District to impose a 
regional sales tax.  Since then, the Legislature has authorized counties to impose (subject 
to voter approval) a special half of one-percent sales tax for transportation purposes. In 
most cases, the authorization also requires that voters are provided with an expenditure 
plan that lists how the new funds will be utilized. 
 
There are 57 transit districts and 197 counties that have sales tax measures.  (These 
counties are commonly referred to as the “Self Help Counties”.)   These taxes contribute 
a large share of transportation revenues within the state1.   
 
Agency        Tax Rate %       Year Established    Year Expires         Revenue in Millions 

(2011/2012) 
Transit Districts 
 
BART   0.5  1970   None     2607 
 
LACMTC5  0.5  1982 & 1991  None  1,2857 
 
San Mateo County 0.5  1982   None       687 

 
Santa Clara4  0.5  19764   None4     1647 

 
Santa Cruz Metropolitan 0.5  1979   None       167 
 
Subtotal                    $ 1,7937 
 
County Authorities 
 
Alameda  0.5  20025     20225          1127 
 
Contra Costa  0.5  1989   2034        687 
 
Fresno   0.5  1987   20272        587 
 
Imperial   0.5  1990   20503        137 

 

Los Angeles5  0.55  20095   20395        6387 
 
Madera   0.5  20072   20272          87 
 
Marin   0.5  2005   2025        217 
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Agency  Tax Rate % Year Established  Year Expires Revenue in Millions 
 
Orange   0.5  1991   20412   2477 

 
Riverside  0.5  1989   2039  1337 
 
Sacramento  0.5  1989   2039           927  
 
San Bernardino  0.5  1990   2040  1317 
 
San Diego  0.5  1988   2048  2377 

 
San Francisco  0.5  1990   None    807 
 
San Joaquin  0.5  1991   20412    437 
 
San Mateo  0.5  1989   20334    687 
 
Santa Barbara  0.5  1990   20403    327 
 
Santa Clara VTA 4 0.5  2006   2036  1637 
 
Sonoma County  .25  2005   2025    187 
 
Tulare County  0.5  20072   2037    267 

 
Subtotal                 $ 2,1887 
 
Total              $ 3,9817 
   
There are currently 24 different local sales taxes levied throughout the State for 
transportation purposes.  These taxes collectively raised about $4.0 billion in FY 2011-
12.  Of the 24 separate taxes, 67 are imposed indefinitely while 187 of them have sunset 
dates. 
 
 
 
 
1 State Board of Equalization FY 2011-12 Annual Report, Table 21C - Revenues Distributed to Special 
Districts From Transactions and Use Tax, FY 2011-12 
 (http://www.boe.ca.gov/annual/2011-12/tables_12/table21c_12.pdf)  
2 Revised in FY 2006-07 Report. 
3 Revised in FY 2007-08 Report. 
4 Revised in FY 2008-09 Report 
5 Revised in FY 2009-10 Report 
6 Revised in FY 2010-11 Report 
7 Revised in FY 2011-12 Report 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.1c(2)/2.5g.(2) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY 

ADMINISTERED STATE ROUTE 99 PROJECT ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
RESOLUTION R99-AA-1314-02, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-A-1213-06 

 RESOLUTION R99-PA-1314-03, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-P-1213-08 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution R99-A-1213-06 to de-allocate $392,000 in 
Proposition 1B State Route 99 (SR99) bond funds for the locally administered State Route 
99/Elkhorn Boulevard Improvements (PPNO 6917) project in Sacramento County, thereby reducing 
the original SR99 construction capital allocation of $1,500,000 to $1,108,000 to reflect contract 
award savings and revise the project funding plan accordingly. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
At its May 2013 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution R99-A-1213-06, allocating 
$1,500,000 in SR99 bond funds for construction capital for the State Route 99/Elkhorn Boulevard 
Improvements project.  The construction contract was awarded on July 30, 2013 with SR99 Bond 
Savings of $392,000.  
 
The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attachment. 
 
RESOLUTION R99-AA-1314-02:  
 
Be it Resolved, that $1,500,000 in State Route 99 Bond funds originally allocated under Resolution 
R99-A-1213-06 for the State Route 99/Elkhorn Boulevard Improvements project (PPNO 6917) in 
Sacramento County, is hereby amended by $392,000, reducing the original SR99 allocation to 
$1,108,000 in accordance with the vote box on the following page. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA  
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(2) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B –Locally Administered                                                   Resolution R99-AA-1314-02,                                                      
 Route 99 Projects on the State Highway System                                                                Amending Resolution R99-A-1213-06 

1 
$1,500,000 
$1,108,000 

 
City of Sacramento 

SACOG 
Sacramento 
03-Sac-99 
33.0/34.0 

  

 
State Route 99 / Elkhorn Boulevard Improvements.   In the 
city of Sacramento, at the Elkhorn Boulevard interchange.  
Widen northbound off ramp and signalize northbound ramp 
intersection.     
 
(CEQA – CE; 03/05/2012.) 
 
(Entire allocation is for CONST.  CON ENG will be funded with 
local funds.) 
 
(R99 programming amendment under Resolution R99-P-
1213-07 and R99 baseline amendment under Resolution 
R99-P-1213-08; May 2013.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $300,000 $222,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Construct one traffic signal.  Widen one 
interchange ramp. 
 
Amending Resolution R99-A-1213-06 to de-allocate 
$392,000 SR-99 CON to reflect award savings.  

 
03-6917 

SR-99/12-13 
CONST 

$1,500,000 
$1,108,000 
0312000038 

4CONL 
2F9404 

 

 
2011-12 
304-6072 

SR-99 
20.20.722.000 

 
 

$1,500,000 
$1,108,000 

 
 
 

 
 

 

REVISE:  State Route 99/Elkhorn Boulevard Improvements (PPNO 6917) 
 

    1,330 200 400

 
  

Proposed 1,930 200 1,730    
Change (470) 0 (470)     

 1,800 200 400
 (470) 0 0

Total
Existing 2,400 200 2,200      

400  Proposed 822 200 622       
(78) 0
222 200

0Change (78) 0 (78)

Local Funds                             
Existing 900 200 700

  

300 200 400

     1,108 1,108   
(392)

Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

(392)

16/17 PA&ED PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
15/1614/1513/1412/13

33.0 34 99

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W
State Bond                              
Existing 1,500

Location
Description:

Sacramento Area Council of Governments
State Route 99/Elkhorn Boulevard Improvement Project
In the city of Sacramento, at the Elkhorn Boulevard interchange.
Widen northbound off ramp and signalize northbound ramp intersection.

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

(392)
1,108

6917 2F940
PA&ED
R/W

City of Sacramento
City of Sacramento

3
Route/Corridor

1,500

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

1,500

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
COSacramento

PM Ahead

City of Sacramento
City of SacramentoAB 3090

AB 3090
AB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

2012-13

 
 

RESOLUTION R99-PA-1314-03: 
 

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the State Route 
99 Corridor Bond Program baseline agreement for the State Route 99/Elkhorn Boulevard 
Improvement project (PPNO 6917) in Sacramento County with the information described above. 
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M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: December 11, 2013   

 Reference No.: 2.2a. (1)  
 Action  

 
 
 

From:  ANDRE BOUTROS 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: NOTICE OF PREPARATION – ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR THE GATEWAY PARK PROJECT  
 

ISSUE:  
 
Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, provide comments in response to the Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) that an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR)/(EA) will be 
prepared for the Gateway Park Project?  
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the Commission make no comments regarding the environmental issues to be 
addressed in the EIR/EA for this project; however Staff recommends that a letter be sent to the Bay 
Area Toll Authority (BATA) that states the following: 

 
− The Commission has no comments with respect to the project’s purpose and need, the alternatives to 

be studied, the impacts to be evaluated, and the evaluation methods used.  
− The Commission recommends that BATA and its partners identify and secure the necessary funding 

to complete the project. 
− If, in the future, funds or other actions under the purview of the Commission are anticipated, 

notification should be provided to the Commission as a Responsible Agency.  
 
BACKGROUND:   

 
BATA is the designated CEQA lead agency and Caltrans is the designated NEPA lead agency 
conducting environmental review for this project. The proposed project would construct a 170 acre park 
to provide bicycle/pedestrian trail connections, recreational opportunities, and Bay access at the east 
touchdown of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge in the City of Oakland.  Five design alternatives 
and a no-build alternative are currently proposed for consideration in the EIR/EA. The proposed project 
may result in potential environmental impacts to the following issue areas: aesthetics, air quality, 
biological resources, cultural resources, geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions/climate change, 
hazards/hazardous materials, hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, noise, recreation, 
transportation/traffic, utilities/service systems. The estimated cost range for the project is between $100 
million and $160 million. The project is proposed to be funded with a combination of State and Local 
funds including $30 million for construction currently programmed in the STIP. Construction is 
anticipated to begin in FY 2016/17. 
 

Attachment: Notice of Preparation 
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M e m o r a n d u m  

  
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013   

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.: 2.2c.(1) 

 Action Item 
 
 

From: STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

 Prepared By: Katrina Pierce 
  Division Chief 
  Environmental Analysis 

 

Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECTS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING  
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached 
Resolutions E-13-81, E-13-82, E-13-83, E-13-84, and E-13-85. 
 

ISSUE: 
 
02-Sis-96, PM 56.0 
RESOLUTION E-13-81 

 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• State Route 96 (SR 96) in Siskiyou County.  Replace existing culvert with a 
new bridge on SR 96 near the community of Seiad Valley.  (EA 4E6300)  

 
This project in Siskiyou County will replace an existing culvert with a new bridge on State 
Route 96.  The project is included in the State Highway Operation and Protection Program 
Minor Program.  The total estimated cost is $3,425,000 for capital and support.  Construction 
is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2014-15.   
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will result in no 
significant impacts to the environment.  The following resource area may be impacted by the 
project: biological resources.  Avoidance and minimization measures will reduce any potential 
effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are not limited to,  a temporary stream 
diversion to isolate the work area from the flowing stream.  As a result, an MND was completed 
for this project. 
 
Attachment 1 
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ISSUE: 
 
04-Son-116, PM 13.6/13.9 
RESOLUTION E-13-82 

 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• State Route 116 (SR 116) in Sonoma County.  Replace existing retaining wall and 
repair storm damage on SR 116 near the town of Guerneville.  (PPNO 0816K) 

 
This project in Sonoma County will remove and replace an existing retaining wall and repair 
roadway damage on SR 116 along Pocket Canyon Creek.  The project is programmed in the 
2012 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total estimated cost is $1,907,000 
for capital and support.  Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2013-14.  The scope, 
as described for the preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the 
Commission in the 2012 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  

 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will result in no 
significant impacts to the environment.  The following resource area may be impacted by the 
project: biological resources.  Avoidance and minimization measures will reduce any potential 
effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are not limited to, the replacement of 
vegetation removed during construction, and preservation and enhancement of off-site riparian 
habitats.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 2 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
05-SLO-101, PM 63.2/R69.3, 05-Mon-101, PM R0.0/1.9 
RESOLUTION E-13-83 

 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding for the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• United States Route 101 (U.S. 101) in San Luis Obispo and Monterey Counties.  
Roadway improvements on a portion of U.S. 101 near the town of San Miguel. (PPNO 
0040B)  

 
This project in San Luis Obispo and Monterey Counties will construct roadway improvements 
along a portion of U.S. 101.  The project is programmed in the 2012 State Highway Operation 
and Protection Program.  The total estimated cost is $60,609,000 for capital and support.  
Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2016-17.  The scope, as described for the 
preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in 
the 2012 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.   
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A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will result in no 
significant impacts to the environment.  The following resource areas may be impacted by the 
project: biological resources, visual and aesthetics.  Avoidance and minimization measures will 
reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are not limited to, 
the replacement of native trees at a 3:1 ratio, aesthetic treatments applied to visible retaining 
walls and all Mission Street bridge rails, construction of ridges underneath the bridge for bat 
roosting habitat, altered streams will be graded to preconstruction conditions, and kit fox 
education programs for all contractor employees.  As a result, an MND was completed for this 
project 
 
Attachment 3 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
08-SBd-138, PM 0.0/R15.2, 07-LA-138, PM 69.3/74.9 
RESOLUTION E-13-84 

 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• State Route 138 (SR 138) in San Bernardino and Los Angeles Counties.  Widen a 
portion of SR 138 from two lanes to four lanes near the city of Victorville.  (PPNO 
0239D) 

 
This project in San Bernardino and Los Angeles Counties will widen a portion of SR 138 from 
two lanes to four lanes, construct a median, and realign portions of the highway.  The project 
will be constructed in two phases, and is fully funded for Phase 1 only. 

 
Phase 1 is in San Bernardino County from Phelan Road to Interstate 15.  This phase is 
programmed in the 2012 State Transportation Improvement Program.  The total estimated cost 
is $88,420,000 for capital and support.  Construction for Phase 1 is estimated to begin in 
Fiscal Year 2013-14.  The scope, as described for the preferred alternative, is consistent with 
the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2012 State Transportation 
Improvement Program. 

 
Phase 2 begins in Los Angeles County at State Route 18 and extends into San Bernardino 
County, ending at Phelan Road.  This phase is not yet funded, but is anticipated to be 
programmed in the 2014 State Transportation Improvement Program.  The total estimated 
cost is $72,500,000 for capital and support.  Depending on the availability of funding, 
construction for Phase 2 is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2016-17. 

 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will result in no 
significant impacts to the environment.  The following resource areas may be impacted by the 
project: biological resources, visual and aesthetics.  Avoidance and minimization measures 
would reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are not 
limited to, a vista point being developed in the vicinity of SR 138 and Lone Pine Canyon Road, 
rock faces shall be provided with a similar surface as the nearby Mormon Rocks formation, 
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Joshua trees removed during construction will be replanted away from proposed pavement areas,          
impacts to riparian areas will be mitigated in coordination with the ACOE, RWQCB, and CDFW 
during the aquatic permitting process, and a Burrowing Owl Mitigation and Monitoring Plan will 
be developed for the project.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project 
 
Attachment 4 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
08-Riv-10, PM 51.7/R53.1 
RESOLUTION E-13-85 

 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Interstate 10 (I-10) in Riverside County.  Roadway improvements to an existing 
interchange on I-10 at Jefferson Boulevard near the city of Indio.  (PPNO 0053A) 

 
This project in Riverside County will realign and reconstruct the Jefferson Street/Interstate 10 
Interchange.  The project is programmed in the 2012 State Transportation Improvement 
Program.  The total estimated cost is $80,967,000 for capital and support.  Construction is 
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2015-16.  The scope, as described for the preferred alternative, 
is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2012 State 
Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will result in no 
significant impacts to the environment.  The following resource areas may be impacted by the 
project: cultural resources; biological resources.  Avoidance and minimization measures will 
reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are not limited to, 
the preparation of a Conservation Plan to acquire 1,795.4 acres for impacts to natural habitats, 
and a Memorandum of Agreement that includes a Data Recovery Plan for the historical resources 
in the project area.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
 
Attachment 5 



ATTACHMENT 1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
02-Sis-96, PM 56.0 
Resolution E-13-81 

 
1.1 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: 

 
• State Route 96 (SR 96) in Siskiyou County.  Replace existing 

culvert with a new bridge on SR 96 near the community of Seiad 
Valley.  (EA 4E6300)  

 
 

1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Mitigated Negative Declaration has 
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future 
consideration of funding. 





ATTACHMENT 2 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
04-Son-116, PM 13.6/13.9 

Resolution E-13-82 
 

1.1 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: 

 
• State Route 116 (SR 116) in Sonoma County.  Replace existing retaining 

wall and repair storm damage on SR 116 near the town of Guerneville.  
(PPNO 0816K) 
 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Mitigated Negative Declaration has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future 
consideration of funding. 





ATTACHMENT 3 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
05-SLO-101, PM 63.2/R69.3, 05-Mon-101, PM R0.0/1.9 

Resolution E-13-83 
 

1.1 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: 

 
• United States Route 101 (U.S. 101) in San Luis Obispo and Monterey 

Counties.  Roadway improvements on a portion of U.S. 101 near the town 
of San Miguel. (PPNO 0040B)  
 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Mitigated Negative Declaration has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future 
consideration of funding. 





ATTACHMENT 4 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
08-SBd-138, PM 0.0/R15.2, 07-LA-138, PM 69.3/74.9 

Resolution E-13-84 
 

1.1 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: 

 
• State Route 138 (SR 138) in San Bernardino and Los Angeles Counties.  

Widen a portion of SR 138 from two lanes to four lanes near the city of 
Victorville.  (PPNO 0239D) 
 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Mitigated Negative Declaration has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future 
consideration of funding. 





ATTACHMENT 5 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
08-Riv-10, PM 51.7/R53.1 

Resolution E-13-85 
 

1.1 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: 

 
• Interstate 10 (I-10) in Riverside County.  Roadway improvements to an 

existing interchange on I-10 at Jefferson Boulevard near the city of Indio.  
(PPNO 0053A) 
 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Mitigated Negative Declaration has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
 
2.1 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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To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION  
 Reference No.:  2.2c.(2) 

 Action Item 
 
 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by:  Katrina C. Pierce 
 Division Chief 
 Environmental Analysis 

 

Subject:  APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING  
06-Ker-Rail 
RESOLUTION E-13-86 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached 
Resolutions E-13-86. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed: 
 

• Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF)/Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks in Kern 
County.  Add second tracks along two segments of existing tracks near the city of 
Tehachapi. (PPNO TC06) 

 
This project in Kern County will add a second track along two segments of the existing 
BNSF and UPPR tracks.  The project is programmed in the Trade Corridor Improvement 
Fund.  The total estimated cost is $26,270,000 for capital and support.  Construction is 
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2013-14.  The scope, as described for the preferred 
alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed in the Trade Corridor 
Improvement Fund. 
 
A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff.  Resources that may be impacted 
by the project include: visual, land use, farmlands, noise, water quality and stormwater runoff, 
hazardous waste, geology and soils, and biological resources.  Potential impacts associated 
with the project can all be mitigated to below significance through proposed mitigation 
measures.  As a result, an FEIR was prepared for the project.  
 
 
 
Attachments 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
06-Ker-Rail 

Resolution E-13-86 
 

1.1 WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed 
an Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF)/Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) 

tracks in Kern County.  Add second tracks along two segments of 
existing tracks near the city of Tehachapi. (PPNO TC06) 
 

  
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that an Environmental Impact Report has been 

completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its implementation; and 
 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report. 
 

1.4 WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 
 

1.5 WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines; and 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby support approval of the above referenced project to allow for 
consideration of funding. 
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  December 11-12, 2013 
   CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

 
 Reference No:  2.3a. 
   Action Item 

 
From: STEVEN KECK  Prepared by:   Timothy Craggs 

Acting Chief Financial Officer Chief  
  Division of Design 

 
Subject: ROUTE ADOPTION – STATE HIGHWAY, 04-SOL-680 PM R11.2/13.1 
    RESOLUTION HRA 13-03 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Submitted for transmittal to the California Transportation Commission (Commission) are 
Highway Route Adoption Resolution HRA 13-03 and a route location map for State Highway 
Route (SR) 680, also known as Interstate 680.  The California Department of Transportation 
(Department) recommends that the Commission approve the resolution and the route location 
map in accordance with the recommendation of the Chief Engineer.  The resolution grants 
approval of State highway route adoption of I-680 in Solano County from Post Mile (PM) R11.2 
to R13.1. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
This Route Adoption is recommended to facilitate the Routes 80/680/12 Interchange Project.  A 
Project Report was approved on October 25, 2012.  The Department prepared an Environmental 
Impact Report, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
CEQA Guidelines, which was signed on October 12, 2012. 

 
 
 
 
              ______________________ 
Recommended by:      KARLA SUTLIFF 

Chief Engineer 
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BACKGROUND 
 
Interstate 680 was originally adopted as a freeway within Solano County in 1957.  Interstate 680 
was completed between Benicia and Cordelia in 1966.  The Solano I-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange 
Project Report (04-0A5300) proposes to realign I-680 where it intersects I-80.  The new I-680 
alignment will tie into I-80 west of the current location at the intersection of SR12 and I-80.   

 
The I-80/I-680/SR12 interchange is located in Solano County primarily within the City of 
Fairfield.  The existing I-80/I-680/SR12 interchange complex is the result of the connection of 
three separate highways, I-80, western and eastern segments of SR 12, and I-680.  Interstate 680 
begins at Interstate 80 between the two interchange points of SR12 and extends south.  
 
The I-80/I-680/SR12 interchange is a confluence of interregional significance as it connects the 
San Francisco Bay Area and the Napa Valley with the Central Valley.  Not only is this 
interchange at the convergence of several key interregional routes, but it also supports a 
developing Solano County community served by a series of local roadways that are interwoven 
with the interregional routes.  The growth in interregional travel, combined with the local area 
growth, has resulted in extreme congestion, delays, substantial traffic diversion, and 
unacceptable operations throughout the area.  It is vital that improvements be made to both local 
and interregional systems in concert to ensure safe and efficient travel for all users.  The 
proposed project improvements are designed to reduce congestion, accommodate anticipated 
increases in traffic, and address safety concerns, while still preserving the existing network of 
interchanges and serving local land uses.  

 
The proposed project is intended to address numerous existing and future traffic- related 
problems while minimizing environmental impacts to sensitive habitat in the vicinity of the 
project, including the Suisun Marsh.  Specifically, the purpose of the proposed project is to:  

 
• Reduce congestion through the I-80/I-680/SR12 interchange complex. 
• Accommodate current and future truck volumes on highways. 
• Facilitate adequate inspection and enforcement at truck scales. 
• Improve safety conditions. 
• Encourage the use of high-occupancy vehicle lanes and ridesharing. 

 
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) 2009 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) identifies I-80 as a priority corridor and a major gateway route.  It identified the following 
projects which include components of the I-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange Project:  
 

• Improve I-80/I-680/SR12 interchange, including connecting I-680 
northbound to SR12 westbound (Jameson Canyon), adding connectors 
and reconstructing local interchanges. 
 

• Provide auxiliary lanes on I-80 in eastbound and westbound directions 
from I-680 to Air Base Parkway (includes a new eastbound mixed-flow 
lane from SR12 east to Air Base Parkway). 
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MTC has listed the project in its RTP as project number 230326 (Improve I-80/I-680/SR12 
interchange), including connecting I-680 northbound to SR12 west and adding connectors and 
reconstructing local interchanges.  
 
The I-80/I-680/SR12 interchange project is included as a series of mid-term and long-term 
projects listed in the Solano Transportation Authority’s (STA) I-80/I-680/I-780 MIS/Corridor 
Study dated July 14, 2004.  
 
STA and the Solano Highways Partnership have recently drafted a Solano Highways Operations 
Plan (July 2009) which updates these priorities.  The prioritized improvements are consistent 
with the proposed interchange project.  The Solano Highways Partnership includes Caltrans, 
STA, MTC, Sacramento Area Council of Governments, Benicia, Vacaville, Vallejo, Fairfield, 
Dixon and Solano County.  
 
The project will be funded from bridge tolls, Traffic Congestion Relief Program, State 
Transportation Improvement Program, federal, local and Proposition 1B funding.  

 
The Project Report cost estimate is $2.2 billion for the full project and $664 million for a 
fundable Phase 1. The full project consists of 5.9 miles of I-80, 3.1 miles of I-680, 1.1 miles of 
SR12 West and 3.0 miles of SR12 East.  Construction of the fundable first phase (Phase 1) is 
proposed to take place in a series of construction packages.  Phase 1 would improve the 
connections from westbound I-80 to I-680 and SR12 (West); directly connect northbound I-680 
and SR12 (West); connect the I-80/Red Top Road interchange with Business Center Drive; and 
construct or improve interchanges at SR12 (West)/Red Top Road, I-80/Red Top Road, I- 
80/Green Valley Road, and I-680/Red Top Road. A third eastbound lane would be added to 
SR12 (East) from the Chadbourne Road on ramp to the Webster Street off ramp. 
  
A project report was prepared by the Department and approved on October 25, 2012.  A Final 
Environmental Impact Report was prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines.  The Environmental Document was approved by the 
Commission on January 8, 2013. A New Public Road Connection book item will be submitted at 
the January 2014 meeting for Commission approval.  After that the Department will be 
approving freeway agreements with the City of Fairfield and Solano County for each state route. 

 
 
 
 
 
Attachments: 
Resolution HRA 13-03 
Vicinity Map 
Route Adoption Map 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Highway Route Adoption Resolution 

04-Sol-680 PM R11.2/13.1 
 
 
 

Resolution HRA 13-03 
 
WHEREAS, the Solano Transportation Authority and the California Department of 
Transportation (Department) request approval of this Route Adoption as a Freeway; and 
 
WHEREAS, a Final Environmental Impact Report in accordance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines was signed on  
October 12, 2012; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Project Report recommending the route adoption was approved on  
October 25, 2012. 
 
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 
select, adopt, and determine the location of that segment of State Highway Route 680 from 
Red Top Road to Route 80, in the county of Solano, and officially designate it as 04-Sol-680, 
a Freeway, as said location is shown on the Route Adoption map submitted by Timmothy 
Craggs, Chief Design Engineer; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and determined and hereby 
declares that such location of said State highway is for the best interest of the State.  
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.3c. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief 
 Division of Design 
  

 
 

Subject: RELINQUISHMENT RESOLUTIONS 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve the relinquishment resolutions, summarized below, that 
will transfer highway facilities no longer needed for the State Highway System to the local 
agency identified in the summary. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
It has been determined that each facility in the specific relinquishment resolutions summarized 
below is not essential to the proper functioning of the State Highway System and may be 
disposed of by relinquishment.  Upon the recording of the approved relinquishment resolutions 
in the county where the facilities are located, all rights, title and interest of the State in and to the 
facilities to be relinquished will be transferred to the local agencies identified in the summary.  
The facilities are safe and drivable.  The local authorities have been advised of the pending 
relinquishments a minimum of 90 days prior to the Commission meeting pursuant to Section 73 
of the Streets and Highways Code.  Any exceptions or unusual circumstances are described in 
the individual summaries. 
 
RESOLUTIONS: 
 
Resolution R-3883 – 05-SB-225-PM 0.05/R4.55 
(Request No. 11585) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Santa Barbara on Route 225 between the Route 101/225 
separation at Las Positas Road and the Castillo Street interchange with Route 101, under terms 
and conditions as stated in the relinquishment agreement dated May 21, 2013, determined to be 
in the best interest of the State.  Authorized by Chapter 536, Statutes of 2011, which amended 
Section 525 of the Streets and Highways Code. 
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Resolution R-3889 – 07-LA-405-PM 27.0/27.1 
(Request No. 1256) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Culver City adjacent to Route 405 between Sawtelle 
Boulevard and Barman Avenue, consisting of a reconstructed city street.  The City, by freeway 
agreement dated May 19, 2003, and by letter dated October 10, 2013, agreed to accept title upon 
relinquishment by the State.  The 90-day notice period expired October 7, 2013, without 
exception.  
 
Resolution R-3890 – 10-Cal-4-PM R14.7 
(Request No. 16582-R) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the county of Calaveras along Route 4 on Pool Station Road, 
consisting of a realigned and reconstructed county road.  The County, by cooperative agreement 
dated September 29, 2010, waived the 90-day notice requirement and agreed to accept title upon 
relinquishment by the State. 
 
Resolution R-3891 – 11-SD-905-PM R8.8/R11.0 
(Request No. R31130-A) – 8 Segments 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of San Diego along Route 905 between Britannia 
Boulevard and Airway Road, consisting of a collateral facilities.  The City, by freeway 
agreement dated October 10, 2005, agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State.  The 
90-day notice period expired October 15, 2013, without exception.  
 
Resolution R-3892 – 11-SD-905-PM 8.2/R8.8 
(Request No. R31130-B) – 6 Segments 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of San Diego along Route 905 between Cactus Road and 
Britannia Boulevard, consisting of a collateral facilities.  The City, by freeway agreement dated 
October 10, 2005, agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State.  The 90-day notice 
period expired October 15, 2013, without exception.  
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From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief 
 Division of Design 

 
 

Subject: VACATION RESOLUTIONS 
 

 
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 summary. 
 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolution No. A893 – 10-Cal-4-PM R14.5/R14.7 
(Request No. 16582-V) - 1 Segment 
 
Vacates right of way in the county of Calaveras along Route 4 at Pool Station Road, consisting 
of superseded highway right of way no longer needed for State highway purposes.    The County 
of Calaveras was given a 90-day notice of intent to vacate, without protesting such action.   
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 Reference No:  2.4b. 
  Action Item 
 

 
From: STEVEN KECK Prepared by: Brent L. Green 

Acting Chief Financial Officer   Chief 
Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESOLUTIONS OF NECESSITY 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolutions of Necessity (Resolution)  
C-21136 through C-21163, summarized on the following pages. 
 
ISSUE: 

 
Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed Right of Way for a programmed 
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution stipulating specific findings identified under 
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure. 
 
Moreover, for each of the proposed Resolutions, the property owners are not contesting the 
following findings contained in Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure: 

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project. 
2. The proposed project is planned and located in a manner that will be most 

compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury. 
3. The property is necessary for the proposed project. 
4. An offer to purchase the property in compliance with Government Code Section 

7267.2 has been made to the owner of record. 
 

The only remaining issues with the property owners are related to compensation. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Discussions have taken place with the owners, each of whom has been offered the full amount of 
the Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to 
which the owners may subsequently be entitled.  Adoption of the Resolutions will not interrupt 
our efforts to secure equitable settlement.  In accordance with statutory requirements, each owner 
has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time.  Adoption will 
assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet 
construction schedules. 
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C-21136 - SCP Woodland LLC, a California limited liability company 
05-SB-101-PM 2.7 - Parcel 11443-1 - EA 4482U9. 
Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date:  07/15/14; Ready to List (RTL) Date:  08/01/14.  
Freeway - Reconstruct interchanges and replace Carpinteria Creek Bridges Linden and Casitas 
Pass Interchanges.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.   Located in the 
city of Carpinteria at  
1212 Casitas Pass Road.  Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN)s 001-070-012.   
 
C-21137 - Minh The Tran and Nuong Vu 
06-Fre-180-PM  R119.96 - Parcel 84593-1, 0101 - EA 342539. 
RWC Date:  11/01/14; RTL Date:  12/01/14.  Expressway - two-lane conventional highway to 
four-lane expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, 
extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, land in fee which is a remnant and little market value.  
Located in the city of Sanger at 17600 East Kings Canyon Road.  APN 333-17-026.   
 
C-21138 - Cha La Mirada LLC, a California limited liability company 
07-LA-5-PM 1.27 - Parcel 79867-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 - EA 215929. 
RWC Date:  03/14/14; RTL Date:  03/28/14.  Freeway - widen Interstate 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, easements for water service, 
landscape and utility purposes to be conveyed to Suburban Water Systems and city of La Mirada, 
and a temporary easement for construction purposes.  Located in the city of La Mirada at  
14299 Firestone Boulevard.  APN 7001-013-102.   
 
C-21139 - Siamack Karimi and Cyndi Karimi 
07-LA-405-PM 33.2 - Parcel 79962-2 - EA 120309. 
RWC Date:  08/21/14; RTL Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - widen Interstate 405 (I-405) to add 
HOV lane.  Authorizes condemnation of a temporary easement for construction purposes.  Located 
in the city of Los Angeles at 241 South Thurston Avenue.  APN 4366-014-021.   
 
C-21140 - The Fine Family Trust, Russell Fine, Trustee and Debra L. Fine, Trustee 
07-LA-405-PM 32.57 - Parcel 79979-1, 2 - EA 120309. 
RWC Date:  08/21/14; RTL Date:  Design-Build.  Freeway - widen I-405 to add HOV lane.  
Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for tieback and a temporary easement for 
construction purposes.  Located in the city of Los Angeles at 371 Dalkeith Avenue.   
APN 4366-015-032.   
 
C-21141 - College of Medical Evangelists, a California Corporation 
08-SBd-10-PM 26.22 - Parcel 21751-1, 2, 3, 4 - EA 448129. 
RWC Date:  12/11/13; RTL Date:  12/12/13.  Freeway - reconstruct the Interstate 10 (I-10) 
Tippecanoe Avenue/Anderson Street Interchanges.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a 
State highway, a permanent easement for utility purposes to be conveyed to  
Southern California Edison, and a temporary easement for construction.  Located in the city of 
Loma Linda at the southeast corner of Redlands Boulevard and Anderson Street.   
APNs 0283-062-21, -22, -23, -24, -25, -26, -27.   
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C-21142 - College of Medical Evangelists, a California Corporation 
08-SBd-10-PM 26.27 - Parcel 21757-1, 2, 3 - EA 448129. 
RWC Date:  12/11/13; RTL Date:  12/12/13.  Freeway - reconstruct the I-10 Tippecanoe 
Avenue/Anderson Street interchanges.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State 
highway, an easement for utility purposes to be conveyed to Southern California Edison, and a 
temporary easement for construction.  Located in the city of Loma Linda at the southeast corner of 
Redlands Boulevard and Anderson Street.  APNs 0283-082-01, -02.   
 
C-21143 - Victorville Holdings, Inc., et al. 
08-SBd-15-PM 44.2 - Parcel 20931-1, 2 - EA 355569. 
RWC Date:  03/07/14; RTL Date:  04/16/14.  Freeway - add northbound mixed-flow lane with 
auxiliary lane; reconstruct D and E Streets and the Stoddard Wells Interchange.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and a temporary easement for highway 
construction.  Located in the city of Victorville, northwest of the Interstate 15 (I-15) Freeway, 
south of Stoddard Wells Road.  APN 0473-161-01-0-00.   
 
C-21144 - Joyce C. Lee, Successor Trustee, etc., et al. 
08-SBd-58-PM R22.65 - Parcel 22810-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen State Route (SR) 58 
to four-lane expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and 
extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access.  Located in the town of Hinkley along SR 58 
approximately 1,000 feet west of Wagner Road.  APN 0496-123-12.   
 
C-21145 - Estate of Frank Bruno, et al. 
08-SBd-58-PM R24.19 - Parcel 22817-1, 2 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of 
abutter’s rights of access, and a permanent easement for highway purposes.  Located in the town of 
Hinkley on the south side of SR 58, west of Valley View Road.  APN 0494-171-04.   
 
C-21146 - June Chung-Yen Sun and Sai Wan Li 
08-SBd-58-PM R25.26 - Parcel 22821-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - widen and realign SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of 
abutter’s rights of access.  Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley south of Frontier Road, 
approximately 400 feet east of Redrock Road and approximately 575 feet west of  
Valley Wells Road.  APN 0494-122-09.   
 
C-21147 - Berman & Riedel Client Trust 
08-SBd-58-PM R25.75 - Parcel 22824-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of abutter’s rights of access rights.  Located near the town 
of Hinkley, north of Frontier Road, approximately 1,300 feet east of Valley Wells Road and 660 
feet west of Flower Street.  APNs 0494-311-31, -32.   
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C-21148 - Cecilio Ceballos and Catalina Ceballos 
08-SBd-58-PM R26.53 - Parcel 22844-1, 01-01 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  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 Hinkley at 21777 Frontier Road.  APN 0494-031-12 
 
C-21149 - Jonathan G. Quass and Lena R. Quass 
08-SBd-58-PM R26.54 - Parcel 22846-1, 2 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of 
abutter’s rights of access, and a permanent easement for highway purposes.  Located in the 
unincorporated area of Hinkley at 36411 and 36433 Hinkley Road.  APNs 0494-031-07, -62. 
 
C-21150 - Lloyd E. Vinson and Barbara A. Vinson 
08-SBd-58-PM R26.46 - Parcel 22848-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for State highway purposes.  
Located in the town of Hinkley at 36327 Hinkley Road.  APNs 0494-031-04, -50.   
 
C-21151 - Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
08-SBd-58-PM R27.03 - Parcel 22851-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/20.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for State highway purposes and 
extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access.  Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley 
approximately 1,300 feet south of SR 58 on Serra Road.  APN 0494-201-36.   
 
C-21152 - Carrol J. Greenwood, Trustee of the Carrol J. Greenwood Living Trust 
08-SBd-58-PM R27.34 - Parcel 22853-1, 2, 3, 01-01, 01-02 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.   Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of 
abutter’s rights of access, and land in fee which are remnants and would be of little market value.  
Located in the community of Hinkley at 36682 Mountain View Road.  APN 0494-201-22.   
 
C-21153 - Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
08-SBd-58-PM R27.84 - Parcel 22855-1, 2, 3 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of permanent easements for State highway purposes and 
extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access.  Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley 
approximately 0.3 miles south of SR 58 on Fairview Road.  APNs 0494-251-15, -43, -46.   
 
C-21154 - Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
08-SBd-58-PM R28.09 - Parcel 22856-1, 2, 3 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of permanent easements for State highway purposes and 
extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access.  Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley 
approximately 0.3 miles south of SR 58 on Fairview Road.  APN 0494-251-03.   
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C-21155 - Lyle A. Waln, et al. 
08-SBd-58-PM R30.51 - Parcel 22879-1, 01-01 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date: 04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.   Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of 
abutter’s rights of access,  and excess land in fee to which the owner has consented.  Located in the 
town of Hinkley on the east side of Lenwood Road, approximately 200 feet north of interim  
SR 58.  APN 0497-231-04.   
 
C-21156 - Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
08-SBd-58-PM R27.30 - Parcel 22924-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for State highway purposes.  
Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley at 36488 Dixie Road.  APN 0494-201-35.   
 
C-21157 - Estate of Young M. Kim 
08-SBd-58-PM R23.44 - Parcel 22933-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for State highway purposes.  
Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley at 19654 West Highway 58.  APN 0494-171-02.   
 
C-21158 - Adolfo Riebeling and Marina Riebeling 
08-SBd-58-PM R26.55 - Parcel 23045-1 - EA 043519. 
RWC Date:  04/15/14; RTL Date:  05/15/14.  Expressway - realign and widen SR 58 to four-lane 
expressway.  Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for State highway purposes.  
Located in the unincorporated area of Hinkley at 21818 Pioneer Road.  APN 0494-031-49.   
 
C-21159 - BNSF Railway Company 
08-SBd-138-PM 14.65 - Parcel 21559-1, 2 - EA 3401U. 
RWC Date:  12/16/13; RTL Date: 12/17/13.  Conventional highway - Widen SR 138 to four lanes 
with a four-foot median buffer from SR-18 to I-15.  Authorizes condemnation of two permanent 
easements for highway purposes.  Located in the unincorporated area of San Bernardino, 
approximately one mile west of SR-15 on the north side of SR-138.  APN 0351-141-09, 19.  
  
C-21160 - BNSF Railway Company 
08-SBd-138-PM 14.25 - Parcel 21602-1, 2- EA 3401U. 
RWC Date: 12/16/13; RTL Date: 12/17/13.  Conventional highway - Widen SR 138 to four lanes 
with a four-foot median buffer from SR 18 to I-15.  Authorizes condemnation of one permanent 
highway easement and one temporary construction easement.  Located in the unincorporated area 
of San Bernardino, approximately one mile west of SR-15 on the north side of SR 138. 
APN 0351-161-05.   
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C-21161 - BNSF Railway Company 
08-SBd-138-PM 14.60 - Parcel 21603-1, 2, 3, 4 - EA 3401U. 
RWC Date: 12/16/13; RTL Date: 12/17/13.  Conventional highway - Widen SR 138 to four lanes 
with a four-foot median buffer from SR 18 to I-15.  Authorizes condemnation of two temporary 
easements and two permanent highway easements.  Located in the unincorporated area of  
San Bernardino, approximately one mile west of SR 15 on the north side of SR 138. 
APN 0351-141-09, 19.   
 
C-21162 - Timothy V. Howard 
08-SBd-215-PM 16.73 - Parcel 22493-1, 2 - EA 0K7109. 
RWC Date:  07/31/14; RTL:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/Interstate 215 (I-215) interchange and 
reconfigure connectors to the I-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.  Located in the unincorporated area of  
San Bernardino County at 18710 Cajon Boulevard.  APN 0348-132-28.   
 
C-21163 - Lamar Outdoor Advertising 
08-SBd-215-PM 17.11- Parcel 22510-A - EA 0K7109. 
RWC Date:  07/31/14; RTL:  Design-Build.  Freeway - add additional through lane in each 
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the I-15/I-215 interchange and reconfigure 
connectors to the I-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes.  Authorizes condemnation of 
outdoor advertising signboard interest and extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access.  Located in 
the unincorporated area of San Bernardino County at 1775 Devore Road.  APN 0349-169-03.  
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5a. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR MINOR PROJECTS  

RESOLUTION FP-13-25 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $1,081,000 for two State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program (SHOPP) Minor projects.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes two SHOPP projects for $1,081,000.  The Department is ready to 
proceed with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time.  

 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $1,081,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item 
2660-302-0042 for two SHOPP Minor 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 this project. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

 
 

Program 
Project ID 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5a. Minor Projects Resolution FP-13-25 
1 

$819,000 
 

Santa Barbara 
05-SB-225 

0.0/4.6 

 
In the city of Santa Barbara.  Outcome/Output:   
Relinquish a portion of Route 225 from postmiles 0.0 to 4.6 
between Routes 225 and 101. 
(Financial Contribution Only to the City of Santa Barbara).  
 
(This is a substitute project for EA 05-1C1904) 

 
SHOPP 

0513000039 
0Q7004 

 

 
2013-14 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.160 

 
 

$819,000  
  
 
 

2 
$262,000 

 
Riverside 
08-Riv-74 
22.6/23.5 

 
Near the city of Perris.  Outcome/Output:  Install traffic signal, 
lighting, loop detectors, flashing beacons and control system 
at the intersection of Route 74 and Theda Street to reduce 
undue delay and the number and severity of broadside 
collisions.                                 
 
(This is a substitute project for EA 08-0P4904) 

 
SHOPP 

0812000031 
0R1904 

 

 
2013-14 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.310 

 
 

$262,000  
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5b.(5) 
 Action Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR MULTI-FUNDED PROJECTS WITH 

SHOPP AND PROPOSITION 1B TCIF FUNDS 
RESOLUTION FP-13-27, AMENDING RESOLUTION FP-13-15 
RESOLTION TCIF-AA-1314-05, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1314-03  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve an adjustment to the State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program/Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (SHOPP-TCIF) allocation amount for TCIF 
Project 5 - Eastbound Interstate 580 Truck Climbing Lane project (PPNO 0104) in Alameda County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
At its August 2013 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution FP-13-15 and Resolution TCIF-AA-
1314-03 adjusting the allocation down by $7,209,000 in State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program/Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (SHOPP-TCIF) to the Eastbound Interstate 
580 Truck Climbing Lane project.  An additional deallocation of $10,112,000 is now being requested for 
elements not attributed to the SHOPP-TCIF approved scope of work.  This will reduce the construction 
capital allocation to $31,638,000.   
 
BACKGROUND: 

 
The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, passed by the 
voters in November 2006, included $2,000,000,000 for the Proposition 1B TCIF Program. The 
Commission recognized that the needs far exceeded the amount authorized in the Proposition 1B TCIF 
program and increased the TCIF funding by approximately $500,000,000 from the State Highway 
Account.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 

 
Resolved, that $41,750,000 in State Highway Operation and Protection Program/Proposition 1B Trade 
Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) funds deallocated under Resolution FP-13-15 and Resolution TCIF-
AA-1314-03, for TCIF Project 5 - Eastbound Interstate 580 Truck Climbing Lane project (PPNO 0104) 
in Alameda County, is hereby amended by an additional $10,112,000, reducing the SHOPP-TCIF 
amount for construction capital to $31,638,000, in accordance with the attached vote list.   
 
Attachment 



CTC Financial Vote List  December 11-12, 2013 
2.5 Highway Financial Matters   
 

  Page 1 of 1 
 

 
Project # 
Allocation 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(5) Allocation Amendment – Multi-Funded Projects funded with SHOPP and Resolution FP-13-27, 
 Proposition 1B TCIF Amending Resolution FP-13-15 
  Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-05, 
  Amending Resolution  TCIF-AA-1314-03 

1 
$41,750,000 
$31,638,000 

 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-580 
4.7/8.2 

 
I-580 Eastbound Truck Climbing  Lane.  In Livermore, from 
North Flynn Road to Greenville Road.  Outcome/Output:  
Construct truck climbing lane and rehabilitate pavement to 
enhance the movement of goods, improve freeway safety 
and operations, and to relieve traffic congestion.  (TCIF 
Project 5) 
 
(Construction support funded by SHOPP/TCIF is $5,530,000; 
for a total of $37,168,000 in SHOPP/TCIF) 
 
Amend Resolution FP-13-15 and TCIF-AA-1314-03 to de-
allocate an additional $10,112,000 in SHOPP/TCIF 
CONST. 

 
04-0104 

SHOPP/10-11 
$63,000,000 
0400020643 

4 
4A07U4 

 
2009-10 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.310 

 
 

$835,000 
$633,000 

 
$40,915,000 
$31,005,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m     
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(7b)  
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Dennis Agar  
 Division Chief 

Traffic Operations 
 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B STATE 
ADMINISTERED TRAFFIC LIGHT SYNCHRONIZATION PROGRAM  PROJECTS  
RESOLUTION TLS1B-AA-1314-01, AMENDING RESOLUTION TLS1B-AA-1112-003 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005, to revise the 
total de-allocation of $192,732 by an additional amount of $173,529 in Proposition 1B Traffic Light 
Synchronization Program (TLSP) funds for one San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) 
project. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
At its October 29, 2008 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution TLS1B-A-0809-003 
allocating $26,631,000 in Proposition 1B TLSP funding for eleven projects in various counties.  At 
its December 2011 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003, which de-
allocated $192,732 from the original allocation of $640,000 to $447,268, for the Interstate 805 
Corridor TLSP project in San Diego County.  However, due to saving from construction completion 
an additional $173,529 in TLSP Construction needs to be de-allocated.  The necessary changes are 
reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached vote list. 
 
RESOLUTION:  
 
Be it Resolved, that $192,732 in Proposition 1B TLSP funds (Budget Item 104-6064) deallocated 
under Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003 for SANDAG, is hereby amended by an additional 
$173,529, revising the project allocation cost to $273,739 in Proposition 1B TLSP, in accordance 
with the attached vote list.  
 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County Project Location 

Dist-EA 
Prgm’d Amount 

Phase 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by  
Fund Type 

2.5g.(7b)  Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B - Traffic Light Synchronization  Resolution TLS1B-AA-1314-01, 
 Program (TLSP) Amending Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003 

7 
$640,000 
$447,268 
$273,739 

 
San Diego 

Association of 
Governments 

SANDAG 
11-SD 

 

 
In National City and Chula Vista – Interstate 805 Corridor.  
Outcome/Output:  Increase arterial operational efficiency 
and safety, enhance corridor mobility and reduce 
intersection delays. 
 
Total Construction Cost:  $790,000 
 
Amend Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-003 to de-allocate 
an additional $173,529 in TLSP CONST to reflect 
award savings. 

 
11-212964 

 
$640,000 
$447,268 
$273,739 
CONST 

 
2008-09 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$640,000 
$447,268 
$273,739 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(7c) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Dennis Agar 
 Division Chief 

Traffic Operations 
 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B TRAFFIC LIGHT 
SYNCHRONIZATION PROJECTS RESOLUTION TLS1B-AA-1314-02, AMENDING 
RESOLUTION TLS1B-AA-1112-005 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005, originally approved on 
December 2011, to rescind the de-allocation of $1,681 for the city of Rancho Cordova, thereby 
reverting the total project amount back to the original allocation of $180,000. 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
At its December 2011 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005, which 
de-allocated $1,681 from the original allocation of $180,000 to $178,319, for a city of Rancho 
Cordova Proposition 1B Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) project.  However, due to 
change orders at the time of construction completion, the de-allocation amounts need to be rescinded 
for this project.  The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached vote 
list. 
 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby rescind the $1,681 of 
Proposition 1B TLSP funds originally de-allocated under Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005 from the 
city of Rancho Cordova project, thereby, reverting the TSLP amount back to the original allocation 
of $180,000, in accordance with the attached vote list.  
 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County Project Location 

Dist-EA 
Prgm’d Amount 

Phase 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by  
Fund Type 

2.5g.(7c)  Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B - Traffic Light Resolution TLS1B-AA-1314-02, 
 Synchronization Program (TLSP) Amending Resolution TLS1B-AA-1112-005 

1 
$178,319 
$180,000 

 
City of Rancho 

Cordova 
SACOG 
03-Sac 

 

 
In Rancho Cordova, on Folsom Boulevard.   
Outcome/ Output:  The new controllers will allow the City 
to select different return phases after a light rail preempt 
which will reduce overall signal delays on Folsom 
Boulevard.  By improving traffic flow, this project will 
reduce the number of collisions caused by impatient 
drivers, and reduce emissions caused by idling vehicles.  
 
Total Construction Cost:  $380,000. 
 
Rescind the deallocation of $1,681 in TLSP CONST, 
originally approved under Resolution TLS1B-AA-
1112-05. 

 
03-0L2001 

 
$178,319 
$180,000 
CONST 

 
 

 
2007-08 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

2012-13 
104-6064 

TLSP 

 
 

$178,319 
 
 
 
 

$1,681 

 



    
STATE OF CALIFORNIA                                                        CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

              
M e m o r a n d u m 

 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: December 11, 2013  

 Reference No.: 4.1  
 Action 

 
 

 
From:  ANDRE BOUTROS 

Executive Director 
 

 
Subject: STATE AND FEDERAL LEGISLATION 

 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The legislature is currently on recess and will reconvene on January 6th to begin the second year of 
the 2013-2014 legislative session. Attachment A provides a summary of bills that the Governor 
signed or vetoed during the first year. Attachment B provides a list of bills that will be monitored 
by staff for potential activity as two year bills. Attachment C provides a tentative 2014 legislative 
calendar. A summary is provided below of a proposed initiative constitutional amendment and 
status of legislation with direct impact to the Commission that was not reported at the October 8th 
Commission meeting. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission accept the staff report. 

 
 
PROPOSED INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT  
 
On November 18, 2013 a request for Title and Summary for a proposed initiative constitutional 
amendment was filed with the Attorney General’s Office. The proposal, entitled the “California 
Road Repairs Act of 2014”, would phase in a 1 percent increase in the vehicle license fee by 
raising the fee 0.25 percent per year for four years, with the full fee taking effect in 2018. The 
annual total estimate of revenue raised is estimated to be $2.9 billion per year when the rate 
reaches 1% in 2018 or nearly $25 billion over the first ten years. All new revenue raised must be 
used exclusively for road, bridge and transit system maintenance, rehabilitation and transit vehicle 
replacement only. Upon issuance of a circulating title and summary by the Attorney General, 
proponents may begin circulation of the petition. 807,615 signatures by registered voters are 
needed to qualify the proposed initiative constitutional amendment for the November 2014 
General Election Ballot. 

 
Staff Recommendation: Monitor 
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KEY LEGISLATION SIGNED BY THE GOVERNOR: 
 
SB 820 – Governmental Organization Committee – State Government  
This bill, among other things, makes conforming name changes to properly reflect the assignment 
and reorganization of the functions of state government among the newly established executive 
entities and officers established pursuant to the Governor’s Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 2012 
(GRP 2), effective on July 3, 2012, and operative on July 1, 2013. Specific to the Commission, this 
bill amends Government Code section 14534.1 to state that “notwithstanding the GRP 2, the 
Commission shall retain independent authority to perform the duties and functions prescribed to it 
under any provision of law.” 
 
Signed by the Governor - September 26, 2013 – Chapter 353, Statutes of 2013 
 
 
KEY LEGISLATION VETOED BY THE GOVERNOR: 

 
AB 1290 – Perez – Transportation Planning  
In part, this bill proposed 2 additional voting members of the Commission to be appointed by the 
Legislature, and for the Chairperson of the State Air Resources Board to serve as an ex-officio 
member without a vote. This bill proposed that the Commission’s Planning Committee is 
responsible for monitoring outcomes from the Sustainable Communities Strategies (SCS) or 
Alternative Planning Strategies (APS) adopted by transportation planning agencies. This bill also 
proposed that Metropolitan Planning Organizations, within two years of adopting a regional 
transportation plan, provide the Commission with a copy of the SCS (or APS if applicable), and a 
brief report describing progress the agency has made in reducing greenhouse gas emissions as well 
as challenges that affect implementation of the plan and achievement of the regional greenhouse 
gas emissions target.  
 
Vetoed by the Governor – October 11, 2013 
 
Veto Message: 
 
"To the Members of the California State Assembly: 
 
I am returning Assembly Bill 1290 without my signature. This bill adds two voting members to the 
11 voting-member California Transportation Commission (Commission) and requires additional 
reporting on planning issues. The author’s intent for this bill is to ensure the state’s transportation 
planning policy focuses on air quality and land use issues. The Governor’s Reorganization Plan 
that went into effect July 1 of this year requires the Department of Transportation, the Department 
of Housing and Community Development, and the Commission to coordinate housing and 
transportation policies and programs. I think these changes will fully satisfy the author’s objectives 
for this bill. 
 
Sincerely, 
Edmund G. Brown Jr."  
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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. 
 
 Funding/Financing - funding or a funding mechanism for transportation (capital and 

operations). 
 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). 

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

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

operations.  
 Commissioner Request - recommended by a Commissioner for consideration by the 

Commission at its next regularly scheduled meeting. 
 
The Commission adopted policy to 1) consider legislation in relation to its overall policy by topic 
area prior to taking a position on legislation addressing that topic; and 2) remain selective in its use 
of monitor, 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 pertaining to the same topic by commenting 
to the author(s) without necessarily taking a position.  Rather than taking specific positions on bills 
in their initial state, the Commission can advise the Legislature on a bill’s policy and/or technical 
aspects, as well as how it helps or hinders transportation.  The intent of the Commission’s 
comments is to alert the Author of the bill’s impact on a policy and/or technical aspect related to 
transportation planning, programming, financing, mitigation, or project delivery. 
 
Further direction will be provided to staff, by the Chair, on bills that meet the aforementioned 
criteria. 
 
Attachment A – Summary of 2013 Signed and Vetoed Legislation   
Attachment B – Status of Active State and Federal Legislation   
Attachment C – Tentative 2014 Legislative Calendar 
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
AB 14 Lowenthal State Freight Plan Direct Impact to CTC         

Planning
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 activities and capital investments of the 
state with respect to the movement of freight. The bill also requires the 
Agency to establish a freight advisory committee which will include 
participation from the Commission. The initial state freight plan would be 
submitted to the Legislature, the Governor, and certain state agencies, 
including the Commission, by December 31, 2014, and updated every 5 years 
thereafter.

Last Action                                  
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                     
September 6, 2013                        
Current Location 

Chapter 223                                                                       
Commission Adopted 

Position
Support position adopted 

5-7-13                            
Support letter issued       

5-10-13

AB 101 Assembly Budget 
Committee

Budget Act of 2013 Funding/Financing Amends the Budget Act of 2013 by revising items of appropriation and 
making other changes. Appropriates funding for the Active Transportation 
Program.

Last Action                                               
Signed by Governor                     
September 26, 2013                                          
Current Location 

Chapter 354                 

AB 164 Wieckowski Infrastructure Financing Funding/Financing This bill would require a lease agreement between a governmental agency 
undertaking an infrastructure project and a private entity to include 
performance bonds as security to ensure the completion of the construction of 
the facility and payment bonds to secure the payment of claims of laborers, 
mechanics, and materials suppliers  employed on the work under contract.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
August 13, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 94      

AB 401 Daly Public Contracts: Design 
Build: Highway Route 405 
Transportation: Design-
Build Streets and 
Highways

Project Delivery This bill would authorize the Orange County Transportation Authority 
Design Build Program which would authorize OCTA, until January 1, 2018, 
based on either best value or lowest responsible bid,  to utilize the design-
build procurement for the Interstate Highway 405 Improvement Project. 
Authorizes the Department of Transportation to utilize design-build 
procurement for projects on the state highway system, based on either best 
value or lowest responsible bid. Authorizes regional transportation agencies 
to utilize such procurement for projects. Provides such authorizations do not 
include construction inspection services for specified projects. Requires such 
services to be performed by the Department. Requires reimbursement for 
prevailing wage monitoring and enforcement. Extends the sunset date of the 
design-build provisions from January 1, 2014 to January 1, 2024.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
October 5, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 586      
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
AB 466 Quirk-Silva Federal Transportation 

Funds
Funding/Financing Existing law (Streets and Highways Code Section 182.7) provides for the 

allocation of federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding 
from the State to metropolitan planning organizations and regional 
transportation planning agencies pursuant to a formula set forth in United 
States Code which was removed pursuant to MAP-21 and replaced with a 
lump sum allocation to be sub-allocated at the discretion of the State. This 
bill would require the Department to sub-allocate CMAQ funds pursuant to 
weighted population and air quality factors identical to those previously 
specified in federal law. 

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
October 11, 2013                        
Current Location 

Chapter 736      

AB 528 Lowenthal State Rail Plan: High 
Speed Rail Authority 
Business Plan

Direct Impact to CTC           
Planning

This bill would revise the items required to be included in the State Rail Plan 
and the High Speed Rail (HSR) business plan. The bill would require the 
State Rail Plan to be submitted to the commission for advice 6 months prior 
to submitting the final State Rail Plan to the Transportation Agency for 
approval, and, on or before March 1, 2017, would require the approved State 
Rail Plan to be submitted to the Legislature, the Governor, and other 
specified entities. The bill would require the state rail plan to be updated, at a 
minimum, every 5 years. The bill would change, from January 1 to May 1 of 
each even-numbered year, the date by which the High-Speed Rail Authority 
is required to prepare, publish, adopt, and submit the HSR business plan to 
the Legislature.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
September 6, 2013                        
Current Location 

Chapter 237                                        

AB 755 Ammiano Suicide Barriers Project Delivery This bill would provide that the construction or reconstruction of a new 
bridge, or reconstruction of an existing bridge with a history of suicides, 
designed for use by motor vehicles shall not be eligible for federal fund 
apportioned to the state, funds made available from the Highway Users Tax 
Account, or toll bridge funds unless the planning process for the bridge 
project takes into account the need for a suicide barrier.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
October 5, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 593      

AB 1070 Frazier California Transportation 
Financing Authority

Funding/Financing This bill relates to the Transportation Financing Authority Act and the 
Transportation Financing Authority. This bill would provide for the roles of 
the authority and an issuer of bonds under the act if the project sponsor, 
rather than the authority, is the issuer of bonds.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                      
August 28, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 198                                        
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
AB 1222 Bloom                                        

Dickinson                      
Cooley

Public Employees 
Retirement: Collective 
Bargaining, Transit 
Workers

Funding/Financing                 
Project Delivery

This bill would except from The California Public Employees Pension 
Reform Act (PEPRA) public employees whose collective bargaining rights 
are subject to specified provisions of Federal Law until a a specified federal 
district court decision on a certification by the US Secretary of Labor, or until 
Jan. 1, 2015, whichever is sooner. The bill would also provide that if a 
federal court upholds the US Labor Secretary's determination, the application 
of PEPRA to specified public employees precludes certification and those 
employees are excepted from PEPRA. The bill would also authorize the 
Director of Finance to loan up to $26 million from the PTA to local mass 
transit providers in amounts equal to federal transportation grants not 
received due to noncertification from the Department of Labor. The bill 
would require a local transit provider to repay the loan by Jan. 1, 2019.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

Chaptered                      
October 4, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 527                                        
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
AB 1290 J. Perez Transportation Planning Direct Impact to CTC (1) Provide 2 additional voting members of the California Transportation 

Commission to be appointed by the Legislature, and for the Secretary of the 
Transportation Agency, the Chairperson of the State Air Resources Board, 
and the Director of Housing and Community Development to serve as ex 
officio member without a vote, (2) Require each appointing power  to make 
every effort to assure that expertise in the transportation community that has 
not traditionally been represented on the Commission is reflected in future 
appointments to the Commission with a particular emphasis on stakeholders 
involved and engaged in efforts to make the State's transportation system 
more sustainable, (3) Provide that the Planning Committee is responsible for 
monitoring land use and transportation outcomes in accordance with regional 
implementation and outcomes from Sustainable Communities Strategies or 
Alternative Planning Strategies , (4) Require each Metropolitan Planning 
Organization to make a biennial report to the Commission describing 
progress and challenges in implementing the Sustainable Communities 
Strategy and in attaining greenhouse gas emissions reductions, within 2 years 
of adopting a Regional Transportation Plan  beginning on or before October 
15, 2014 (this report shall not be binding on future plans or funding 
decisions and the report shall not constitute an alternative under CEQA) , (5) 
Require the Strategic Growth Council to report annually to the Commission 
at a public hearing by August 15th  on its statutory charge to identify and 
review activities and funding programs of its member agencies that may be 
coordinated to improve sustainability, (6) Require the Commission to include 
in the Annual Report, the Planning Committee's  Commission and the 
Strategic Growth Council's assessment of the state’s progress in achieving 
greenhouse gas emissions reductions from land use and transportation 
planning, and (7) Require the Regional Transportation Improvement Plan to 
include a discussion of how the program relates to the Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (this report shall not be binding on future plans, 
programs, or funding decisions and the report shall not constitute an 
alternative under CEQA)

Last Action                                               
Vetoed by Governor                     

October 11, 2013                                          
Current Location 

Vetoed                 
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
AB 1317 Frazier State Government 

Operations
Direct Impact to CTC This bill reallocates certain duteis of the abolished Business, Transportation 

& Housing Agency and its Secreatry to the newly created Transportation 
Agency and its Secretary of Transportation. This bill makes technical, non-
substantive clarifications to Government Code Sections 14500 and 14520 
which pertain to the Commission's establishment and role, to reflect the 
structure established by the Governor's Reorganization Plan No. 2

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
September 26, 2013                        
Current Location 

Chapter 352      

AJR 6 Fox                               Unmanned Aircraft 
Systems: Test Sites

Aeronautics This measure would request the Federal Aviation Administration to consider 
California as one of the 6 planned test sites for unmanned aircraft systems 
and integration of those systems into the next generation air transportation 
system. 

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
August 15, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 78      

SB 95 Senate Budget 
Committees

Budget Act of 2013 Funding/Financing Amends the Budget Act of 2013 by revising items of appropriation and 
making other changes. Appropriates funding for the Active Transportation 
Program.

Last Action                                               
Vetoed by Governor                     
September 26, 2013                                          
Current Location 

Vetoed                 

SB 99 Senate Budget 
Committee

Active Transportation 
Program

Funding/Financing Creates the Active Transportation Program to be funded by funds from 
specified program funds to fund eligible projects by the State Transportation 
Commission. Provides a percentage breakout of these funds. Adds new 
authorized activities. Requires the Commission to develop guidelines and 
procedures, include project selection criteria. Transfers bicycle transportation 
funds to the State Highway Account. Relates to funding the Environmental 
Enhancement and Mitigation Program Fund.

Last Action                                       
Signed by Governor                     
September 26, 2013                                          
Current Location 

Chapter 359                 
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
SB 110 De Saulnier                                                    

Steinberg
East Span, SFOBB Safety 
Review Task Force                                 
California Transportation 
Commission: Guidelines

Project Delivery This bill would establish specific procedures that the commission would be 
required to utilize when it adopts guidelines, except as specified, and would 
exempt the adoption of those guidelines from the requirements of the 
Administrative Procedures Act. Similar Bills:  SB 1348 (Steinberg, 2010) – 
Vetoed by Governor on September 30, 2010  and SB 126 (Steinberg, 2011) – 
Amended to relate to agriculture labor relations              This bill would 
establish the East Span, San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge Safety Review 
Task Force to access the anticipated seismic structural performance of the 
East Span of the bridge by conducting a series of specified reviews. Requires 
the Bay Area Toll Authority to reimburse the State Highway Account for all 
funds expended for purposes of the task force. Provides that the records of 
the task force are subject to public disclosure. Provides for indemnification 
of task force members.

Last Action                                               
Vetoed by Governor                     

October 11, 2013                                          
Current Location 

Vetoed                 

SB 416 Liu Surplus Residential 
Property

Funding/Financing This bill makes changes to the Roberti Act governing the sale of surplus 
properties in the State te (SR) 710 corridor and creates the SR 710 
Rehabilitation Account. This bill would require the Department to deposit 
proceeds from sales of SR 710 properties into the account and would 
continuously appropriate these funds for the purpose of providing specified 
repairs to the properties. The total funds maintained in the SR 710 
Rehabilitation Account shall not exceed $500,000, funds exceeding that 
amount shall be transferred to the State Highway Account in the State 
Transportation Fund to be used exclusively to fund eligible projects located 
in Pasadena, Alhambra, La Canada Flintridge, and the community of El 
Sereno in the City of Los Angeles. Projects will be selected and prioritized by 
the affected communities in consultation with LAMetro pursuant to 
guidelines developed by the Commission. Funds will be allocated by the 
Commission and the Commission shall have final authority to approve the 
projects.  The bill specifies that the funds shall not be used to advance or 
construct the proposed North State Route 710 tunnel and Alterntive F-6 in 
the December 2012 Alternatives Analysis document shall no longer be 
deemed a feasible alternative for consideration in any state environmental 
review process.

Last Action                             
Signed by Governor, 

enacted                        
October 1, 2013                        

Current Location 
Chapter 468      
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
SB 425 DeSaulnier Public Works Peer Review 

Act of 2013
Project Delivery This bill would enact the Public Works Peer Review Act of 2013 and would 

allow a public agency, principally tasked with administering, planning, 
developing, and operating a public works project, to establish a specified peer 
review group, as defined, and would require the administering agency, if a 
peer review group is established, to draft a charter, published on the agency's 
website, related to the duties of the peer review group.

Last Action                     
Signed by Governor                 
September 6, 2013                     
Current Location 

Chapter 252                                                     

SB 806 Hueso Department of Motor 
Vehicles: License Plates 
Alternatives Pilot Program

Funding/Financing                   
Planning

This bill would authorize the DMV to establish a pilot program (to be 
completed by Jan. 1, 2017) to evaluate the use of alternatives to stickers, tabs, 
license plates, and registration card, and to report the results of the pilot 
program to the Legislature by July 1, 2018.

Last Action                     
Signed by Governor                 

October 4, 2013                     
Current Location 

Chapter 569                                                    
SB 811 Lara State Highway Route 710 Project Delivery Imposes various requirements on the Department of Transportation with 

respect to the I-710 expansion corridor project in the County of Los 
Angeles. The bill would require the lead agency, in consultation with all 
interested community organizations, to include , within the environmental 
review process for the project, alternatives to address the air quality, public 
health, and mobility impacts the project will have on neighboring 
communities, including, in its entirety, Community Alternative 7, as defined, 
as a complete project alternative.  The bill would require the final 
environmental document approved by the lead agency to include an 
investment in identified mitigation measures and community benefits  for the 
affected communities and the Los Angeles River. The bill would require the 
lead agency to submit a report in that regard to the I-710 EIR/EIS Project 
Committee  at least 90 days prior to approving the final environmental 
document for the project, and would require the Senate Committee on 
Transportation and Housing and the Assembly Committee on Transportation 
to hold a public joint hearing on the proposed final environmental document 
at least 60 days prior to approval of the final environmental document.

Last Action                                               
Vetoed by Governor                     

October 11, 2013                                          
Current Location 

Vetoed                 
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Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
SB 820 Senate Governmental 

Organization Committee
State Government Direct Impact to CTC This bill generally enacts statutory changes to make conforming name 

changes to properly reflect the assignment and reorganization of the functions 
of state government among the newly established executive entities and 
officers established pursuant to the Governor’s Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 
2012 (GRP 2), effective on July 3, 2012, and operative on July 1, 2013. 
Specifically this bill amends Government Code section 14534.1 to state that 
notwithstanding the GRP 2, the commission shall retain independent 
authority to perform the duties and functions prescribed to it under any 
provision of law.

Last Action                     
Signed by Governor                 
September 26, 2013                     
Current Location 

Chapter 353                                                    
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AB 204 Wilk Green Vehicles: Fees Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                 

This bill would express the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation to 
impose a fee in conjunction with registration on green vehicles to address the 
costs of those vehicles using public roads and highways.                                                         

Last Action              
Introduced in Assembly           

January 30, 2013                  
Current Location           

Not Yet Assigned to 
Committee                      

AB 243 Dickinson Local Government: 
Infrastructure Financing 
Districts

Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 
would authorize the creation of an infrastructure and revitalization financing 
district and the issuance of debt with 55% voter approval. The bill would 
authorize a district to finance projects in redevelopment project areas, former 
redevelopment project areas and former military bases if special conditions 
are met. The bill would authorize a district to fund various projects including: 
highways, interchanges, ramps and bridges, arterial streets, parking facilities 
and transit facilities.

Last Action                             
In Assembly for 

concurrence, to inactive 
file                        

September 11, 2013                        
Current Location 

Assembly Inactive File     

AB 317 Hall Transportation: State 
Highways

Direct Impact to CTC         Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                          
This bill would make a non-substantive change to provisions requiring the 
Transportation Commission to program interregional and regional 
transportation capital improvement projects through the State Transportation 
Improvement Program process.                                               

Last Action              
Introduced in Assembly           

February 12, 2013                  
Current Location           

Not Yet Assigned to 
Committee                      

AB 431 Mullin County Employee 
Retirement Benefits 
Transportation: Sustainable 
Communities Funding

Funding/Financing                   
Planning

Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                         
This bill would authorize a Metropolitan Planning Organization to impose a 
transaction and use tax, as specified, at a rate of no more than 0.5% even if 
the  combined rate of this tax and other specified taxes imposed in the county 
exceeds 2%, if certain requirements are met. This bill would require an 
expenditure plan to be prepared with the revenues of the plan to be available 
for transportation, affordable housing, and parks and open space, with the 
remainder of funding to be spent to help attain the goals of the Sustainable 
Communities Strategy.                                                                                                                                 

Last Action                    
In Assembly, passed first 
committee, read second 
time and amended, re-
referred to Committee                  

April 15, 2013                  
Current Location           

Assembly Transportation  
Committee                      
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AB 574 Lowenthal Greenhouse Gas Reduction 

Fund: Sustainable 
Communities

Direct Impact to CTC         
Planning                                        
Environment

Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                            
This bill would require the Air Resources Board to establish standards for the 
use of moneys allocated in the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund for 
sustainable communities projects. This bill would require the Air Resources 
Board to establish the criteria for the development and implementation of 
regional grant programs. This bill would also require the Commission to 
designate the regional granting authority within each region of the state to 
administer the allocated moneys for regional grant programs.                                                                                                  

Last Action                                  
In Assembly 

Appropriations 
Committee, held in 

Committee                      
May 24, 2013                        

Current Location 
Assembly Appropriations 

Committee                                                                         

AB 603 Cooley Public Contracts: Design 
Build: Capitol Southeast 
Connector Project

Project Delivery Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                                                       
Existing law, until January 1, 2014, authorizes certain state and local 
transportation entities, if authorized by the California Transportation 
Commission, to use a design-build process for contracts on transportation 
projects, as specified. Existing law establishes a procedure for submitting 
bids that includes a requirement that design-build entities provide a 
statement of qualifications submitted to the transportation entity that is 
verified under oath, subject to penalty of perjury. This bill would authorize 
the Capitol Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority to utilize design-
build procurement for the Southeast Connector Project in Sacramento 
County, subject to authorization by the commission. The bill would require a 
transportation entity, as defined, awarding a contract for a public works 
project pursuant to these provisions, to reimburse the Department of 
Industrial Relations for costs of performing prevailing wage monitoring and 
enforcement of the public works project and would require moneys collected 
to be deposited into the State Public Works Enforcement Fund, a 
continuously appropriated fund. By depositing money in a continuously 
appropriated fund, the bill would make an appropriation. This bill would 
make legislative findings and declarations as to the necessity of a special 
statute for Sacramento County.                                                                                                                                                                                               

Last Action              
Amended April 16, 2013                        

Current Location 
Assembly Transportation 

Committee                                  
Not Heard in Committee 

April 22, 2013 as 
scheduled             
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AB 680 Salas Transportation Funds 

Transportation: 
Interregional Road System

As amended, no longer 
impacting 
Funding/Financing                

Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 
would make a technical, non-substantive change to provisions of existing law 
requiring funds in the State Highway Account to be programmed, budgeted, 
and expended to maximize the use of federal funds and according to specified 
sequence of priorities, and to provide information to the Legislature to 
substantiate the department's proposed capital outlay support budget. 
Existing law requires certain transportation funds made available for 
transportation capital improvement projects to be programmed and 
expended in specified amounts for interregional improvements and regional 
improvements. Existing law specifies the state highway routes that are 
included in the interregional road system and the state highway routes that 
are eligible interregional and intercounty routes. This bill would include 
State Highway Route 43 as an eligible interregional and intercounty route.

Last Action                                  
In Senate Appropriations, 

held in committee                     
August 30, 2013                        

Current Location Senate 
Appropriations 

Committee                                                                         

AB 690 Campos Jobs and Infrastructure 
Education Financing 
Districts: Voter Approval

Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                          
This bill would revise and recast the provisions governing infrastructure 
financing districts and provide for the creation of jobs and education 
infrastructure financing districts with 55% voter approval. This bill would 
authorize a public financing authority to enter into joint powers agreements 
with affected taxing entities with regard to non-taxing authority or powers 
only. This bill would authorize a district to fund various projects including: 
highways, interchanges, ramps and bridges, arterial streets, parking facilities 
and transit facilities. 

Last Action                    
In Assembly, read second 

time and amended. Re-
referred to Local 

Government Committee                                     
September 11, 2013            
Current Location 
Assembly Local 

Government Committee             
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AB 737 Fox                                 

Assembly  Co-Authors: 
Bonilla, Brown, Daly, 

Garcia, Harkey, Roger, 
Hernandez, Muratsuchi, 
Perea, Torres, Wagner, 
Wieckowski, Williams                 

Senate Co-Author: 
Berryhill

Unmanned Aircraft 
Systems: Test Sites                                                                          
Space Flight Liability

Aeronautics Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th The 
Space Flight Liability and Immunity Act requires a space flight entity, as 
defined, to collect a signed warning statement from each participant in 
space flight activities. The warning statement is required to inform the 
participant that there is limited civil liability for bodily injury sustained as a 
result of the inherent risks associated with space flight activities. The act 
limits the liability of a space flight entity that complies with these provisions. 
The act also provides that limited liability under these provisions does not 
limit or prevent the liability of a space flight entity that commits an act of 
gross negligence or willful or wanton disregard for the safety of the 
participant, that intentionally causes a participant injury, or that has actual 
knowledge or reasonably should have known of a dangerous condition, as 
provided. This bill would include a manufacturer or supplier of components, 
services, or vehicles that have been reviewed by the United States Federal 
Aviation Administration as part of issuing a license, permit, or other 
authorization pursuant to specified provisions of federal law relating to 
commercial space launch activities as a space flight entity with limited 
liability for any participant injury. This bill would additionally provide that 
limited liability under these provisions does not limit or prevent the liability 
of a space flight entity that manufactures or supplies a product with a defect. 
This bill would prohibit a space flight entity' s liability from being limited 
unless the space flight entity presents to and files with the Secretary of State 
a certification of insurance, as specified. This bill would repeal the Space 
Flight Liability and Immunity Act on July 1, 2021.

Last Action                     
In Senate, re-referred to 

Judiciary Committee                       
June 13, 2013                             

Current Location           
Senate Judiciary 

Committee                    

AB 749 Gorell Public Private Partnerships Project Delivery Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                            
This bill would extend the sunset provision from January 1, 2017 to January 
1, 2022. This bill would also state the intent of the Legislature for a project 
developed under these provisions to have specified characteristics.

Last Action                      
In Assembly 

Transportation 
Committee, not heard                  

April 29, 2013                    
Current Location 

Assembly Transportation 
Committee    
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AB 823 Eggman California Farmland 

Protection Act
Environment Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                                           

This bill would enact the California Farmland Protection Act, which would 
require that an applicant for a lead agency reviewing a development project, 
as defined, that involves the conversion of agricultural land to a permanent or 
long-term nonagricultural use, including a residential, commercial, civic, 
industrial, infrastructure, or other similar use, at a minimum, mitigate the 
identified environmental impacts associated with the conversion of those 
lands through the permanent protection and conservation of land suitable for 
agricultural uses, and would require that an adopted mitigation measure 
providing for the protection of agricultural land meet specified requirements. 
The act would require that any lands identified and proposed for conservation 
and protection meet specified criteria. The act would provide that a project is 
deemed to have fully mitigated all identified significant project-level and 
cumulative impacts on agricultural resources and no further mitigation is 
required if specified conditions are met  The act would require the Office of 

Last Action              
Passed from Assembly 

Natural Resources 
Committee                   

April 29, 2013                        
Current Location 

Assembly Agriculture 
Committee                  

AB 863 Torres Transit Projects: 
Environmental Review 
Process

Environment Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                                              
Authorizes the Department of Transportation to assume responsibilities for 
federal review and clearance under the National Environmental Policy Act 
for a transit project that is subject to the act. Provides that the state consents 
to the jurisdiction of the federal courts in that regard, and provides that the 
department may not assert immunity from suit under the U.S. Constitution 
with regard to actions brought relative to those responsibilities under federal 
law.

Last Action              
Referred to Committee 

March 4, 2013            
Current Location 

Assembly Transportation 
and Natural Resources 

Committees                 

AB 852 Dickinson Environmental Quality: 
Exemption

Environment Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 
revises the exemption from the CEQA for residential, employment center, 
and mixed-use development project that require the project and specific plan 
to be consistent with the general use designation, density, building intensity, 
and applicable policies specified for the project area and accepted project 
area policies for which a planning organization's determination and 
alternative planning would achieve the greenhouse gas emission reduction 
targets

Last Action                                        
In Assembly, refused to 

concur with Senate 
amendments, motion to 

reconsider              
September 12, 2013            
Current Location 

Assembly Unfinished 
Business - 

Reconsideration                



California Transportation Commission
Status of Active State and Federal Legislation

December 11, 2013 Commission Meeting Attachment B

Page 14 of 23

Bill # Author Title Subject Description Status
AB 886 T. Allen California Transportation 

Finance Authority: Tax 
credit certificates for 
exporters and importers: 
Income tax credit

Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                 
This bill would authorize the California Transportation Financing Authority 
to award tax credit certificates to exporters and importers that demonstrate 
that they have increased their cargo tonnage or value through state ports and 
airports by specified amounts or have a net increase in qualified full-time 
employees hired in the state or have incurred capital costs for cargo facilities 
in the state. The bill would require the authority to provide a report to the 
Legislature regarding the tax credit certificate program, as provided. This 
bill would allow credits under the Personal Income Tax and Corporation Tax 
laws.

Last Action                      
Passed from Revenue and 

Taxation Committee to 
Appropriations                        
May 13, 2013                      

Current Location 
Assembly Appropriations 

Committee                     

AB 963 Levine State Contracts: 
RFP Procedures

Project Delivery                              
Environment

Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                                                
This bill would require a bidder's record of environmentally preferable 
purchasing to be a factor in awarding a contract under a request for proposal.

Last Action                                
In Assembly 

Appropriations 
Committee, not heard                      

May 24, 2013                  
Current Location           

Assembly Appropriations 
Committee 

AB 1002 Bloom Vehicles: Registration Fees Funding/Financing                   
Planning

Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                          
This bill would, in addition to any other taxes and fees specified in the 
Vehicle Code and the Revenue and Taxation Code, impose a tax of $6 to be 
paid at the time of registration or renewal of registration of every vehicle 
subject to registration under the Vehicle Code in a county that is in a 
metropolitan planning organization required to prepare a sustainable 
communities strategy as part of its regional transportation plan, except as 
specified. This bill would require the Department of Motor Vehicles, after 
deducting all reasonable administrative costs, to remit the money generated 
by the tax for deposit in the Sustainable Communities Strategy Subaccount, 
which the bill would establish in the Motor Vehicle Account. The bill would 
make funds in the subaccount available, upon appropriation by the 
Legislature, for specified purposes.

Last Action                       
In Assembly, read second 

time and amended, re-
referred to Local 

Government Committee                       
April 23, 2013                  

Current Location           
Assembly Local 

Government Committee               
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AB 1046 Gordon Department of 

Transportation: Innovative 
Delivery

Project Delivery

Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th States 
the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that would facilitate the 
implementation of the master agreement executed by the Department of 
Transportation and the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority for the 
Innovative Delivery Team Demonstration Program. This bill would authorize 
the department's District 4 director to direct existing District 4 resources to 
the Innovative Delivery Team Demonstration Program and to authorize 
department staff to perform reimbursed work for projects on and off the state 
highway system within the boundaries of the County of Santa Clara 
pursuant to the master agreement, as defined, and accompanying work 
programs, as defined.

Last Action                             
In Senate Appropriations 

Committee, not heard                        
August 19, 2013                        

Current Location Senate 
Appropriations 

Committee      

AB 1081 Medina Economic Development: 
Goods-Movement 
Infrastructure

Funding/Financing                   
Planning

Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th Existing 
law requires the Governor, in conjunction with the Governor's Budget, to 
submit annually to the Legislature a proposed 5-year infrastructure plan 
containing specified information concerning infrastructure needed by state 
agencies, public schools, public post secondary educational institutions and a 
proposal for funding the needed infrastructure. This bill would require the 
infrastructure plan to include information related to infrastructure identified 
by state and federal transportation authorities and recommendations for 
private sector financing as specified. 

Last Action                                  
In Senate Appropriations, 

held in committee                     
August 30, 2013                        

Current Location Senate 
Appropriations 

Committee                                                                         

AB 1179 Bocanegra Regional Transportation 
Plan: Sustainable 
Communities Strategy

Planning Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                               
This bill would additionally require the sustainable communities strategy to 
identify, in consultation with each local educational agency in the region, 
future facilities sites, or existing facilities that may be modernized or 
expanded how the sustainable communities strategy  may impact school 
enrollments and capacities and the need for new school site or expansion or 
modernization of existing school sites, as specified.

Last Action              
Amended and re-referred 

to Committee            
March 21, 2013                  

Current Location           
Assembly Local 

Government Committee               
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AB 1194 Ammiano and V.M Perez Safe Routes to School 

Program
Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 

would provide that the program may fund both construction and 
noninfrastructure activities, as specified.  The bill would require the program 
to be funded by an annual appropriation in the budget act of not less than 
$46,000,000, consisting of federal and state transportation funds eligible to 
be expended for this purpose. The bill would require 20% of program funds 
to be used for noninfrastructure activities, as specified.  The bill would 
authorize the transfer of the responsibility for selecting projects and awarding 
grants from the Department of Transportation to the California 
Transportation Commission, at the discretion of the Transportation Agency. 
The bill would require the Department of Transportation to employ a full 
time coordinator to administer the program.  The bill would also delete 
references to a superseded federal transportation act.

Last Action                                     
In Senate Transportation 
and Housing Committee, 

not heard                       
July 2, 2013                        

Current Location Senate 
Transportation and 
Housing Committee     

ACA 8 Blumenfield Local Government 
Financing: Voter Approval

Funding/Financing This measure would lower to 55% the voter-approval threshold for a city, 
county, or city and county to incur bonded indebtedness in the form of 
general obligation bonds to fund specified public improvements and facilities 
including transportation infrastructures, streets and roads, sidewalks, transit 
systems, highways, freeways etc.

Last Action                                         
In Senate, re-referred to 

Appropriations 
Committee                               

June 27, 2013                  
Current Location           

Senate Appropriations 
Committee                    

SB 1 Steinberg Sustainable Communities 
Investment Authority

Funding/Financing                   
Planning

Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 
would authorize certain public entities of a Sustainable Communities 
Investment Area, as described, to form a Sustainable Communities 
Investment Authority (authority) to carry out the Community Redevelopment 
Law in a specified manner. The bill would require the authority to adopt a 
Sustainable Communities Investment Plan for a Sustainable Communities 
Investment Area and authorize the authority to include in that plan a 
provision for the receipt of tax increment funds provided that certain 
economic development and planning requirements are met. The bill would 
authorize the legislative body of a city or county forming an authority to 
dedicate any portion of its net available revenue, as defined, to the authority 
through its Sustainable Communities Investment Plan. The bill would require 
the authority to contract for an independent financial and performance audit 
every 5 years.

Last Action                                     
In Senate, to Inactive File                      

September 12, 2013                        
Current Location Senate 

Inactive File  
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SB 15 Padilla Aviation: Unmanned 

Aircraft Systems
Aeronautics Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 

would, under existing civil and criminal provisions, provide that engaging in 
the prohibited activities with devices or instrumentalities affixed to or 
contained within an unmanned aircraft system is included within the 
prohibitions. With respect to the criminal provisions, the bill would impose a 
state mandated local program by changing the definition of a crime. This bill 
would also provide that an unmanned aircraft system may not be equipped 
with a weapon. This bill would define "unmanned aircraft system" for all of 
these purposes. This bill would additionally require that an application for a 
search warrant specify if an unmanned aircraft system, as defined, will be 
used in the execution of the search warrant, and the intended purpose for 
which the unmanned aircraft system will be used.

This bill would also state the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that 
would establish appropriate standards for the use of unmanned aircraft 
systems.

Last Action                         
In Assembly Public 
Safety Committee, 

reconsideration granted                            
August 27, 2013            
Current Location 

Assembly Public Safety  
Committee                                             

SB 33 Wolk and Frazier Infrastructure Financing 
Districts: Voter Approval

Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 
would revise provisions governing infrastructure financing districts. This bill 
would eliminate the requirement of voter approval for creation of the district 
and for bond issuance, and would authorize the legislative body to create the 
district subject to specified procedures. This bill would authorize the creation 
of such district subject to specified procedure and would authorize a district 
to finance specified actions and projects including: : highways, interchanges, 
ramps and bridges, arterial streets, parking facilities and transit facilities. 

Last Action                     
In Assembly, to inactive 

file                     
September 11, 2013                  
Current Location           

Assembly Inactive File                      

SB 408 De Leon Transportation Funds  Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                           
This bill relates to transportation funds available for capital improvement 
projects. This bill would provide that remaining funds are available for the 
study of, and development and implementation of, capital improvement 
projects.

Last Action              
Referred to Committee 

February 28, 2013            
Current Location Senate 

Rules Committee                  
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SB 444 De Leon State Highway Route 86: 

Relinquishment
Direct Impact to the 
Commission

Note: the legislative authority for this relinquishment is now being 
undertaken in SB 788. This bill would authorize the Commission to 
relinquish to the cities of Brawley, El Centro, and Imperial and the County of 
Imperial, specified portions of State Route 86 under certain conditions. This 
bill redesignates a specified portion of such route as part of State Route 78 
following relinquishment and requires the relinquishments to be done at no 
cost to the state, unless the Commission makes a finding of need. 

Last Action              
Referred to Committee 

April 11, 2013            
Current Location Senate 

Transportation and 
Housing Committee                  

SB 486 DeSaulnier Office of Legal Compliance 
and Ethics Office of 
Strategic Assessment and 
Accountability

Direct Impact to the 
Commission

Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 
would create the Office of Legal Compliance and Ethics (office) within the 
agency and require the director of the office to organize the office with the 
approval of the audit committee, as defined. Creates the Office of Strategic 
Assessment and Accountability, which would be responsible for ensuring the 
ongoing performance measurement, transparency, and public accountability 
of the Department. Requires the office to issue reports measuring the 
department's success in meeting performance benchmarks and to compile 
and make such reports publicly available and to report at least quarterly to 
the Commission beginning July 2014. This bill would require the Secretary 
of the Transportation Agency, in consultation with the Director of 
Transportation, to identify performance measurement benchmarks on which 
the department would be required to report in specified areas, including, 
among others, enhancement of public safety and environmental 
sustainability. Requires the Department to issue reports and the 

          

Last Action                                     
In Assembly, to inactive 

file                        
September 10, 2013                        
Current Location 

Assembly Inactive File  

SB 661 Hill False Advertising Project Delivery Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                                   
Eliminates the requirement in existing law that any article, unit, or part of the 
merchandise be substantially manufactured in the United States in order for 
the merchandise to advertise that it is made in the United States. Provides any 
merchandise that has been substantially made, manufactured, or produced 
within the United States if specified requirements are met. Creates a 
rebuttable presumption if an independent 3rd party verification entity 
certifies that merchandising meets the requirements.

Last Action              
Heard in Senate Judiciary 
Committee May 7, 2013            

Current Location Senate 
Judiciary Committee                  
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SB 731 Steinberg Environment: California 

Environmental Quality Act
Environment Note: this bill did not pass out of the Legislature by September 13th This bill 

would enact the "CEQA Modernization Act of 2013" which would revise the 
California Environmental Quality Act to, among other things, provide greater 
certainty for smart infill development. States the intent of the Legislature to 
provide funds annually to the Strategic Growth Council for the purposes of 
providing planning incentive grants to local and regional agencies to 
implement Sustainable Communities Strategies. May 7th version adds a 
requirement for the Attorney General to annually submit to the Legislature a 
report containing specified information on CEQA litigation in the state, 
removes reference to funding from the Alternative and Renewable Fuel and 
Vehicle Technology Fund, and would require appropriation of funds by the 
Legislature for the Strategic Growth Council. 

Last Action                                     
Passed from Assembly 
Committee on Local 

Government, to second 
reading                      

September 11, 2013                        
Current Location 
Assembly Second 

Reading File  

SB 791 Wyland Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax: 
Rate Adjustment

Funding/Financing Note: this bill did not pass out of house of origin by May 31st deadline                                                                               
This bill would eliminate the requirement that the State Board of 
Equalization adjust the rate of the excise tax on motor vehicle fuel and would 
require the Department of Finance to annually calculate that rate and report 
that calculated rate to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee. Provides the 
rate for the state's next fiscal year would remain the same as the rate of the 
current fiscal year or would decrease. Provides the rate may increase upon a 
future act by the Legislature.

Last Action              
Referred to Committee 

April 11, 2013            
Current Location Senate  

Committees on 
Transportation and 

Housing and Governance 
and Finance                      
Not heard in 

Transportation and 
Housing Committee 

April 30, 2013                                    

SCA 1 Wyland State Auditor: Duties Direct Impact to the 
Commission

This measure would require the California State Auditor to biennially 
conduct a specified 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                              
Re-referred to Committee 

February 7, 2013                                 
Current Location Senate 

Committees on 
Governmental 

Organization and 
Elections & 

Constitutional 
Amendments                  
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SCA 4 Liu                                                 

Senate Co-Author: 
Pavley                                                   

Assembly Co-Author: 
Bonilla

Local Government 
Transportation Projects: 
Special Taxes: Voter 
Approval

Funding/Financing 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, if the proposition proposing the tax includes certain 
requirements including: (a) The ballot proposition contains a specific list of 
programs and purposes to be funded and a requirement that tax proceeds be 
spent solely for those programs and purposes (b) The ballot proposition 
includes a requirement for annual independent audit of the amount of tax 
proceeds collected and expended and the specified purposes and programs 
funded and (c) The ballot proposition requires the governing board to create 
a citizens oversight committee to review all expenditures of proceeds and 
financial audits and report its finding to the governing board and public. 

Last Action                              
In Senate, read second 
time and amended, re-

referred  to Senate Rules 
Committee                           

August 28, 2013                  
Current Location           

Senate Second Reading 
File                

Commission Adopted 
Position

Support position adopted 
1-8-13                            

Support letter issued       
1-14-13

SCA 6 DeSaulnier Initiative Measures: 
Funding Source

Funding/Financing This measure would prohibit an initiative measure that would result in a net 
increase in state or local government costs, other than costs attributable to the 
issuance, sale or repayment of bonds, from being submitted to the electors or 
having any effect unless and until the Legislative Analyst and the Director of 
Finance jointly determine that the initiative measure provides for additional 
revenues in an amount that meets or exceeds the net increase in costs.

Last Action                    
In Senate, read second 
time, to third reading                      

May 24, 2013                  
Current Location           

Senate Third Reading 
File                                   
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SCA 8 Corbett                                           

Assembly Co-Author: 
Wieckowski

Transportation Projects: 
Special Taxes: Voter 
Approval

Funding/Financing 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,  if the proposition proposing the tax includes certain 
requirements including: (a) The ballot proposition contains a specific list of 
programs and purposes to be funded and a requirement that tax proceeds be 
spent solely for those programs and purposes (b) The ballot proposition 
includes a requirement for annual independent audit of the amount of tax 
proceeds collected and expended and the specified purposes and programs 
funded and (c) The ballot proposition requires the governing board to create 
a citizens oversight committee to review all expenditures of proceeds and 
financial audits and report its finding to the governing board and public. 

Last Action                              
From Senate 

Transportation and 
Housing Committee, 

adopted and re-referred 
to Senate Rules 

Committee                           
August 27, 2013                  

Current Location           
Senate Rules Committee                
Commission Adopted 

Position
Support position adopted 

1-8-13                            
Support letter issued       

1-14-13

Proposed 
Initiative 

Constitutional 
Amendment             
13-0045/46

                                  
Transportation California 
and California Alliance 

for Jobs

California Road Repairs 
Act of 2014

Funding/Financing` The “California Road Repairs Act of 2014” would phase in a 1 percent 
increase in the vehicle license fee by raising it 0.25 percent per year for four 
years, with the full fee taking effect in 2018. Upon issuance of a circulating 
title and summary by the Attorney General, proponents may begin circulation 
of the petition. 807,615 signatures by registered voters are needed to qualify 
the proposed Initiative Constitutional Amendment for the November 2014 
General Election Ballot.

Last Action              
Request for title and 
summary filed with 

Attorney General's Office            
November 18, 2013                  
Current Location           
Attorney General's 

Office, awaiting 
circulating title and 

summary

HR 711 Foxx Federal Transportation 
Projects and Wage 
Requirements

Project Delivery This bill would enact the "Highway Trust Fund Reform Act of 2013" and 
would amend Titles 23 and 49 of the United States Code to repeal wage 
requirements applicable to laborers and mechanics employed on Federal-aid 
highway and public transportation construction projects

Last Action              
Referred to Committee            

February 15, 2013                  
Current Location           

House Committee on 
Transportation and 

Infrastructure: referred to 
Subcommittee on 

Highways and Transit
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HR 1419 Hahn Bridge Repair and 

Reconstruction Grants
Funding/Financing This bill would enact the "Bridge to Jobs Act" and would provide funding to 

each state to cover all the costs to repair or reconstruct a bridge determined 
by the Federal Highway Administration to be structurally deficient.

Last Action              
Referred to Committee            

April 10, 2013                  
Current Location           

House Committee on 
Transportation and 

Infrastructure: referred to 
Subcommittee on 

Highways and Transit

HR 1544 Petri Urban and Regional Rail 
Corridor Development

Funding/Financing This bill would enact the "National High Performance Passenger Rail 
Transportation-Oriented Development Act of 2013" which would promote 
transportation-oriented development and encourage dedicated revenue 
sources for urban and regional rail corridor development.

Last Action              
Referred to Committee            

April 15, 2013                  
Current Location           

House Committee on 
Transportation and 

Infrastructure: referred to 
Subcommittees on 

Highways & Transit and 
Railroads, Pipelines & 
Hazardous Materials

HR 2610 Latham Appropriations for the 
Departments of 
Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban 
Development

Funding/Financing This bill would make appropriations for the Departments of Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2014. Related S 1243.

Last Action              
Introduced in House            

July 2, 2013                  
Current Location           

House Union Calendar

S 208 Feinstein Helicopter Noise Reduction 
Regulations

Aeronautics This bill would require the Federal Aviation Administration to prescribe 
regulations to reduce helicopter noise pollution in residential areas in Los 
Angeles County, California.

Last Action              
Referred to Committee            

February 4, 2013                  
Current Location           

Senate Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation
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S 1243 Murray                                                Transportation Housing 

and Urban Development 
Funds

Funding/Financing The bill would make appropriations for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2014. Related HR 2610.

Last Action                                   
In Senate, SA 1749 

(Portman) agreed to on 
Senate Floor            July 

24, 2013                  
Current Location           

Senate Floor
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2014 TENTATIVE LEGISLATIVE CALENDAR 
 

January 6  Legislature reconvenes (second-year of 2013-2014 session begins) 
 
January 17 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to fiscal committees 

fiscal bills introduced in the odd numbered year 
 
January 24 Last day for any committee to hear and report to the floor bills introduced 

in that house in the odd-numbered year 
 
January 31 Last day for each house to pass bills introduced in that house in the odd-

numbered year 
 
February 21 Last day for bills to be introduced 
 
May 2 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to fiscal committees 

bills introduced in their house 
 
May 9 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to the floor non-fiscal 

bills introduced in their house 
 
May 16 Last day for policy committees to meet prior to June 2 
 
May 23 Last day for fiscal committees to hear and report to the floor bills 

introduced in their house. Last day for fiscal committees to meet prior to 
June 2 

 
May 27-30 Floor session only, no committees until June 2 
 
June 15 Budget Bill must pass by midnight 
 
June 27 Last day for policy committees to meet and report bills 
 
August 15 Last day for fiscal committees to meet and report bills 
 
August 18-31 Floor session only, no committees may meet. 
 
August 22 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to fiscal committees 

fiscal bills 
 
August 31 Last day for each house to pass bills 
 
September 30 Last day for Governor to sign or veto bills passed by the Legislature 

before September 1st and in the Governor’s possession on or after 
September 1st  
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State of California                                                                                                                California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
  

 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 
 

M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

  Reference No.: 4.6 
Action Item 

From: STEVEN KECK 
Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: William D. Bronte, Chief 
Division of Rail 
 

Subject: AMENDMENT TO PROPOSITION 1B INTERCITY RAIL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
RESOLUTION ICR1B-P-1314-02, AMENDING RESOLUTION ICR1B-P-1314-01 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) consent to amend the Proposition 1B Intercity Rail 
Improvement Program (ICR1B) project list to delete the Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track - 
Segment 8 Project, add the Van Nuys North Platform Station Improvement Project, and modify 
the funding plans for the New Station Track at LA Union Station Project and the Raymer to 
Bernson Double Track Project and modify the Northern California Maintenance Facility Project. 
 
ISSUE: 
The Department requests that the following actions be taken with the Proposition 1B Intercity 
Rail Improvement Program: 

• Deprogram the Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track – Segment 8 project and reprogram 
$30,500,000 in unallocated funds to another project. 

• Add the Van Nuys North Platform Station Improvements project to be funded with 
$30,500,000 from the deprogrammed Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track – Segment 8 
project and $4,000,000 from the New Station Track at LA Union Station project. 

• Deprogram $13,300,000 of unallocated funds from the New Station Track at LA Union 
Station project and reprogram those funds to other projects. 

• Program an additional $9,300,000 to the Raymer to Bernson Double Track project from 
the New Station Track at LA Union Station project. 

• Modify the project description for the Northern California Maintenance Facility Project 
to update name, scope and funding plan. 
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Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track – Segment 8 
Segment 8 of the LA to Fullerton triple track effort will complete the rail and signal work 
contracted with Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway (BNSF).  Segment 8 of the overall project 
became fully funded through cost savings from previous segments, redirected Traffic Congestion 
Relief Program (TCRP) funds from the Valley View Grade Separation project and a Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) grant.  The unallocated ICR1B funds associated with this project 
are to be reprogrammed to the Van Nuys North Platform Station Improvements Project. 
 
Van Nuys North Platform Station Improvements 
Initial design and environmental clearance for the Van Nuys Station Improvements project has 
been funded through an FRA grant.  Van Nuys is ready to proceed into final design.  The project 
is to be funded with $30,500,000 from Triple Track Segment 8 and $4,000,000 from the Union 
Station New Track project. 
 
The Van Nuys project will improve travel times for Pacific Surfliner intercity passenger service. 
It will also generate cross modal benefits to the corridor’s commuter and freight rail services and 
will improve operational reliability.  These benefits are consistent with the ICR1B Program 
guidelines and the State’s intercity passenger rail goals for the corridor. 
 

Funding Source PA&ED PS&E ROW CON TOTAL 
Local $200,000    $200,000 

Federal $800,000    $800,000 
Proposition 1B  $4,000,000  $30,500,000 $34,500,000 

TOTAL $1,000,000 $4,000,000 $0 $30,500,000 $35,500,000 
 
Los Angeles New Station Tracks 
Phases 1 and 2 at Union Station are complete.  There are savings of $13,300,000 in ICR1B funds 
available for reprogramming to the Van Nuys North Platform Station Improvements project and 
the existing Raymer to Bernson Double Track project. 
 
Raymer to Bernson Double Track 
Initial design and environmental clearance for the Raymer to Bernson Double Track has been 
funded through an FRA grant.  The additional funds to be programmed to this will be used for 
the completion of the plans specifications and estimate (PS&E) package.  The project expects to 
be ready for a construction allocation with the funding available in the 2015-16 STIP. 
 
The benefits of the Raymer to Bernson Double Track project are consistent with the ICR1B 
Program guidelines and are consistent with the State’s intercity passenger rail goals for this 
corridor. 
 

Funding Source PA&ED PS&E ROW CON TOTAL 
Local $391,000    $391,000 

Federal $1,564,000    $1,564,000 
Proposition 1B  $6,500,000  $10,300,000 $16,800,000 
2015-16 STIP    $63,500,000 $63,500,000 

TOTAL $1,955,000 $6,500,000 $0 $73,800,000 $82,255,000 
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Northern California Maintenance Facility 
Northern California is served with daily intercity passenger rail services along the Capital and 
San Joaquin Corridors utilizing a pooled fleet of state owned equipment that consists of both rail 
cars and locomotives.  This equipment requires daily service and cleaning, re stocking of 
consumable supplies, scheduled preventative maintenance, emergency repairs and a location for 
nightly layovers while not in service. 
 

Critical aspects of efficient equipment  management for a pooled fleet serving two unique routes 
is to locate a maintenance facility at a shared way point for both corridors, with a terminus point 
being the most efficient by eliminating or minimizing deadhead moves.  Sacramento and 
Oakland provide a common terminus location for both Corridors, Bakersfield provides a nightly 
layover facility at the southern terminus of the San Joaquin Corridor. 
 

The existing Oakland facility is nearing operational capacity with impacts to equipment 
maintenance and operations. Even with additional shifts, overtime or weekend work, the physical 
constraints of the facility hinder the service needed for all equipment, which will include the 14 
Comet Cars being added to the existing Northern California pooled fleet and the new equipment 
for which the State has currently entered into a contract to build.  PA&ED will be achieved 
utilizing STIP funds to determine the most appropriate design and location for the maintenance 
services needed for the Northern California railcar fleet. 
 

In addition to ICR1B funds, this project is programmed with interregional funds from the State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).  The period for allocation of the programmed 
STIP funds for the project were previously extended by Commission action in June 2012 and 
June 2013. 
 

Funding Source PA&ED PS&E ROW CON TOTAL 
Proposition 1B   $900,000 $18,251,000 $19,151,000 
2012-13 STIP $6,600,000    $6,600,000 
2014-15 STIP   $18,850,000  $18,850,000 

TOTAL $6,600,000 $0 $19,750,000 $18,251,000 $44,601,000 
 
BACKGROUND: 

The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, 
approved by voters as Proposition 1B, provides $400 million, upon appropriation by the 
Legislature, to the Department for intercity passenger rail improvement projects.   

This $400 million program is part of the $4 billion Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA).  This account is to be used to 
fund public transportation projects.  Pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 
8879.50 of the Government Code, the Department is the administrative agency for the 
PTMISEA. 
 
At its December 2007 meeting, the Commission approved the guidelines for intercity passenger 
rail projects in the PTMISEA.  The guidelines allow the Department, if necessary, to return to 
the Commission to request its consent to modify the project list. 
 
The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold underline in the revised 
Proposition 1B Intercity Rail Projects list.  
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PROPOSITION 1B INTERCITY RAIL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AMENDMENT (Proposed) 
Project/Description Corridor  Funding Request  

Procure New Rail Cars:  1 
Purchase bi-level intercity rail cars and locomotives (est. 42 cars and 
6 locomotives). 

Capitol Corridor, 
Pacific Surfliner, San 

Joaquin 
 $        150,000,000  

Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track - Segment 6:  1 
Construct third main track from MP 154.5 to MP 157.6 

Pacific Surfliner, 
Metrolink  $          32,000,000  

Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track - Segment 8:  1 
Construct third main track from MP 157.4 to MP 158.8 

Pacific Surfliner, 
Metrolink 

 $          30,500,000  
 $          0 

New Station Track at LA Union Station:  1 
Build new track, platform and renovate canopies. 

Pacific Surfliner, 
Metrolink 

 $          35,100,000  
  $          21,800,000 

San Onofre to Pulgas Double Track Project – Phase 1:  1 
Design and environmental work for Phases 1 and 2 of project, plus 
construction of Phase 1. 

Pacific Surfliner  $          30,000,000  

Northern California Sacramento Maintenance Facility: 
Design and build storage track and maintenance facility. 

Capitol Corridor, 
San Joaquin  $          19,151,000  

Oakley to Port Chicago:  1 
Construct double track. San Joaquin  $          25,450,000  

Coast Daylight Track and Signal:   
Track and signal project to allow Pacific Surfliner extension to San 
Francisco Bay Area. 

Pacific Surfliner,  
Coast Daylight  $          25,000,000  

Kings Park Track and Signal Improvements:  1 
Improve track and signals along San Joaquin Intercity rail line near 
Hanford in Kings County.  

San Joaquin  $            3,500,000  

Wireless Network for Northern California IPR Fleet:  1 
Install a wireless communication network on the Northern California IPR 
fleet for passenger amenity, support of safety and security, and expand 
ADA compliance for on-train communications. 

Capitol Corridor, 
San Joaquin  $            3,750,000  

Raymer to Bernson Double Track:   
Construct double track from MP 453.1 to MP 446.8 in Los Angeles 
County. 

Pacific Surfliner, 
Metrolink 
LAMTA 

  
$             7,500,000 
$           16,800,000            

Van Nuys North Platform:   
Construct Second Platform in Los Angeles County. 

Pacific Surfliner, 
LAMTA $          34,500,000  

Santa Margarita Bridge and Double Track:  1 
Replace bridge with 2-track bridge and construct additional double track.   Pacific Surfliner   $          16,206,000  

Emeryville Station and Track Improvements:  1 
Extend siding track with associated signal and other track. 

Capitol Corridor,                
San Joaquin   $            6,250,000  

Bahia Benicia Crossover:  1 
Construct crossover between two mainline tracks and additional track 
improvements and upgrades including frog replacement and tie tamping 
on the Capitol Corridor. 

Capitol Corridor  $            4,750,000  

SCRRA Sealed Corridor:  1 
Enhance safety of grade crossings and Railroad Right of Way. Metrolink  $            3,000,000  

SUB-TOTAL ALL PROJECTS  $        392,157,000  
Bond Issuance Costs - Loan admin costs, arbitrage rebates, etc.2  $            7,843,000  

TOTAL RAIL BOND FUNDS  $        400,000,000  
1.  Projects with CTC allocations (full or partial).   
2.  Bond Issuance Cost is 2 percent of the Bond amount.   
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PROPOSITION 1B INTERCITY RAIL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AMENDMENT (Amended) 
Project/Description Corridor  Funding Request  

Procure New Rail Cars:  1 
Purchase bi-level intercity rail cars and locomotives (est. 42 cars and 
6 locomotives). 

Capitol Corridor, 
Pacific Surfliner, San 

Joaquin 
 $        150,000,000 

Commerce/Fullerton Triple Track - Segment 6:  1 
Construct third main track from MP 154.5 to MP 157.6 

Pacific Surfliner, 
Metrolink  $          32,000,000 

New Station Track at LA Union Station:  1 
Build new track, platform and renovate canopies. 

Pacific Surfliner, 
Metrolink  $          21,800,000 

San Onofre to Pulgas Double Track Project – Phase 1:  1 
Design and environmental work for Phases 1 and 2 of project, plus 
construction of Phase 1. 

Pacific Surfliner  $          30,000,000 

Northern California Maintenance Facility: 
Design and build storage track and maintenance facility. 

Capitol Corridor,  
San Joaquin  $          19,151,000 

Oakley to Port Chicago:  1 
Construct double track. San Joaquin  $          25,450,000  

Coast Daylight Track and Signal:   
Track and signal project to allow Pacific Surfliner extension to San 
Francisco Bay Area. 

Pacific Surfliner,  
Coast Daylight  $          25,000,000 

Kings Park Track and Signal Improvements:  1 
Improve track and signals along San Joaquin Intercity rail line near 
Hanford in Kings County.  

San Joaquin  $            3,500,000 

Wireless Network for Northern California IPR Fleet:  1 
Install a wireless communication network on the Northern California IPR 
fleet for passenger amenity, support of safety and security, and expand 
ADA compliance for on-train communications. 

Capitol Corridor, 
San Joaquin  $            3,750,000 

Raymer to Bernson Double Track:   
Construct double track from MP 453.1 to MP 446.8 in Ventura County. 

Pacific Surfliner, 
LAMTA  $          16,800,000 

Van Nuys North Platform 
Construct second platform at the Van Nuys station 

Pacific Surfliner, 
LAMTA $           34,500,000 

Santa Margarita Bridge and Double Track:  1 
Replace bridge with 2-track bridge and construct additional double track.   Pacific Surfliner   $          16,206,000 

Emeryville Station and Track Improvements:  1 
Extend siding track with associated signal and other track. 

Capitol Corridor,                
San Joaquin   $            6,250,000 

Bahia Benicia Crossover:  1 
Construct crossover between two mainline tracks and additional track 
improvements and upgrades including frog replacement and tie tamping 
on the Capitol Corridor. 

Capitol Corridor  $            4,750,000 

SCRRA Sealed Corridor:  1 
Enhance safety of grade crossings and Railroad Right of Way. Metrolink  $            3,000,000 

SUB-TOTAL ALL PROJECTS  $        392,157,000 
Bond Issuance Costs - Loan admin costs, arbitrage rebates, etc.2  $            7,843,000 

TOTAL RAIL BOND FUNDS  $        400,000,000 
1.  Projects with CTC allocations (full or partial).   
2.  Bond Issuance Cost is 2 percent of the Bond amount.   
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Commission Advice and Consent 
Proposition 1B Intercity Rail Capital Program Amendment 

 
Resolution ICR1B-P-1314-02, 

Amending Resolution ICR1B-P-1314-01 
 
 

 
1.1 WHEREAS, Proposition 1B, passed by California voters on November 7, 2006, called for   

$4 billion to be deposited into the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and 
Service Enhancement Account; and 
 

1.2 WHEREAS, of the $4 billion, $400 million was designated, to be available upon 
appropriation by the Legislature, for intercity rail capital projects, including at least          
$125 million for the purchase of additional rail cars and locomotives; and 
 

1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approved at its 
December 2007 meeting, the “Guidelines for Intercity Passenger Rail Projects in the Public 
Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account”, that 
provide guidance on the implementation of the Proposition 1B Intercity Passenger Rail 
Program; and 
 

1.4 WHEREAS, the guidelines state the California Department of Transportation (Department) 
can return to the Commission to request formal approval to modify the project list and 
project scope; and 
 

1.5 WHEREAS, the initial Intercity Rail Proposition 1B project list was approved at February 
2008 Commission meeting; and 
 

1.6 WHEREAS, the amended Intercity Rail Proposition 1B projects list includes $392.2 million 
in intercity rail projects and $7.8 million in bond issuance costs; and 
 

1.7 WHEREAS, all projects on the attached amended Proposition 1B project list are consistent 
with the guidelines. 

 
2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Commission does hereby provide its 

consent to the amended list of Intercity Rail Proposition 1B projects; and 
 

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Department shall report on a quarterly basis to the 
Commission on the allocation status of the Proposition 1B intercity passenger rail projects as 
part of the Department’s quarterly delivery report. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.1a./2.6e. 
 Action Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF PROGRAM -  PROJECT AMENDMENT AND 

ALLOCATION AMENDMENT   
RESOLUTION TAA-13-02, AMENDING RESOLUTION TAA-09-07 
RESOLUTION TFP-13-04, AMENDING RESOLUTION TFP-09-09 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) 
Project 16.2 - Route 4 East Widening - Loveridge to Somersville project in Contra Costa County and 
also re-allocate previously allocated funds. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Contra Costa Transportation Authority and the Department are requesting to amend TCRP 
Project 16.2 – Route 4 East Widening - Loveridge to Somersville project to:  

• Reprogram and re-allocate previously allocated $311,000 from Right of Way (R/W) to 
Construction Support. 

• Re-allocate previously allocated $310,000 TCRP funds for R/W. 
 

BACKGROUND: 
 
The project scope is to widen State Route (SR) 4 East from Loveridge Road to Somerville Road in 
Contra Costa County. 
 
At its December 2007 meeting, the Commission allocated $14,000,000 in TCRP funds for the R/W 
phase.  As the project progressed, the R/W estimate was lowered.  At its September 2009 meeting, 
the Commission reprogrammed $4,400,000 TCRP funds from R/W savings to Construction Support. 
These funds were re-allocated to Construction Support at the December 2007 Commission meeting.  
 
Update the project funding plan and re-allocate previously allocated funds 
 
The R/W phase is nearing completion.  Due to lower than expected final costs on the Pacific Gas and 
Electric (PG&E) utility relocation work and also lower costs for the expert witness contracts related 
to the R/W court settlements, the R/W estimate has been further reduced by $311,000.  It is proposed 
to utilize these $311,000 TCRP R/W savings to cover a funding shortfall for Construction Support.  
The project schedule had been extended by one year due to restrictions on the available work-
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windows for three creeks within the project limits.  These delays resulted in additional costs for 
Construction Support. 
 
It is further proposed to re-allocate unspent $310,000 TCRP funds for R/W so that the final close-out 
activities can be completed. 

 
 The changes described above are tabulated on the next page. 
 
 
  



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1a./2.6e. 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION December 11-12, 2013 

 Page 3 of 4 
 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

REVISE:  State Route 4 East Widening – Loveridge to Somersville project (PPNO 0192E, 
TCRP 16.2) 
 

 

PM Ahead

CCTA
DepartmentAB 3090

AB 3090
AB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
COContra Costa 4

Route/Corridor

6,000
Change
Proposed

0
8,400

0192E 22859
PA&ED
R/W

CCTA
Department

Location
Description:

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
SR-4 East Widening from Loveridge to Somersville
In Pittsburg at Loveridge Road.  
Widen from 4 to 8 lanes from Loveridge to Somersville Road and reconstruct Loveridge Road interchange.                                                                                    

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

Regional Improvement Program (RIP)                                     
Existing 8,400 8,400 2,400

2008-09 23.5 26.1 4

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W16/17 PA&ED PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
15/1614/1513/1412/13Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

00
8,400    

0
  2,400    6,000  

Interregional Improvement Program (IIP)                                     
Existing 3,000 3,000

0
3,000

Change 0 0
  Proposed 3,000 3,000        3,000

9,600

 
Traffic Relief Congestion Program (TCRP)                       
Existing 14,000 14,000 4,400
Change 0 0

  
(311)

Proposed 14,000 14,000    9,289    
311

 4,711
Federal Demonstration (Demo)                                   
Existing 28,167 28,167
Change 0 0 0

75227,415
0

Proposed 28,167 28,167      
Local Funds  (CCTA)                            

  27,415  

Existing 3,150 3,150

 752

3,150
Change 0 0

  
0

Proposed 3,150 3,150       3,150   
Local Funds  (CCTA)                           
Existing 28,738 28,738 10,900
Change 0 0

13,600
0 0

4,238
0

Proposed 28,738 28,738     10,900
Local Funds (CCTA)                          

 13,600 4,238  

Existing 45,347 45,347

  

45,347
Change 0 0

  
0

Proposed 45,347 45,347     45,347     
Local Funds (CCTA)                             
Existing 25,000 25,000
Change 0 0 0

25,000

Proposed 25,000 25,000      
Local Funds  (CCTA)                          

  25,000  

Existing 12,100 12,100

  

4,200 7,900
Change 0 0

  
0 0

Proposed 12,100 12,100      4,200 7,900   
Total
Existing 167,902 167,902     15,300
Change 0 0     

 32,200
 (311) 0 0

11,050 3,152102,000 4,200
0 0 311

Proposed 167,902 167,902     11,050 3,152 15,611 31,889 102,000 4,200
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RESOLUTION TAA-13-02 
RESOLUTION TFP-13-04 
 
Resolved, with all conditions stipulated still in effect, the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) hereby revises Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) Project 16.2 to reflect the 
changes described above; and 
 
Be it further Resolved, that the Commission hereby approves a corresponding allocation amendment 
transferring previously allocated funds in accordance with the attached vote box; and 
 
Be it further Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under 
Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation. 
Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in 
the Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing TCRP projects, and is governed by 
the terms and conditions of the Fund Transfer Agreement, Program Supplement or Cooperative 
Agreement, and subsequent amendments to the same if required, as executed between the 
Implementing Agency and the Department. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Implementing 

Agency 
District-County 

 
 

 
BREF # and Project Description 

Description of Allocation 

 
 

 
 

 
Item # 

Program Code 

 
  

Total 
Allocation 
Amount 

 2.6e. Allocation Amendment – Traffic Congestion Relief Program Resolution TAA-13-02, 
 Amending Resolution TAA-09-07 
 Resolution TFP-13-04, 
 Amending Resolution TFP-09-09 

1 
$0 

Department of 
Transportation 

04 – Contra Costa 

 
Project #16.2 – Route 4 Widening – Loveridge to Somersville 
 
Amend TFP-09-09 to reduce Right of Way (R/W) allocation by 
$311,000, and transfer the $311,000 to Construction Support and re-
allocate unspent $310,000 R/W funds. 
 
 Original  Amended 
Phase Amount Adjustment Amount 
R/W $  9,600,000 ($311,000) $  9,289,000 
CONST ENG $  4,400,000   $311,000 $  4,711,000 
Totals $14,000,000  $ 0 $14,000,000 
 
Output/Outcome: Purchase 2.9 acres to widen median for future BART 
extension and transfer previously allocated, unspent R/W funds to 
complete construction support activities. 

  
Chapter 91 of 
the Statutes of 

2000 
 

889-3007 
TCRF 

 

 
 
 
 
 

$0 
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To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION  
 Reference No.:  2.2c.(3) 

 Action Item 
 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by:  Katrina C. Pierce 
 Division Chief 
 Environmental Analysis 

 

Subject:  APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING AND A NEW 
PUBLIC ROAD CONNECTION 
06-Fre-99; PM 28.8/30.11 
RESOLUTION E-13-87 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached 
Resolution E-13-87. 
 

ISSUE: 
 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding and a new public 
road connection the following project for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has 
been completed: 
 

• State Route 99 (SR 99) in Fresno County.  Roadway improvements including a new 
interchange on SR 99 in the city of Fresno.  (EA 0H360) 

 
This project in Fresno County will construct a new interchange and grade separation on SR 
99 in Fresno County.  The project is not fully funded.  The project is fully funded for 
Environmental, Design and Right of Way with local funds.  The total estimated cost is 
$75,770,000 for capital and support.  Depending on the availability of funding, construction 
is estimated to begin in Fiscal Years 2016-20.   
 
A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff.  Resources that may be impacted 
by the project include: farmlands, community impacts, noise, and biological resources.  
Potential impacts associated with the project can all be mitigated to below significance 
through proposed mitigation measures with the exception of noise, causing a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations to be prepared for the project.  As a result, an FEIR was prepared 
for the project.  
 
 
Attachments 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding and A New Public Road Connection 
06-Fre-99, PM 28.8/30.11 

Resolution E-13-87 
 

1.1 WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed 
an Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• State Route 99 (SR 99) in Fresno County.  Roadway improvements 

including a new interchange on SR 99 in the city of Fresno. (EA 0H360) 
 

  
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that an Environmental Impact Report has been 

completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its implementation; and 
 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report. 
 

1.4 WHEREAS, the project will have a significant effect on the environment. 
 

1.5 WHEREAS, a Statement of Overriding Considerations was prepared; and 
 

1.6 WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines; and 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby support approval of the above referenced project to allow for 
consideration of funding. 

 





STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 
 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION STATEMENT OF 
OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS FOR VETERANS BOULEVARD/STATE ROUTE  
99 INTERCHANGE PROJECT/VETERANS BOULEVARD GRADE SEPERATION 
PROJECT IN THE CITY OF FRESNO 

The following information is presented to comply with State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 
California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3, Section 15903), and the Department of 
Transportation and California Transportation Commission Environmental Regulations 
(Title 21 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 11, Section 1501).  Reference is made 
to the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the project, which is the basic 
source for the information. 
 

The following impacts have been identified as significant and not fully mitigable: 

Noise – Modeling results indicate that of the 145 modeled receptor locations (single-
family residential units), 55 will experience a significant increase (defined as 12 dBA 
or more) in traffic noise levels with the proposed project conditions compared to the 
noise levels experienced under existing conditions.  

Findings: 

No modeled receptor location will experience traffic noise levels that will exceed the 
City’s maximum allowable noise exposure standard of 65 dBA Ldn for residential 
land uses from transportation noise sources.  

Based on the studies conducted to date, there are no abatement or mitigation 
measures in the form of sound barriers that will be considered reasonable for this 
project. Therefore, the affected residences will experience a significant and 
unavoidable increase in noise levels with implementation of the proposed project. If 
during final design, conditions have substantially changed, noise abatement may be 
determined necessary. The final decision on noise abatement will be made upon 
completion of the project design. 

Overriding considerations that support approval of this recommended project are as 
follows: 

In 1984, the City of Fresno first introduced the potential need for Veterans Boulevard 
to serve the local community along State Route 99. Veterans Boulevard was to 
serve as a north-south “super” arterial for the planned developed land uses in north 
Fresno.  



The interchange would provide additional north-south access from State Route 99 to 
connect the local community within the project area. 
This idea was refined in 1986 with a feasibility study conducted to analyze potential 
interchange/grade separation configurations, with the intention of determining the 
alternative best suited to the site and the proposed Veterans Boulevard. In 1991, a 
Project Initiation Document was completed, and in 1996, the official plan line for 
Veterans Boulevard was adopted. Most recently, a project study report was 
completed to design the preliminary engineering as well as to determine how various 
alternatives might best serve the community. 
Veterans Boulevard and the proposed interchange with State Route 99 are identified 
as part of the circulation system in both the City of Fresno and Fresno County 
general plans.   
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5b.(1) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR SHOPP PROJECTS  

RESOLUTION FP-13-26 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $61,723,000 for 12 projects programmed in the 2012 State 
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) and $5,442,000 for two additional projects 
amended into the SHOPP by Department action.   
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes 14 SHOPP projects totaling $67,165,000.  The Department is ready 
to proceed with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time. 

 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $67,165,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Items 
2660-302-0042 and 2660-302-0890, for 14 SHOPP projects described on the attached vote list. 
 
The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects. 

 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

 
 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-13-26 

1 
$1,985,000 

 
Mendocino 
01-Men-1 
40.1/40.9 

 
Near Albion, from 0.1 mile south to 0.6 mile north of Navarro 
River Bridge; also on Route 128, from 0.0 mile to 0.2 mile 
east of Navarro River Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  Construct 
metal beam guard railing to reduce the number and severity 
of collisions by eliminating run-off-the-road collisions. 

 
01-4492 

SHOPP/13-14 
$2,500,000 
0100020097 

4 
484704 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.015 

 
 

$40,000 
 

$1,945,000 

2 
$350,000 

 
Trinity 

02-Tri-299 
48.3 

 
Near Douglas City, at 0.3 mile west of Glennison Gap Road; 
also at 0.9 mile east of Glennison Gap Road (PM 49.5).  
Outcome/Output:  Stabilize eroded slope, install rock slope 
protection (RSP) and improve drainage system damaged by 
heavy rainstorm. 

 
02-3470 

SHOPP/13-14 
$350,000 

0212000002 
4 

4E6104 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
 

$40,000 
 

$310,000 

3 
$8,600,000 

 
Trinity 

02-Tri-299 
53.5/64.0 

 

 
In and near Weaverville, from 0.1 mile east of Industrial 
Parkway to 0.2 mile east of Old Highway.  Outcome/Outputs:  
Rehabilitate 25.0 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride 
quality, prevent further deterioration of the road surface, 
minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 
service life. 
 

 
02-3463 

SHOPP/13-14 
$9,410,000 
0200020282 

4 
4E4104 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$172,000 
 

$8,428,000 
 
 

4 
$526,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04-SCl-17 

1.9/5.8 

 
Near Lexington Hills, from Old Santa Cruz Highway to Los 
Gatos at various locations.  Outcome/Output:  Repair slope 
and drainage at four locations to prevent further erosion. 

 
04-0392B 

SHOPP/13-14 
$2,009,000 
0400001036 

4 
3S8304 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
 

$60,000 
 

$466,000 

5 
$4,899,000 

 
Kings 

06-Kin-198 
R14.7/R17.9 

 
In Hanford, from 14th Avenue to 11th Avenue.  
Outcome/Output: Construct cold in-place recycle (CIR) 
asphalt concrete pavement and overlay with hot mix asphalt 
(HMA) concrete to improve ride quality and extend pavement 
service life along 12.8 highway lane miles. 
 

 
06-6592 

SHOPP/13-14 
$7,542,000 
0612000100 

4 
0P1604 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$98,000 
 

$4,801,000 

6 
$260,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-2 
3.6/4.1 

 
Near Wrightwood, from 0.7 mile east of Greysand Creek 
to 0.1 mile west of Desert Front Road.  Outcome/Output:  
Modify levee and place riprap to protect route and 
downstream properties during high flow storm events. 
 

 
08-0127H 

SHOPP/13-14 
$260,000 

0800020418 
4 

0Q6004 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
 

$30,000 
 

$230,000 

7 
$12,502,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-38 
15.0/49.5 

 
Near Angelus Oaks and Big Bear Lake, from Valley of the 
Falls Drive to the north junction of Route 18.  
Outcome/Output:  Grind and overlay approximately 69 
lane miles of roadway to extend pavement service life and 
improve ride quality. 
 

 
08-0204J 

SHOPP/13-14 
$13,155,000 
0800000218 

4 
0G6204 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$114,000 
 

$12,388,000 

8 
$21,932,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-40 
R73.0/R89.0 

 
Near Ludlow, from 1.5 miles east of Old Dad Wash to 1.5 
miles west of Fortress Wash.  Outcome/Output:  Grind and 
overlay approximately 64 lane miles of roadway to extend 
pavement service life and improve ride quality. 
 

 
08-0210J 

SHOPP/13-14 
$23,218,000 
0800000338 

4 
0K2804 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$439,000 
 

$21,493,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

 
 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-13-26 

9 
$1,212,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08-SBd-247 
1.8/9.6 

 
In and near Yucca Valley, from El Cortez Road to 0.1 mile 
north of Napa Street.  Outcome/Output:  Construct standard 
paved shoulders to reduce the number and severity of 
collisions. 
 
Additional contributions: $8,000,000 Office of Traffic Safety 
(OTS) federal grant. 

 
08-0253E 

SHOPP/13-14 
$8,800,000 
0800000146 

4 
0F6604 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.015 

 
 

$119,000 
 

$1,093,000 

10 
$3,985,000 

 
Mono 

09-Mno-395 
R6.9/R10.3 

 
Near Tom’s Place, from 2.4 miles south to 0.6 mile north of 
Lower Rock Creek Road.  Outcome/Output:  Construct cold 
in-place recycle (CIR) asphalt concrete pavement from edge 
of travel way (ETW) to ETW and overlay with hot mix asphalt 
(HMA) concrete to extend pavement service life and reduce 
the frequency of maintenance along 16 highway lane miles. 
 

 
09-0608 

SHOPP/13-14 
$3,466,000 
0912000006 

4 
353104 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
 

$80,000 
 

$3,905,000 

11 
$5,027,000 

 
Merced 

10-Mer-165 
26.7/30.0 

 
Near Stevinson, from Route 140, to 0.1 mile south of 
Westside Boulevard.  Outcome/Output:  Upgrade roadway to 
meet current design standards including shoulder widening, 
relocation of utility poles, roadway slope correction, and 
pavement repairs in order to improve highway safety and 
extend pavement service life along 6.6 highway lane miles. 

 
10-5917A 

SHOPP/13-14 
$5,027,000 
1000000407 

4 
381514 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
 

$101,000 
 

$4,926,000 

12 
$445,000 

 
San Diego 
11-SD-15 

R54.0 

 
Near Rainbow, at the southbound Rainbow Truck Inspection 
Facility.  Outcome/Output:  Install standby generator, repair 
septic line, upgrade security camera system, and reconstruct 
storage/office space. 

 
11-0853 

SHOPP/13-14 
$445,000 

1100000277 
4 

275604 

 
2012-13 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.321 

 
 

$445,000 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-13-26 

13 
$1,710,000 

 
Sonoma 
04-Son-1 

29.9 
 

 
Near Timber Cove, 2.0 miles south of Fort Ross State Historic 
Park.  Outcome/Output: Replace existing corrugated metal 
pipe (CMP), install rock slope protection (RSP) and construct 
headwalls and wing walls to prevent flooding and extensive 
scouring and erosion at the drainage inlet. 
 

 
04-0755Q 

SHOPP/13-14 
$1,710,000 

0412000168 
4 

3G7404 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.131 

 
 

$34,000 
 

$1,676,000 
 
 

14 
$3,732,000 

 
Santa Cruz 
05-Scr-17 
9.4/10.1 

 

 
Near Scotts Valley, from north of Glenwood Cutoff to south of 
Glenwood Drive.  Outcome/Output:  Construct retaining wall, 
widen shoulder, and install guardrail to reduce the severity of 
Run-Off-Road type collisions and decrease the frequency of 
roadway maintenance and traffic delays along 0.7 centerline 
mile.  
 

 
05-2361 

SHOPP/13-14 
$3,558,000 

0512000077 
4 

1C1804 

 
2012-13 
302-0042 

SHA 
302-0890 

FTF 
20.20.201.010 

 
 

$75,000 
 

$3,657,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5b.(3) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTRED FEDERAL EARMARKED 

PROJECT 
RESOLUTION FP-13-28 

 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $170,000 for one State administered federal earmarked project;  
the Fort Goff Creek Culvert project near Seiad Valley (EA 4E6304) in Siskiyou County.   
 
This project has dedicated federal funds with obligation authority.  One hundred percent federal 
participation was pledged for all eligible costs related to this project as part of the  
“Strategic Highway Research Program 2” federal authorization. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one State administered federal earmarked project for $170,000.   
The Department is requesting an allocation at this time. 

 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $170,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item 
2660-302-0890, for one State administered federal earmarked project described on the attached 
vote list 
 
 

 
Attachment 
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EA 
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 2.5b.(3) State Administered Federal Earmarked Project Resolution FP-13-28 
1 

$170,000 
 

Siskiyou 
02-Sis-96 

56 

 
In Siskiyou County near Seiad Valley at 3.5 miles east of 
Thompson Creek Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  This project will 
improve fish passage on Fort Goff Creek by replacing the 
existing 15-foor diameter by 65-foot long structural steel plate 
culvert with a 60-foot long bridge.  The roadway will be 
widened, allowing for 12-foot lanes and 4 foot shoulders.  The 
project will also correct the superelevation and slightly realign 
the roadway approaches to meet current design standards. 

 
SHRP2 

0212000010 
4E6304 

 

 
2012-13 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.400.300 

 
 

$170,000  
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                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(1a) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS ON THE 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION FP-13-29 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $34,599,000 for two State administered State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP) projects, on the State Highway System. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes two State administered STIP projects on the State Highway System 
totaling $34,599,000, plus $41,377,000 from other sources.  The Department is ready to proceed 
with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $23,256,000 be allocated from Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Items    
2660-301-0042 and 2660-301-0890 for construction and $11,343,000 for construction engineering 
for two State administered STIP projects described on the attached vote list. 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Support Expenditures 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(1a) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-13-29 

1 
$19,000,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

MTC 
San Mateo 
04-SM-101 
16.3/17.06 

 
 
 

 
US 101 Broadway Interchange Reconstruction.  In the city of 
Burlingame. Replace Broadway overcrossing.    
 
Final Project Development: N/A 
Final Right of Way: N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-68; 
October, 2011.) 
 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $41,377,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct Broadway Interchange 
overcrossing, on-off ramps, and ramp metering equipment. 

 
04-0702A 
RIP/13-14 
CON ENG 

0 
$8,000,000 

CONST 
$19,000,000 
$11,000,000 
0400000684 

4 
235844 

 
001-0042 

SHA 
001-0890 

FTF 
 

2012-13 
301-0042 

SHA 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
$918,000 

 
$7,082,000 

 
 
 

$ 1,262,000 
 

$9,738,000 
 

2 
$15,599,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

Kings CAG 
Kings 

06-Kin-198 
R16.5/R17.2 

 
 
 
 

 
12th Avenue Interchange on SR 198.  In Hanford at 12th 
Avenue.  Reconstruct interchange. 
 
Final Project Development 

Support Estimate: $5,124,000 
Programmed Amount: $3,715,000 
Adjustment: $1,409,000 (Debit) 
 

Final Right of Way 
Right of Way Estimate: $2,535,000 
Programmed Amount: $1,608,000 
Adjustment:                            $927,000    (Debit) 
 

(A follow-up landscaping project (PPNO 4348Y) will be split 
off as follows, funded from Kings County regional shares: 
 

PS&E $ 123,000 FY 2014-15 
RW Support $ 4,000 FY 2014-15 
Const Support $ 276,000 FY 2016-17 
Const $ 1,100,000 FY 2016-17 
Total $ 1,503,000 

  
(Additional $1,064,000 for CON ENG to come from Kings 
County regional shares.  CONST savings of $3,235,000 
$1,732,000 to return to Kings County regional shares.) 
 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-10-22; 
April 2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct interchange to increase 
capacity, reduce congestion, and improve safety. 

 
06-4348 

RIP/13-14 
CON ENG 
$2,279,000 
$3,343,000 

CONST 
$15,491,000 
$12,256,000 
0600000488 

4 
487504 

 
001-0042 

SHA 
001-0890 

FTF 
 

2012-13 
301-0042 

SHA 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
$67,000 

 
$3,276,000 

 
 
 

$245,000 
 

$12,011,000 
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                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(1b) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STIP TRANSPORTATION 

ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION FP-13-30 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $1,182,000 for the State administered State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP) Transportation Enhancement (TE) LA-5 Vine Planting Corridor 
Enhancement (PPNO 4331) project in Los Angeles County, on the State Highway System. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one State administered STIP TE project on the State Highway 
System totaling $1,182,000.  The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting 
an allocation at this time.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $983,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item   
2660-301-0890 for construction and $199,000 for construction engineering for one State 
administered STIP TE project described on the attached vote list. 
 
 
Attachment 
 



CTC Financial Vote List  December 11-12, 2013 
2.5 Highway Financial Matters   
 

  Page 1 of 1 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Support Expenditures 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(1b) State Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-13-30 

1 
$1,182,000  

 
Department of 
Transportation 

LACMTA 
Los Angeles 

07-LA-5 
18.2/26.7 

 
 
 
 

 
LA-5 Vine Planting Corridor Enhancement.  In Burbank, 
Glendale and the city of Los Angeles at various locations.  Vine 
planting.    
 
Final Project Development 

Support Estimate: $403,000 
Programmed Amount: $191,000 
Adjustment: $212,000 (Debit) 
 

Final Right of Way: N/A 
 
(Net savings of $51,000 (Con savings of $71,000 and Con 
Eng increase of $20,000) to return to Interregional share 
balance.)   
 
(CEQA – CE, 04/17/2013.) 
(NEPA – CE, 04/17/2013.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Eight miles of vine planting is expected to 
deter graffiti, reduce vandalism, enhance the existing 
landscaping and improve the visual continuity along the route.   

 
07-4331 

IIP TE/13-14 
CON ENG 
$179,000 
$199,000 
CONST 

$1,054,000 
$983,000 

0700020871 
4 

284204 

 
001-0042 

SHA 
 

2012-13 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.025.700 

 
$199,000 

 
 
 

$983,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2012  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(2) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS ON THE 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION FP-13-31 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $20,000,000 for the locally administered State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) Golden Gate Moveable Median Barrier (PPNO 2014U) project in San Francisco 
County, on the State Highway System. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered STIP project on the State Highway System 
totaling $20,000,000, plus $6,500,000 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 $20,000,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item   
2660-301-0042 for one locally administered STIP project described on the attached vote list. 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 
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Project Title 
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Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 
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Program Code 

Amount by 
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2.5c.(2) Locally Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System                                                            Resolution FP-13-31 
 

1 
$20,000,000 

 
Golden Gate Bridge, 

Highway and 
Transportation 

District                                     
MTC 

San Francisco 
04-SF-101 

7.1/9.4 

 
Golden Gate Moveable Median Barrier.  In the city of San 
Francisco, on the Golden Gate Bridge install Moveable Median 
Barrier. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 11/20/2012.) 
(NEPA – CE, 12/03/2012.) 
 
(Time extension for FY 11-12 CON expires on December 
2013.) 
 
(SB 184 Notification effective as of August 9, 2013) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $6,500,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Install moveable barrier across the length of 
the bridge. 

 
04-2014U 

RIP (ALA) /11-12 
$12,000,000 

RIP (SF) /11-12 
$8,000,000 

CONST 
$20,000,000 
0412000114 

4CONL 
3G5804 

 
2012-13 

301-0042 
SHA 

20.20.075.600 

 
 

$20,000,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(3a) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS  

OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION FP-13-32 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $4,863,000 for nine locally administered State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) projects off the State Highway System, as follows:  

o $1,058,000 for three STIP projects; and 
o $3,459,000 for four STIP Transportation Enhancement projects; and 
o $346,000 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 $4,863,000, plus $565,540 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 $4,863,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Items  
2660-101-0042 and 2660-101-0890 for nine locally administered STIP projects described on the 
attached vote list. 
 
Attachment  
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System       Resolution FP-13-32 

1 
$581,000  

 
Humboldt County 

HCAOG 
01-Humboldt 

 

 
Myrtle, Harris, Harrison, Lucas Sidewalks.  Near Eureka at 
various locations.  Construct Sidewalks.      
    
(CEQA – CE, 01/14/2008.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Installation of over 3,000 feet of sidewalk at 
various locations and enhance pedestrian safety along this 
heavily traveled arterial road. 

 
01-2097 

RIP/13-14 
CONST 

$581,000 
0100000029 

 
2012-13 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.620 

 
 

$581,000 

2 
$175,000 

 
Lassen County 

LCTC 
02-Lassen 

 
 
 

 
 

 
Skyline extension from Johnstonville Road to State Route 36.  
Construct a new two lane roadway complete with Class I bike 
Path.    
  
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-40; 
June 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Completing Design and Right of Way 
activities to construct of new roadway to relieve traffic 
congestion along State Route 139 and State Route 36 (Main 
Street) in the City of Susanville.  

 
02-2121A 
RIP/13-14 

PS&E 
$100,000 

R/W 
$75,000 

0200000069 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.620 

 
 

$175,000 

3 
$302,000 

 
Mono County 

Mono LTC 
09-Mono  

 
 

 
 

 
June Lake Streets Rehabilitation.  In June Lake.  Street 
rehabilitation.      
 
(CEQA – CE, 10/22/13.) 
 
(Time extension for FY 12-13 PS&E and R/W expires on 
December 31, 2013 per Waiver 13-23 approved on 06/11/13.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Completing Design and Right of Way 
activities to rehabilitate and extend the useful life of 6.6 miles 
of local roadways along with curb and gutter and drainage 
improvements. 

 
09-2561 

RIP/12-13 
PS&E 

$242,000 
R/W 

$60,000 
0912000069 

 
2012-13 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.620 

 
 

$302,000 
 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d 
Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off the  Resolution FP-13-32 
 State Highway System  

4 
$518,000 

 
Humboldt County 

HCAOG 
01-Humboldt 

 
 

 
School Road Sidewalk and Bike Lane.  In McKinleyville, 
between Fischer Road and Salmon Avenue.  Construct 
sidewalks and bike lanes on School Road.         
 
(CEQA – CE, 03/22/2012.) 
(NEPA – CE, 10/06/2012.) 
 
(Time extension for FY 12-13 CON expires on December 31, 
2013.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  This project will complete a pedestrian and 
bicycle route from the main arterial road in McKinleyville to 
Pacific Coast Bike Route.  The expected benefit is less traffic 
congestion, improved roadway safety and aesthetics. 

 
01-2257 

RIP TE/12-13 
CONST 

$518,000 
0100020174 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 

 
 

$518,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d 
Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off the  Resolution FP-13-32 
 State Highway System  

5 
$135,000 

 
Trinity County 
Trinity CTC 
02-Trinity 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Lewiston Road Bike/Pedestrian Lane.  In Lewiston, on Lewiston 
Road.  Construct Class I or II bikeway along approximately one 
mile of Lewiston road that connects the nearby school to 
commercial and residential areas.                                                                 
 
 
(Time extension for FY 12-13 R/W expires on April 30, 2014.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-29; 
May 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Complete Right of Way activities to connect 
residential areas with an elementary school, shopping, post 
office, and restaurants without walking within travel lanes of a 
rural major collector.  Improves safety and community 
connectivity. 

 
02-2399D 

RIP TE/12-13 
R/W 

$135,000 
0200000435 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$135,000 

6 
$544,000 

 
Santa Clara 

County 
MTC 

04-Santa Clara 
 
 

 
Hacienda Avenue Improvement Project.  In Campbell:  
Construct bike lanes, on-street parking, accessibility ramps, 
park strip with street trees & shrubbery, sidewalk in-fill, curbs & 
gutters, and energy-efficient streetlights on Hacienda Avenue 
between Winchester Boulevard and Virginia Avenue. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 11/29/2010.) 
(NEPA – CE, 12/07/2012.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Promote alternative transportation modes 
and enhance pedestrian experience.  

 
04-9035K 

RIP TE/13-14 
CONST 

$544,000 
0412000589 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$544,000 

7 
$2,262,000 

 
City of Long Beach 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
City of Long Beach Phase II Bike Share Program.  In the city of 
Long Beach.  Implement a Phase II bike-share program 
including the purchase and installation of 500 bikes, 50 docking 
stations and kiosks, and way finding signage.   
 
(CEQA – CE, 11/07/2013.) 
(NEPA – CE, 09/23/2013.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $565,540.) 
 
Outcome/Output:   The project will implement Phase II of the 
Long Beach Bike Share program.  This will include the 
installation of 50 docking stations and kiosks with 500 bicycles 
and way finding/signage.  In addition, the project will assist with 
first and last mile connections by supporting existing transit 
stations, business centers and activity nodes.  

 
07-4541 

RIP TE/13-14 
CONST 

$2,262,000 
0713000391 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$2,262,000 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects     Resolution FP-13-32 

8 
$322,000 

 
Council of Fresno 

County 
Governments 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
06-6L01 

RIP/13-14 
CONST 

$322,000 
0614000045 

 
2012-13 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 
 

 
 

$322,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(3a) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects     Resolution FP-13-32 

9 
$24,000 

 
Alpine County 

Local  
Transportation 
Commission 
Alpine LTC 
10-Alpine 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 
 
 

 
10-A1950 
RIP/13-14 
CONST 
$24,000 

1014000043 

 
2012-13 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$24,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(4) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP TRANSPORTATION 

ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM (ADVANCEMENTS) 
 RESOLUTION FP-13-__ 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) not allocate $641,000 for the locally administered State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP) Transportation Enhancement (TE) Las Tunas Drive Streetscape 
Enhancements (PPNO 4095) project in Los Angeles County, off the State Highway System because 
this project is advanced from a future program year. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered STIP TE project off the State Highway 
System programmed in Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15, totaling $641,000 plus $399,000 from other 
sources.  Although the local agency is ready to proceed with this project, it is recommended that the 
Commission not allocate until it is known that sufficient allocation capacity is available once all the 
projects programmed in FY 2013-14 are funded. 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5c.(4) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off                                                   Resolution FP-13- 
                the State Highway System (ADVANCEMENTS)         

1 
$641,000 

 
City of San Gabriel 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 

 
Las Tunas Drive Streetscape Enhancements.  In San Gabriel, 
on Las Tunas Drive from the westerly city limits (Alhambra) to 
the easterly city limits (Temple City).  Construct landscape 
medians, parkway improvements.    
 
(CEQA – NE, 07/20/2013.) 
(NEPA – NE, 09/20/2013.) 
 
(Funded from FY 2014-15 TE Reserve PPNO 3455.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $399,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  This project when completed will provide 
safety and accessible travels for all modes including 
pedestrian, bicyclists, transit users and motorist.  The benefits 
will be improved lighting and wider high visibility crosswalks 
for safer travel at night.  
 

THE DEPARTMENT DOES NOT RECOMMEND THIS 
ALLOCATION 

 
07-4095 

RIP TE/14-15 
CONST 

$641,000 
0713000477 

 
2012-13 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

 
 

$641,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.:  2.5g.(4) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief 
 Budget 

 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCAL BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT BOND FUNDS 
RESOLUTION LSB1B-A-1314-01 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve Resolution LSB1B-A-1314-01, allocating $11,201,406 in Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2013-14 Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit (Seismic) Proposition 1B (Prop 1B) funds for its 
program lump sum. 

 
ISSUE: 
 
The Department is requesting authority to sub-allocate $11,201,406 of Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit 
Prop 1B funds as match for the projects identified on the attached list. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
On November 7, 2006, the voters of the State of California passed Prop 1B, which created a Local 
Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA).  Upon appropriation by the Legislature, Prop 1B funds 
will be available to provide the 11.5 percent match for federal highway bridge funds.  The Department 
requested an allocation of $13.5 million for FY 2007-08, $21.5 million for FY 2008-09, $12.2 million 
for FY 2009-10, $5.2 million for FY 2011-12, and $4.04 million for FY 2012-13.  A Prop 1B funds 
allocation was not requested for FY 2010-11.   
 
The Department is requesting a lump sum allocation of $11,201,406 for FY 2013-14 to administer the 
LBSRA under the authority of the Commission. 

 
Attached is a list of projects that have requested to be programmed in federal FY 2013-14 totaling 
$11,201,406 of bond match needs.  If this allocation request is approved, the Department will sub-
allocate $11,201,406 of Seismic Prop 1B match.  The Department intends to sub-allocate funds to 
deliver projects on a first-come, first-serve basis, including projects programmed outside federal  
FY 2013-14. 
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 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $11,201,406 be allocated from the 2013 Budget Act, Local Assistance Item 2660-
104-6062. 

 
 
 
ALLOCATION OF FUNDS FOR LOCAL ASSISTANCE 2013-14 FISCAL YEAR 

(Dollars in Thousands) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachment 
 

 

2660-104-6062 State  Federal  Total 
      

Bond Fund - Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account $11,201  -  $11,201 
      

Total Local Programs $11,201  -  $11,201 



Reference No.: 2.5g.(4)
December 11-12, 2013

Attachment      

District Agency
Bridge 

Number Description Phase Bond 13-14
01 Mendocino County 10C0048 Moore Street, over West Branch 

Russian River 
Construction $222,231

01 Mendocino County 10C0084 School Way, over West Branch 
Russian River

Construction $482,007

02 Tehama County 08C0043 Jellys Ferry Road, over 
Sacramento River

Right of Way $7,200

04 Fremont 33C0128 Niles Blvd, over BART, UPRR, & 
BNSF RR

Construction $458,800

04 Oakland 33C0030 Embarcadero Street, over Lake 
Merritt Canal

Construction $1,696,945

04 San Francisco 
County 
Transportation 
Authority

01CA0003 On east side of Yerba Buena 
Island, Reconstruct ramps on and 
off of I-80

Construction (AC 
Conversion)

$2,259,121

04 Healdsburg 20C0065 Healdsburg Avenue, over Russian 
River

Construction $244,311

04 Sonoma County 20C0155 Wohler Road, over Russian River Construction $481,740
05 Monterey County 44C0151 Peach Tree Road, over Pancho 

Rico Creek
Right of Way $6,194

05 Santa Barbara 
County

51C0001 Cathedral Oaks Road, over San 
Antonio Creek

Construction $229,400

05 Santa Barbara 
County

51C0017 Jalama Road, over Jalama Creek Right of Way $9,176

05 Santa Barbara 
County

51C0039 Rincon Hill Road, over Rincon 
Creek

Right of Way $5,735

05 Santa Cruz 36C0108 Murray Avenue, over Woods 
Lagoon

Right of Way $103,230

05 Santa Cruz County 36C0103 Pedesterian Overcrossing, over 
Soquel Drive

Construction $17,205

07 Los Angeles 53C1875 Avenue 26, over Arroyo Seco 
Channel

Construction $422,714

07 Los Angeles 53C1880 Sixth Street, over Los Angeles 
River, East of Santa Ana Freeway

Construction $4,184,030

08 Indio 56C0084 Jackson Street, over Whitewater 
River 

Construction $157,218

08 Colton 54C0078 BNSF RR, Amtrak, Metro Link, 
over Cadena Drive

Construction $14,911

08 Colton 54C0079 Pedesterian Overcrossing at La 
Cadena Drive, over West Wilson 

Construction $14,911

08 Colton 54C0375 UPRR Over West C Street, 0.5 Mi 
West of Rancho Avenue

Construction $14,911

08 Colton 54C0384 UPRR Spur, over C Street Construction $22,367
08 Colton 54C0599 Colton High School Pedesterian 

Overcrossing, over Rancho Avenue
Construction $14,292

10 Stanislaus County 38C0048 Geer Road, over Tuolumne River Construction $132,758

Total $11,201,406

Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program
Project Programmed for Proposition 1B Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Bond Match

Fiscal Year 2013-14
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(5a)  
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B TRADE 

CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1314-09 

 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $4,361,000 for the locally administered 
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 97 - Feather River Boulevard/SR 
70 Interchange (PPNO 0366D) project in Yuba County, on the State Highway System.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF project on the State 
Highway System for $4,361,000, plus $12,139,000 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 $4,361,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item
2660-304-6056 for the locally administered Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund 
project described in the attached vote box. 
 
Be it further resolved, that as a condition of allocation of these funds and to perform its 
administrative role established by Senate Bill 88, the Commission requests that the Department 
perform the functions necessary to ensure proper accountability measures are employed and 
reporting requirements are met for the Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(5a)     Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects on the State Highway System Resolution TCIF-A-1314-09 

1 
$4,361,000 

 
Yuba County 

SACOG 
03-Yub-70 

0.95 
 

 
Feather River Boulevard/SR 70 Interchange.  In Yuba 
County near Plumas Lake and north of Bear River at the 
southern intersection of Feather River Boulevard and SR 70.  
Remove traffic signal and construct interchange. 
(TCIF Project 97) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding - Resolution E-13-67; 
October 08, 2013.) 
 
(Construction support of $1,000,000 funded from local 
sources.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources: $12,139,000.)  
 
Outcome/Output:  With the project’s construction there will be 
736 Person Minutes saved on SR 70/Feather River Blvd. 
intersection (Year 2014) during Peak Hour after construction 
and 35,375 Person Minutes saved on SR 70/Feather River 
Blvd.  With the construction of the interchange there will be 
less congestion and idling, therefore less pollutants being 
released at the project area from truck and diesel traffic as a 
direct result of this project.  Additionally, traffic delays on SR 
70 will be reduced.  

 
03-0366D 

TCIF/13-14 
CONST 

$4,361,000 
0300000433 

4CONL 
37611 

 
 

 
2012-13 
304-6056 

TCIF 
20.20.723.000 

 
 

$4,361,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(5b)  
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B TRADE 

CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND RAIL PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1314-10 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $12,270,000 for the locally administered 
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 6 - Tehachapi Trade Corridor Rail 
Improvement Project (PPNO TC06) project in Kern County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF Rail project totaling 
$12,270,000, plus $12,270,000 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 $12,270,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item  
2660-304-6056 for the locally administered Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund 
project described in the attached vote box. 
 
Be it further resolved that as a condition of allocation of these funds and to perform its 
administrative role established by Senate Bill 88, the Commission requests that the Department 
perform the functions necessary to ensure proper accountability measures are employed and 
reporting requirements are met for the Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(5b)    Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Rail Projects                                                         Resolution TCIF-A-1314-10 

1 
$12,270,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

Kern COG 
06-Kern 

 
 
 

 
Tehachapi Trade Corridor Rail Improvement Project.    
(TCIF Project 6): In Kern County, at the Union Pacific 
Railroad Mojave Subdivision from Bakersfield to Mojave, MP 
343.3 to MP 353.0.  Segment 1; Connect Walong and Marcel 
sidings to create a segment of approximately 2.8 miles of 
double track.  Segment 2; Extend Cliff siding by constructing 
approximately 900 feet of siding extending to portal of Tunnel 
No. 7. 
 
 
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding - Resolution E-13-86; 
December 2013.) 
 
(Total project cost $26,040,000 with BNSF funding 
$12,270,000 and previous PTA funds of $1,500,000.) 
 
(Contribution from other sources: (BNSF) $12,270,000) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Project will improve freight velocity to and 
from the Port of Oakland through the Central Valley by 
improved rail operational capacity and improved air quality. 

 
75-TC06 

TCIF/13-14 
CONST 

$12,270,000 
0012000219 

S 
 
 

 
2012-13 
304-6056 

TCIF 
30.20.723.000 

 
 

$12,270,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(7a) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief 
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR PROPOSITION 1B PROJECT IN THE                                                               

TRAFFIC LIGHT SYNCHRONIZATION PROGRAM  
RESOLUTION TLS1B-A-1314-02 

 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $6,515,500 for the ATCS-Santa Monica 
Freeway Corridor Phase 2 Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) project in Los Angeles 
County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one Proposition 1B TLSP project totaling $6,515,500.  The 
Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.  
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $6,515,500 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item  
2660-104-6064, for the Proposition 1B Traffic Light Synchronization Program project described on 
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 Traffic Light Synchronization Program. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 
Recipient Agency 

Dst-County 
RTPA/MPO Corridor Name / Project Location 

 
Program  

Prgm’d Amt 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(7a) Proposition 1B – State Administered Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) Resolution TLS1B-A-1314-02 
1 

$6,515,500 
 

City of Los Angeles 
ATSAC 

07-Los Angeles 
 

 
City of Los Angeles ATCS-Santa Monica Freeway 
Corridor Phase 2.  Outcome/Output:  The proposed 
ATCS is a traffic control system which provides fully traffic 
responsive/adaptive signal control based on real-time 
traffic conditions.  As traffic patterns change, ATCS has 
the advantage over existing systems in that traffic signal 
timing is automatically changed in real time to match the 
current conditions.  This immediately leads to an 
improvement in the Level of Service (LOS) and reduced 
traffic congestion, fuel consumption and air pollution. 
Results have shown that ATCS provides a minimum of  
3 percent of added capacity as compared to existing 
ATSAC system. 

 
TLSP 

$6,515,500 
0714000089 

4 
 
 
 

 
2012-13 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$6,515,500 
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To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
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 Reference No.: 2.5g.(9) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B 

HIGHWAY-RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT PROJECTS 
 RESOLUTION GS1B-A-1314-02 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $1,325,000 for the locally administered 
Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program Branford Street 
Grade Crossing Improvement project, in Los Angeles County.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B HRCSA project totaling 
$1,325,000, plus $1,723,000 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 $1,325,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item  
2660-104-6063 for the locally administered Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety 
Account Program project described in the attached vote box. 
 
Be it further resolved, that as a condition of allocation of these funds and to perform its 
administrative role established by Senate Bill 88, the Commission requests that the Department 
perform the functions necessary to ensure proper accountability measures are employed and 
reporting requirements are met for the Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account 
Program. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(9) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered Highway-Rail Crossing Safety Account                         Resolution GS1B-A-1314-02 
(HRCSA) Projects 

1 
$1,325,000 

 
Southern California 

Regional Rail 
Authority 
LACMTA 

07-Los Angeles 
 

 
Branford Street Grade Crossing Improvement.  In Los 
Angeles County in the City of Los Angeles at the Branford 
Street Crossing of the Valley Subdivision.  The improvements 
will implement SCRRA’s highway-rail grade crossing safety 
standards which include: installation of pedestrian crossing 
gates; new warning gates; replacement of warning devices 
which includes supporting signal and communications work. 
 
(CEQA - CE – Section 21080 (b) (10) September 18, 1991.) 
             
(Original Programming Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-01 – 
September 2012.) 
 
(Baseline Agreement Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-07 – January 
2013.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $1,723,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The benefits to this project are improved 
safety at the crossing due to a reduction in collisions; improved 
operations and better flow; reduction of train delays; reduced 
emissions and air pollutants, including particulates, as a result 
of less engine idle times when incidents do occur. 

 
75-Rail 

HRCSA/13-14 
CONST 

$1,325,000 
0014000026 

 
 

 
2012-13 
104-6063 
HRCSA 

20.30.010.400 
 
 

 
 

$1,325,000 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



                  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

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

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(8) 
 Action Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B INTERCITY 

RAIL PROJECTS 
 RESOLUTION ICR1B-A-1314-01 

 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $4,000,000 for the State administered 
Proposition 1B Intercity Rail (ICR) Van Nuys North Platform Project (PPNO 2113) in Los Angeles 
County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes the State administered Prop 1B ICR project totaling $4,000,000.  
The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time. 
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $4,000,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item  
2660-304-6059 for one State administered Proposition 1B Intercity Rail project described on 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 Intercity Rail, Public Transportation 
Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account Program. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description 

 
PPNO 

Program/Year 
Phase 
Prgm’d 
Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.5g.(8) Proposition 1B – State Administered Intercity Rail Projects Resolution ICR1B-A-1314-01 

1 
$4,000,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

  
 
 
 

 
Van Nuys North Platform Project.  The project will 
complete final design of a north platform at the Van Nuys 
Amtrak station.  Once constructed, this will add a north 
platform to accommodate simultaneous bi-directional 
passenger rail service at the Van Nuys Amtrak station.  A 
pedestrian underpass will also be constructed to provide for 
safe passage to the north mainline track. 
 
(CEQA - SE – Section 21080 (b) (10): 15275, July 09, 2013.)  
(NEPA – CE, 06/24/2013) 
 
(Concurrent programming amendment under Resolution: 
ICR1B-P-1314-02; December 2013.) 
 
(Total project cost $35,500,000.  Current request of 
$4,000,000 is for final design with additional Prop 1B for 
construction ($30,500,000).  Prior Federal Funding - HSIPR 
$800,000 ($200,000 local match) for PE/NEPA.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The construction project will construct a 
north platform serving both mainline tracks at the Van Nuys 
Amtrak Station, thereby reducing train traffic interference from 
commuter and freight rail.  This will improve travel times, add 
capacity and enable train dispatchers to stay on schedule and 
improve on-time performance for Amtrak Pacific Surfliner 
intercity passenger rail service.  Currently Amtrak runs 14 
daily trains.  This project will allow for future additional intercity 
and commuter service consistent with the State’s intercity 
passenger rail improvement goals for the corridor. 

 
75-2113 

ICR/13-14 
PS&E 

$4,000,000 
0012000136 

S 

 
2013-14 
304-6059 
PTMISEA 

30.20.090.000 

 
 

$4,000,000 
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 Reference No.: 2.6a.(1) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP TRANSIT PROGRAM 

PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION MFP-13-04 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $300,000 for the locally administered State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) Purchase Two Transit Vehicles (PPNO 2436) Transit project in Lassen County. 

 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered STIP Transit project totaling $300,000.  
The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time. 
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $300,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item  
2660-101-0046 for one locally administered STIP Transit project described on the attached vote list. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description 

Dist-PPNO 
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.6a.(1)  Locally Administered STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-13-04 

1 
$300,000 

 
Lassen County 
Transportation 
Commission 

LCTC 
02-Lassen 

 
Purchase Two Transit Vehicles.  Purchase two 26-foot, 21-
passenger seat, low-floor cutaway, gasoline powered 
buses.     
 
(CEQA – SE: 15138.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Replace two fleet vehicles to maintain 
existing services. 

 
02-2436 

RIP/13-14 
CONST 

$300,000 
0214000055 

S 
T333TA 

 
2013-14 
101-0046 

PTA 
30.10.070.626 

 
 

$300,000 
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 Reference No.: 2.6a.(2) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Acting Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STIP RAIL PROGRAM 

PROJECTS   
 RESOLUTION MFP-13-05 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $6,600,000 for the State administered Northern California 
Maintenance Facilities (PPNO 75-2095) State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Rail 
project, in various counties. 

 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one State administered STIP Rail project totaling $6,600,000.  The 
Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time. 
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $6,600,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item  
2660-301-0046 for the State administered STIP Rail project described on the attached vote list. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description 

Dist-PPNO 
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.6a.(2)  State Administered STIP Rail Projects Resolution MFP-13-05 
1 

$6,600,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

VAR 
 
 

 
Northern California Maintenance Facilities. 
Sacramento Maintenance Facility.  In the Sacramento area 
Northern California to serve the pooled intercity railcar 
fleet for the San Joaquin and Capitol Corridor routes.  
Design, environmental and permits needed for construction 
of new servicing and maintenance facilities.   
 
(Time extension for FY 11-12 PS&E expires on February 28, 
2014.) 
 
(Concurrent programming amendment under Resolution: 
ICR1B-P-1314-02, December 2013.) 
 
(Total project cost $44,601,000 with additional STIP (IIP) for 
R/W ($18,850,000) and Prop. 1B PTMISEA-IRI $19,151,000 
for R/W and CON.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Daily service and cleaning, re-stocking of 
consumable supplies, scheduled preventative maintenance, 
emergency repairs and a location for nightly layovers for 
state-owned rail equipment.  

 
75-2095 
IIP/11-12 

PS&E 
PA&ED 

$6,600,000 
0014000094 

S 
 

 
2013-14 
301-0046 

PTA 
30.20.020.720 

 

 
 

$6,600,000 
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
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Reference No.: 3.12 

Information Item 
 

From: STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang 
 Acting Division Chief 

Local Assistance 
 
Subject:   FOURTH QUARTER – BALANCE REPORT ON AB 1012 “USE IT OR LOSE IT” 

PROVISION FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2011 UNOBLIGATED CMAQ AND RSTP 
FUNDS 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
As of September 30, 2013, the Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) amount subject to 
redirection is zero.  However, the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) amount 
subject to redirection is $649,884. 
 
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). 
 
Assembly Bill (AB) 1012 was enacted on October 10, 1999 (Chapter 783, Statutes of 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 not obligated within the 
first three years of federal eligibility are subject to redirection by the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) in the fourth year in order to prevent the funds from being lost by the State. 
 
The annual notice to the Regions, under AB 1012 “Use It or Lose It” provisions for Federal Fiscal 
Year (FFY) 2011 (October 1, 2010 through September 30, 2011), was released on December 5, 2012.  
With this notification, the total FFY 2011 funds identified as subject to redirection under the provisions 
of AB 1012 were approximately $15 million.  This included approximately $13.7 million of RSTP 
funds and about $1.2 million of CMAQ funds.  As of September 30, 2013, the RSTP amount had 
decreased to zero, and the CMAQ amount had decreased to $649,884.   According to the Federal 
Highway Administration’s data, these funds will not revert until FFY 2016. 
 
 

  



 CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 3.12 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION                    December 11-12, 2013 
  Page 2 of 2 

 

Per the September 30, 2013 report, the CMAQ amount subject to redirection of $649,884 belonged to 
two Regions – Madera County Transportation Commission and Mariposa County Local Transportation 
Commission.  As of October 31, 2013, no additional CMAQ projects have been obligated by either of 
these Regions.  However, both Regions have stated that they will use these funds by May 1, 2014, and 
each are requesting a time extensions concurrently at this month’s Commission meeting. 
 
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.  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 



Apportionment Status Report
CMAQ and RSTP

as of September 30, 2013

AB 1012
Balances entering the 3rd Year

(from FFY 2011*)
Regional Report Summary

Reference No.: 3.12
December 11-12, 2013

Attachment 1

*Previously referred to as Cycle 14

CMAQ CMAQ Amount RSTP RSTP Amount
Unobligated Subject to Unobligated Subject to
9/30/2013 AB 1012 9/30/2013 AB 1012

   Delivery Reprogramming Delivery Reprogramming
Region Balance  1 11/01/2013  2 Balance  1 11/01/2013  2

Butte 1,169,669                    -                              2,428                        -                              
Fresno 8,368,859                    -                              10,896,992               -                              
Kern 11,821,355                  -                              11,959,308               -                              
Kings 436,360                       -                              (4,092)                       -                              
Los Angeles 17,028,830                  -                              121,725,479             -                              
Madera 3,913,505                    417,454                  (4,671)                       -                              
Merced 301,941                       -                              (8,369)                       -                              
Monterey -                                   -                              3 1,179,219                 -                              
Orange -                                   -                              (5,365,722)                -                              
Riverside 20,453,557                  -                              29,428,824               -                              
S. F. Bay Area (MTC) 6,877,502                    -                              4,112,172                 -                              
Sacramento (SACOG) 5,197,963                    -                              11,679,525               -                              
San Benito -                                   -                              3 17,348                      -                              
San Bernardino 20,935,361                  -                              14,264,108               -                              
San Diego (2,388,128)                   -                              (957,515)                   -                              
San Joaquin (520,641)                      -                              468,834                    -                              
San Luis Obispo 2,314,305                    -                              789,250                    -                              
Santa Barbara -                                   -                              1,544,451                 -                              
Santa Cruz -                                   -                              236,224                    -                              
Stanislaus 501,374                       -                              6,124,677                 -                              
Tahoe 419,205                       -                              3,183                        -                              
Tulare 4,441,808                    -                              1,593,226                 -                              
Ventura 10,499,906                  -                              8,777,525                 -                              
Rural Counties & SCAG 3,707,072                    232,430                  2,987,195                 -                              

TOTAL 115,479,805                649,884                  221,449,601             -                              

Footnotes:

1 Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

* Balances entered the 3rd year on October 1, 2012, and are subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2013.  These balances include the 
federal fiscal year 2013 Revised "Advance" apportionments (dated February 22, 2013).

3 These Regions are in air quality attainment and cannot use unobligated CMAQ apportionments, which are deobligations of closed out 
projects.  It is anticipated that any CMAQ balance that accumulates in a Region in air quality attainment will be included in a future 
CMAQ rescission or transferred to another Region that over-delivered prior to the end of the current federal fiscal year.  In 
September 2013, Los Angeles received $31,403.23 of these CMAQ unobligated apportionments from 1) Monterey $3,135.60 and 2) San 
Benito $28,267.63 based on Los Angeles' FFY 2013 over-delivery of OA.
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CMAQ and RSTP

as of September 30, 2013

AB 1012
Balances entering the 3rd Year

(from FFY 2011*)
Rural Report Summary

Reference No.: 3.12
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*Previously referred to as Cycle 14

CMAQ CMAQ Amount RSTP RSTP Amount
Unobligated Subject to Unobligated Subject to
9/30/2013 AB 1012 9/30/2013 AB 1012
Delivery Reprogramming Delivery Reprogramming

Region Balance  1 11/01/2013  2 Balance  1 11/01/2013  2

Rural County Information:
Alpine -                                    -                                 (120)                          -                              
Amador 351,652                        -                                 332                           -                              
Calaveras (1,219)                          -                                 291                           -                              
Colusa -                                    -                                 (212)                          -                              
Del Norte -                                    -                                 110                           -                              
El Dorado -                                    -                                 3,466                        -                              
Glenn -                                    -                                 11                              -                              
Humboldt -                                    -                                 38                              -                              
Imperial (SCAG) 1,744,229                     -                                 2,994,511                 -                              
Inyo -                                    -                                 129                           -                              
Lake -                                    -                                 (386)                          -                              
Lassen -                                    -                                 5,556                        -                              
Mariposa 559,066                        232,430                     168                           -                              
Mendocino -                                    -                                 634                           -                              
Modoc -                                    -                                 6                                -                              
Mono -                                    -                                 -                                -                              
Nevada 181,963                        -                                 791                           -                              
Placer -                                    -                                 (12,792)                     -                              
Plumas -                                    -                                 1,550                        -                              
Shasta -                                    -                                 (493)                          -                              
Sierra -                                    -                                 (6)                              -                              
Siskiyou -                                    -                                 (6)                              -                              
Tehama 544,706                        -                                 (7,439)                       -                              
Trinity -                                    -                                 (10)                            -                              
Tuolumne 326,675                        -                                 1,064                        -                              

Rural Combined Totals: 3,707,072                     232,430                     2,987,195                 -                              

Footnotes:

1 Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

* Balances entered the 3rd year on October 1, 2012, and are subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2013.  These balances include 
the federal fiscal year 2013 Revised "Advance" apportionments (dated February 22, 2013).
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Reference No.: 2.8f.(1) 

Action Item 
 

From: STEVEN KECK  
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang  
 Acting Division Chief  
 Local Assistance 

 

Subject:   REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF AB 1012 “USE IT OR LOSE IT” PROVISIONS FOR 
REGIONAL AGENCY APPORTIONED FEDERAL FUNDS 

 WAIVER 13-61 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) extend the period of availability of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds subject to reprogramming under the provisions of Assembly 
Bill (AB) 1012 (Chapter 783 of the Statutes of 1999).  The Madera County Transportation 
Commission (MCTC) is requesting a time extension for their Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2011 CMAQ 
balances, for the time period shown on the attachment. 
 

ISSUE: 
 

The annual notice to the Regions, under AB 1012 “Use It or Lose It” provisions for FFY 2011 
(October 1, 2010 through September 30, 2011), was released on December 5, 2012.  The deadline for 
obligating balances subject to reprogramming was November 1, 2013.  At this time, MCTC has 
indicated that they wish to have their CMAQ balances extended and made available for obligation at a 
later date.  A local agency may request a onetime extension up to six months, however Commission 
approval is required in order for the balance amounts to remain available to the agency.  Therefore, 
MCTC is requesting an extension for $417,454 of CMAQ balances for a County of Madera project 
funded with CMAQ that totals $440,000 which will be obligated by May 1, 2014.  
 

BACKGROUND: 
 

As of September 30, 2013, the balance subject to reprogramming under the provisions of AB 1012 for 
FFY 2011 is $649,884.  MCTC has an unobligated balance subject to reprogramming of $417,454. 
 

AB 1012 was enacted on October 10, 1999, with a goal of improving the delivery of transportation 
projects and addressing the significant 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 Commission in the fourth year in order to 
prevent the funds from being lost by the state.  Although this is a requirement of AB 1012, the 
apportionments will not lapse until FFY 2016 according to Federal Highway Administration records. 
 

In past years, the Commission has granted extensions request submitted by regional agencies for the 
purpose of extending availability of the unobligated CMAQ balance that was subject to 
reprogramming. 
 
 
 

Attachment 



 AB 1012 Extension Request Reference No.:  2.8f.(1) 
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  Attachment  
   

 

    

 
 
Regional Agency 
Local Agency 
Reason for Project Delay: 
 

 
Extension Amount 
Fund Type 

 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 
MADERA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION 
 
COUNTY OF MADERA 
 

 
 
$417,454 
CMAQ 
 
 

 
 
6 months 
05/01/14 
Support 
 

Several Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) projects totaling $913,000 in CMAQ funding were identified for delivery in 
the Madera County Transportation Commission’s (MCTC’s) April 2013 obligation plan but did not get obligated by September 30, 2013 as expected.  In 
November 2013, MCTC submitted an early federal fiscal year (FFY) 2014 obligation plan and a letter requesting an extension that shows MCTC will use the 
$417,454 of CMAQ funds by May 1, 2014.  In addition, MCTC’s November obligation plan showed a total of $933,000 that will be obligated by May 1, 2014 
and another $2,254,000 will be obligated by September 1, 2014.  The specific project to use the $417,454 of CMAQ funds identified above is for project 
(MAD 102051) which totals $440,000 for the County of Madera, Avenue 25, Road 8 to Road 11 Shoulder Paving. 
 
As a precaution for the future, MCTC indicated in their correspondence that they are developing measures to prevent further delays and to fund projects in 
accordance with AB 1012 so that a potential loss of funds does not occur. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve an extension for the period of availability of Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds in the amount of $232,430 subject 
to reprogramming under the provisions of Assembly Bill (AB) 1012 (Chapter 783 of the Statutes of 
1999).  The Department also recommends the Commission approve the reprogramming of the 
$232,430 of extended CMAQ funds from Mariposa County Local Transportation Commission (LTC) 
to Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC). 
 
ISSUE: 
 
LTC has $232,430 of unobligated CMAQ apportionments that are subject to reprogramming per 
AB 1012.  LTC indicated that approximately a month ago they were contacted by the Director of 
Transportation for the School District who would like to purchase a new school bus utilizing CMAQ 
funds.  However, that project is not programmed and LTC has indicated that it would be difficult to 
ensure a six-month delivery time frame.  Therefore, the Department recommends reprogramming the 
$232,430 of LTC’s unobligated CMAQ apportionments to VCTC for contribution towards Project ID 
numbers VEN130401 ($170,000) and VEN110308 ($62,430).   
 
Project VEN130401 is a Ventura County project and will use $170,000 towards the construction of 
bike lanes and roadway improvements at Pleasant Valley Road from SR 1 to Las Posas Road.  Project 
VEN110308 is a City of Thousand Oaks project and will use $62,430 towards the construction of bike 
lanes, sidewalk/drainage improvements, and to extend turn lanes at Erbes Road from Falmouth to 
Thousand Oaks Boulevard.  VCTC endeavors to submit these requests for authorization by March 
2014. 
 
The Department is in support of VCTC receiving these reprogrammed funds based on their prior year 
over-delivery and commitment to use these CMAQ funds timely.  
 
In FFY 2013, VCTC over-delivered their FFY Obligation Authority (OA) and is eligible to receive 
additional funding consistent with the Division of Local Assistance’s OA management policy.  Since 
LTC has more OA than unobligated apportionments, the Department will also transfer $232,430 of 
OA from LTC to VCTC. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 

As of September 30, 2013, the balance subject to reprogramming under the provisions of AB 1012 for 
FFY 2011 is $649,884.  LTC has an unobligated balance subject to reprogramming of $232,430. 
 
AB 1012 was enacted on October 10, 1999, with a goal of improving the delivery of transportation 
projects and addressing the significant 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 Commission in the fourth year in order to  
prevent the funds from being lost by the state.  Although this is a requirement of AB 1012, the 
apportionments will not lapse until FFY 2016 according to Federal Highway Administration records. 
 
In past years, the Commission has granted extensions request submitted by regional agencies for the 
purpose of extending availability of the unobligated CMAQ balance that was subject to 
reprogramming.  Also, at the January 2013 meeting, the Commission approved the reprogramming of 
unobligated CMAQ funds that were subject to reprogramming. 
 
Attachment 
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Regional Agency 
Local Agency 
Reason for Project Delay: 
 

 
Extension Amount 
Fund Type 

 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 
MARIPOSA COUNTY LOCAL 
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

 
$170,000 
CMAQ 
 
$62,430 
CMAQ 
 
 

 
 
5 months 
03/2014 
Support 
 

The Mariposa County Local Transportation Commission (LTC) has $232,430 of Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2011 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds subject to reprogramming under the provisions of Assembly Bill (AB) 1012 (Chapter 783 of the Statutes of 1999).  
LTC indicated in November 2013 that they were contacted by the Director of Transportation for the School District who would like to purchase a new school 
bus utilizing CMAQ funds.  However, that project is not programmed and LTC has indicated that it would be difficult to ensure a six-month delivery time 
frame.  Therefore, the Department recommends reprogramming the $232,430 of LTC’s unobligated CMAQ apportionments. 
 
In FFY 2013, VCTC over-delivered their FFY Obligation Authority (OA) and is eligible to receive additional funding consistent with the Division of Local 
Assistance’s OA management policy.  VCTC has identified two CMAQ projects that are ready to go to use the $232,430.  Project VEN130401 is a Ventura 
County project and will use $170,000 towards the construction of bike lanes and roadway improvements at Pleasant Valley Road from SR 1 to Las Posas 
Road.  Project VEN110308 is a City of Thousand Oaks project and will use $62,430 towards the construction of bike lanes, sidewalk/drainage improvements, 
and to extend turn lanes at Erbes Road from Falmouth to Thousand Oaks Boulevard. 
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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 $16,533,000 for the construction of ten locally-administered State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) projects identified on the attachment.  The responsible 
agencies have been unable to award the contracts within six months of allocation.  The attachment 
describes the details of the projects and the explanations for the delays.  The respective agencies 
request extensions, and the planning agencies concur. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 

 
In June 2006, the Commission adopted Resolution G-06-08, which requires the agency 
implementing a project to request a time extension if the project will not be awarded within six 
months of the allocation.  STIP Guidelines stipulate that the Commission may approve a waiver to 
the contract award deadline one time only for up to 20 months in accordance with Section 14529.8 
of the Government Code. 
 
 
Attachment 
 



 Reference No.:  2.8b.(1) 
 December 11-12, 2013 
 Attachment, Page 1 of 4 

 
Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Local Streets and Roads Projects 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act TE-Transportation Enhancements 
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program The Department-California Department of Transportation 

 
1 

 

 

City of Marina 
Monterey County 
PPNO 05-2297 
Imjin Parkway Class II Bike Lane City,  
TE Project 

 
  $2,000,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-64 
6 months 
6/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Marina (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Imjin Parkway Class II Bike Lane 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City has experienced difficulty in seed collection needed to create an on-site conservation area. 
 
The project includes extensive grading and paving work and the United States Fish and Wildlife Service issued the Biological Opinion (BO) 
with avoidance and minimization measures to protect the threatened Monterey spineflower.  In order to comply with the BO, the City’s biologist 
needed to collect Monterey spineflower seeds prior to construction and during June through August, thereby delaying the project by six months.  
The grading and paving work would also be performed during favorable weather conditions thus minimizing impacts to the project site.  
Therefore, the City is requesting a six-month extension to June 30, 2014.   
 

 
2 

 

 

City of Lancaster 
Los Angeles County 
PPNO 07-4318 
Downtown Lancaster Gateway and 
Roundabout, TE Project 

 
  $728,000 
 

 
3/5/2013 
FP-12-40 
3 months 
12/31/2013 
Support, post fact 
 

 The City of Lancaster (City) is requesting a three-month post fact extension to the period of contract award for the Downtown Lancaster Gateway 
and Roundabout Transportation Enhancement project.  The City has experienced delays in awarding the contract due to a bid protest. 
 
The City advertised the project and received two bids.  The contract was scheduled to be awarded to the lowest bidder by the September 30, 2013 
deadline.  However, a formal bid protest was submitted in early September 2013 and upon legal review, the lowest bidder was deemed non-
responsive.  The second bidder was found to be substantially higher than the project estimate.  The City re-advertised the project in  
mid-September and awarded the contract on November 12, 2013.  Therefore the City is requesting a three-month post-fact time extension to 
December 31, 2013.   
 

 
3 

 

 

City of Ventura 
Ventura County 
PPNO 07-3565M 
California Street Enhancement, TE 
Project 

 
  $920,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-66 
6 months 

   6/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Ventura (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the California Street Enhancement 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City has experienced delays in awarding the project due to no responses from any bidders. 
 
The City advertised the project in August 2013 and anticipated opening bids on October 3, 2013.  However, the City received no bids.  The City 
has met with potential contractors and the design consultant team to determine changes to the plan to successfully rebid the project.  The project’s 
plans, specifications and estimate are being revised.  The City anticipates having the project ready to re-advertise by mid-March 2014 and 
awarding in April 2014.  To allow for any unforeseen issues, the City is requesting a six-month extension to June 30, 2014. 
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Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Local Streets and Roads Projects 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act TE-Transportation Enhancements 
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program The Department-California Department of Transportation 

 
4 

 

 

City of Camarillo 
Ventura County 
PPNO 07-3565N 
Landscaping Enhancement, TE 
Project 

 
  $1,150,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-66 
6 months 

  6/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Camarillo (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Landscaping Enhancement 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City has experienced delays in awarding the project due to low bidder turnout. 
 
The City advertised the project on October 2, 2013, and was scheduled to award the project in November 2013.  After the pre-bid meeting was 
attended by six general contractors and four sub-contractors, the City anticipated a satisfactory bid turnout.  The City received one bid and the 
City Attorney found the bid to be non-responsive.  The City contacted prospective bidders regarding the project and most stated their lack of 
bidding was primarily due to timing issues.  The City has simplified the required bid documents and plans to discuss them at the next pre-bid 
meeting.  The City anticipates the project re-advertisement and awarding to take three months.  To allow for any unforeseen bidding issues, the 
City is requesting an additional three months.  Therefore, the City is requesting an extension to June 30, 2014.   
 

 
5 

 

 

City of Santa Monica 
Los Angeles County 
PPNO 07-4544 
Santa Monica Bike Share 
Program, TE Project 

 
  $1,543,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-64 
18 months 

   6/30/2015 
Support 
 

  
The City of Santa Monica (City) is requesting an 18-month extension to the period of contract award for the Santa Monica Bike Share Program 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City experienced delays to advancing the project due to the recent expansion efforts for a regionally 
coordinated bike share program. 
 
The project is located in the City of Santa Monica.  The City was contacted by the Westside Cities Council of Governments (Westside COG) 
regarding expanding the bike share program into a regionally coordinated procurement project.  The Westside COG covers a sub-region that 
includes the City of Santa Monica, Beverly Hills, Culver City, West Hollywood and the western area of Los Angeles.  The extension is requested 
to help facilitate multi-agency coordination efforts and governing body approvals on the new regional bike share program.  Multi-agency 
coordination was not anticipated at the time of allocation.  Once the regional direction is finalized, the City would move forward with a 
procurement process and award the project by mid 2015.  Therefore, the City is requesting an 18-month extension to June 30, 2015.  
 

 
6 

 

 

City of Rialto 
San Bernardino County 
PPNO 08-1111L 
Pacific Electric Inland Empire 
Trail, TE Project 

 
  $2,000,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-64 
3 months 

  3/31/2014 
Support 
 

  
The City of Rialto (City) is requesting a three-month extension to the period of contract award for the Pacific Electric Inland Empire Trail 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City experienced delays in advancing the project to advertisement and award due to insufficient 
Federal Transportation Enhancement (TE) apportionments. 
 
The City received the allocation notice from the Department on September 10, 2013 with a notification regarding insufficient TE apportionments.  
The City consulted with the Department and was advised to pursue federal obligation of construction funds through Advance Construction (AC) 
funding.  The City requested and received the Authorization to Proceed with Construction from the Department on the basis of AC funding.  The 
City postponed advertising the project given the uncertainty of reimbursement of AC funding until consulting further with the Department.  The 
City prepared to advertise the project but does not anticipate awarding before the December 31, 2013 deadline.  Therefore, the City is requesting 
a three-month extension to March 31, 2014 to ensure sufficient time is available to address any potential bidding issues.    
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Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Local Streets and Roads Projects 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act TE-Transportation Enhancements 
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program The Department-California Department of Transportation 

 
7 

 

 

SANBAG 
San Bernardino County 
PPNO 08-1111N 
San Bernardino Passenger Rail 
and Transit Center, TE Project 

 
  $992,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-64 
8 months 

  8/31/2014 
Support 
 

  
The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting an eight-month extension to the period of contract award for the San 
Bernardino Passenger Rail and Transit Center Transportation Enhancement project.  SANBAG experienced delays in advertising and awarding 
the project due to the Amalgamated Transit Union protests. 
 
SANBAG deferred advertising the project due to the uncertainty with the duration and outcome of the Amalgamated Transit Union protest and 
the federal government shutdown in October 2013.  SANBAG is currently advertising the project, anticipates bid opening in January 2014 and 
awarding in February 2014.  To allow for any unforeseen bidding issues, SANBAG is requesting an additional six months.  Therefore, SANBAG 
is requesting an eight-month extension to August 31, 2014. 
 

 
8 

 

 

Town of Mammoth Lakes 
Mono County 
PPNO 09-2546 
Canyon Boulevard Street 
Improvements Project 

 
  $3,650,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-64 
6 months 

  6/30/2014 
Neutral 
 

 The Town of Mammoth Lakes (Town) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Canyon Boulevard Street 
Improvements project.  The Town anticipates low bidder turnout due to immediate project shutdown once the project is awarded. 
 
The project will be immediately shut down due to the consistent inclement winter weather conditions typical of the Eastern High Sierra.  The 
weather conditions vary from year to year, but normally road construction cannot begin before May.  The six-month delay between bidding and 
start of construction would cause the contractor to have a reduced bonding capacity and be exposed to material price fluctuations.  This could 
potentially result in fewer and higher bidders.  Delaying the bid advertisement to March 2014, and award to May 2014 will reduce the risk of bids 
higher than the engineer’s estimate.  Therefore, the Town is requesting a six-month time extension to June 30, 2014. 
 

 
9 

 

 

City of Manteca 
San Joaquin County 
PPNO 10-0018C 
Louise Avenue Enhancements, TE 
Project 

 
  $940,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-66 
3 months 

  3/31/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Manteca (City) is requesting a two-month extension to the period of contract award for the Louise Avenue Enhancements 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City experienced delays in advancing the project to the advertising and award phase due to incomplete 
Right of Way Certification. 
 
The City experienced a six-week delay in submitting the Request for Authorization to Proceed with Construction to the Department, due to an 
incomplete Right of Way (R/W) Certification.  Since then, the City resubmitted a complete R/W certification package after the City Council 
passed the City Council Resolution in August 2013.  The project moved forward and the City currently advertising the project and anticipates 
awarding the project in February 2014.  In order to allow for any unforeseen circumstances, the City is requesting an additional month. Therefore, 
the City is requesting a three-month extension to March 31, 2014. 
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Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Local Streets and Roads Projects 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act TE-Transportation Enhancements 
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program The Department-California Department of Transportation 

 
10 

 

 

City of Stockton 
San Joaquin County 
PPNO 10-0018E 
Weber Avenue Beautification 
Phase II, TE Project 

 
  $2,610,000 

 
6/11/2013 
FP-12-66 
2 months 

   2/28/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Stockton (City) is requesting a two-month extension to the period of contract award for the Weber Avenue Beautification Phase II 
Transportation Enhancement project.  The City experienced delays in advertising the project due to issues with the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC) and project cost reduction measures. 
 
After approval of the Authorization to Proceed with Construction, the City pursued Value Engineering to address two issues; the CPUC requested 
additional improvements at the at-grade railroad crossing beyond what was originally scoped and possible reduction of proposed asphalt  
project-wide to help reduce cost.  The City revised the project plans to eliminate the need to include the CPUC’s request and to reduce the 
quantity of asphalt at areas identified project-wide.  The City advertised the project on October 10, 2013 and anticipates awarding by December 
3, 2013.  To allow for any unforeseen bidding issues, the City is requesting a two-month extension to February 28, 2014.   
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Subject:  REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR PROPOSITION 1B 

STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM PROJECTS, PER SLPP GUIDELINES 
WAIVER 13-53 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) extend the period contract award for the Proposition 1B State-Local 
Partnership Program (SLPP) projects on the attached document. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Commission allocated $4,640,000 for the construction of eight locally administered  
Proposition 1B SLPP projects which are 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 are 
requesting extensions, and the planning agencies concur. 
 
BACKGROUND: 

 
In April 2010, the Commission adopted the Proposition 1B SLPP Guidelines (Resolution  
SLP1B-G-0910-002), which require the agency implementing a project to request a time extension 
if the project will not be awarded within six months of the allocation.  The SLPP Guidelines 
stipulate that the Commission may approve a waiver to the timely use of funds deadline one time 
only for up to 20 months. 
 
 
Attachment 
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Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Local Streets and Roads Projects 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number  
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

  
SLPP – State-Local Partnership Program  

 
1 

 

 

City of Point Arena 
Mendocino County 
Port and Windy City Road 
Rehabilitation project 

 
  $11,000 

 
06/11/2013 
SLP1B-A-1213-26 
4 months 
04/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Point Arena (City) is requesting a four-month extension to the period of contract award for the Port and Windy City Road Rehabilitation 
project.  This project will repair damaged road surfaces due to drainage and allow the removal of traffic diversions, such as steel plating and traffic 
cones which will increase pedestrian safety. 
 
The extension is requested because the City initially planned to perform the project, but due personnel changes, the work is now going to be performed 
by a contractor.  The extension is needed to allow time for the bid and award processes.  The City is expecting to advertise the project in January 2014 
and award in February 2014.  The City is requesting an additional two months to allow for any unforeseen circumstances. 
 

 
2 

 

 

City of Lincoln 
Placer County 
Nelson Lane Improvement project 

 
  $600,000 

 
06/11/2013 
SLP1B-A-1213-26 
12 months 
12/31/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Lincoln (City) is requesting a 12-month extension to the period of contract award for the Nelson Lane Improvement project.  This 
project will reconstruct the existing narrow two-lane road between State Route 65 and Rockwell Lane with a four-lane roadway to 
accommodate the increase in traffic due to the newly completed State Route 65 Lincoln Bypass project.  The new roadway will be constructed 
to current standards, which will render this a safer passage for motorists.   
 
The extension is being requested because the City has had problems getting a signed utility agreement with American Telephone & Telegraph 
(AT&T) due to buy America requirement, which delayed an approved Right of Way (R/W) Certification. The City anticipates having an 
approved R/W Certification by December 1, 2013, advertising the project in January 2014 and awarding the project in February 2014.  The City 
is asking for an additional 10 months in case there are any potential delays that arise with the bid process and any other unforeseen 
circumstances. 
 

 
3 

 

 

City of Fresno 
Fresno County 
Traffic Signal at Audobon and Cole 

 
  $181,000 

 
06/11/2013 
SLP1B-A-1213-26 
6 months 
06/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Fresno (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Traffic Signal at Audobon and Cole project.  
This project will construct a new traffic signal at the intersection of Audobon Drive and Cole Avenue and also install American Disability Act 
ramps. 
 
The City is requesting the extension because the design of the traffic signal was completed numerous years ago and the condition of the project 
site has changed significantly with recent developments within the project limits.  The design will need to be modified to reflect these recent 
developments and to address a new utility conflict that was installed as a result of these changes.  The City expects to advertise the project in 
February 2014, open the bids in March 2014, and award the contract in April 2014.  The City is asking for an additional two months in case of 
delays in the advertising and bidding processes.     
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Project # 
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Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
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Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
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SLPP – State-Local Partnership Program  

 
4 

 

 

City of Fresno 
Fresno County 
Traffic Signal at Shield and Temperance 

 
  $215,000 

 
 06/11/2013 
 SLP1B-A-1213-26 
 6 months 
 06/30/2014 
 Support 

 
 The City of Fresno (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Traffic Signal at Shield and Temperance 

project.  This project will construct a new traffic signal at the intersection of Shield Avenue and Temperance Avenue and also install American 
Disability Act ramps. 
 
The extension is being requested because the design of the traffic signal was completed numerous years ago and the current condition of the 
project site has changed significantly with the recent developments within the limits of the project.  The design for the project will need to be 
modified to reflect these recent developments and to address a conflicting utility that was installed as a result of these changes.  The City expects 
to advertise the project in February 2014, open the bids in March 2014, and award the contract in April 2014.  The City is asking for an additional 
two months in case of delays in the advertising and bidding processes.     
 

 
5 

 

 

City of Fresno 
Fresno County 
State Route 180 West Frontage 
Road project 

 
  $2,213,000 

 
06/11/2013 
SLP1B-A-1213-26 
6 months 

  06/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Fresno (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the State Route 180 west Frontage Road project.  
This project will construct a new road, curb and gutter, American Disability Act ramps, street lights and a storm drain facility.   
 
The extension is being requested because of issues that have arisen during the contract advertisement period.  During the contract advertisement 
there were numerous requests for information (RFIs) from contractors that have significant cost implications to the project.  The original bid 
opening was going to be in November. However, in order to address all of the RFIs the bid opening will be delayed.  The City anticipates to 
advertise the project in February 2014, opening the bids in March 2014, and award the contract in April 2014.  The City is asking for an 
additional two months in case of delays in the advertising and bidding processes.     
 

 
6 

 

 

City of Chowchilla 
Madera County 
Presidential Street Rehab project 

 
  $240,000 

 
06/11/2013 
SLP1B-A-1213-26 
3 months 

  03/30/2014 
Support 

 
 The City of Chowchilla (City) is requesting a three-month extension to the period of contract award for the Presidential Street Rehabilitation 

project.  This project will overlay several residential streets: Harding, Coolidge and Hover Avenues; all within the south west section of the City 
of Chowchilla.   
 
The City is requesting the extension to allow the project to be advertised and bid during the time of year when the weather is more favorable for 
asphalt paving.  The City predicts that the bids will be lower when the contractors know they can start the project immediately, due to the volatile 
prices of asphalt.  The City is expecting to advertise the project in January 2014, open bids in February 2014, and award the contract in  
March 2014.  Therefore, the City is requesting a three-month extension to March 30, 2014 
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Resolution Number  
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

  
SLPP – State-Local Partnership Program  

 
7 

 

 

City of Moreno Valley 
Riverside County 
Perris Boulevard Improvement 
project 

 
  $1,000,000 

 
   06/11/2013 

SLP1B-A-1213-26 
6 months 

  06/30/2014 
Support 
 

 The City of Moreno Valley (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Perris Boulevard Improvement 
project.  This project includes widening Perris Boulevard from Ironwood Avenue to Manzanita Avenue, from two lanes to four full travel lanes.  
This will include curb and gutter, sidewalks, parkways, raised medians, minor storm drain improvements, a new traffic signal and traffic signal 
modifications.   
 
The extension is requested because the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) has an open call for projects for local and federal 
funds, which could adjust the fund sources identified for the Perris Boulevard project.  The call for projects is scheduled for approval by the 
January 2014 RCTC board meeting and the outcome will determine the fund sources that the RCTC will commit for the Perris Boulevard project.  
The City is expecting to advertise the project in February 2014, open bids in March 2014, and award the contract in April 2014.  The City is 
asking for an additional two months in case of unforeseen delays in the bidding process. 
 

 
8 

 

 
City of Montclair 
San Bernardino County 
Monte Vista Avenue Widening 
project 

 
  $180,000 

 
05/07/2013 
SLP1B-A-1213-22 
8 months 

  07/31/2014 
Support 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The City of Montclair (City) is requesting an eight-month extension to the period of contract award for the Monte Vista Avenue Widening 
project.  The project will widen Monte Vista Avenue from three lanes to four lanes and will include utility relocations, new fending, curb, gutter, 
sidewalk and street lighting.   
 
The extension is requested due to a delay in the completion of the design phase for the project.  There are three utility companies that are 
currently working on their portion of the design work and they are all expected to be completed by December 31, 2013.  The City expects to 
advertise the project in January 2014, open bids in March 2014 and award the project on April 2014.  The City is asking for an additional three 
months for any potential unforeseen delays in the bidding process 
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Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR A PROPOSITION 1B 
LOCAL BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT ACCOUNT PROJECT, PER LBSRA GUIDELINES  
WAIVER 13-54 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by the County of Los Angeles 

(County) to extend the period of contract award for the Proposition 1B Local Bridge Seismic 

Retrofit Account (LBSRA) East Fork Road over North Fork San Gabriel River bridge project for 

eight months, from November 30, 2013 to July 31, 2014, per LBSRA Guidelines. 

 

ISSUE:  
 
In July 2007, the Commission approved Resolution LBS1B-A-0708-001, allocating $13.5 million  

in LBSRA bond funds, and delegated authority to the Department to sub-allocate funds to projects.  

In May, 2013, the Department sub-allocated $229,819 to the County for the East Fork Road over North 

Fork San Gabriel River bridge project.  The County is unable to award the project by the deadline of  

November 30, 2013, and is requesting an eight-month time extension to July 31, 2014. 

 

BACKGROUND: 

 

The County advertised the East Fork Road over North Fork San Gabriel River bridge project in July 

2013 and bids were opened in August 2013.  However, the lowest bidder was unable to meet the 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise goal.  The lowest bidder subsequently submitted a Good Faith Effort 

(GFE), which the County deemed inadequate and rejected in September 2013.  The County plans to 

proceed with awarding the contract to the second lowest bidder.  This will require approval from the 

County Board of Supervisors which takes approximately eight weeks to complete.   

 

The contract award is anticipated to take place by the end of November 2013.  There is a possibility the 

contract award will be delayed during the expected eight week timeframe should the first lowest bidder 

file an appeal of their on the ruling of GFE.  There is no timeframe for the appeals process and this could 

be a lengthy process.  In order to allow for the possibility of an appeal and any other unforeseen 

circumstances, the County is requesting an eight-month time extension through July 31, 2014. 
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In May 2008, the Commission adopted the LBSRA Guidelines (Resolution LBS1B-G-0708-001), 

which requires the implementing agency to request a time extension if the project will not be 

awarded within six months of the sub-allocation date.  The LBSRA Guidelines stipulate that the 

Commission may approve a waiver to the timely use of funds deadline one-time only for up to 20 

months. 
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Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE-LOCAL 

PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM PROJECTS, PER SLPP GUIDELINES 
WAIVER 13-55 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) extend the period of contract award for the Proposition 
1B State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail project by 
six months, to June 30, 2014, per SLPP Guidelines. 

 
ISSUE: 
 
On June 11, 2013, the Commission approved Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-27 allocating $10,921,000 
to the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) for the Downtown San Bernardino 
Passenger Rail project.  SANBAG will not be able to meet the six-month deadline for contract award 
due to the Federal Transit Administration’s delay in processing federal grants resulting from the 
partial federal government shutdown.  The Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail project 
consists of multiple funding sources that need to be secured prior to awarding a third party contract. 
SANBAG anticipates opening the bid process starting in December 2013 and awarding a contract no 
later than June 2014.    
 
Therefore, SANBAG is requesting a six month extension for the period of contract award to June 30, 
2014.  

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In April 2010, the Commission adopted SLPP Guidelines (Resolution SLP1B-G-0910-02) which 
require the agency implementing a project to request a time extension if the project will not be 
awarded within six months of the allocation.   
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From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 
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Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE 

ADMINISTERED PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER        
RESOLUTION G-06-08 

 WAIVER  13-56 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve time extensions for the period indicated for six 
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) projects and one multi-funded 
Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership program (SLPP/ SHOPP) project described on the 
attachment. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
On April 25, 2013, the Department allocated $887,000 for one SHOPP project and on May 6, 2013 
allocated $310,000 for another SHOPP project using its delegated authority.  On May 7, 2013, the 
Commission allocated $953,000 for two SHOPP projects and $16,423,000 one multi funded 
SHOPP/SLPP project.  On June 11, 2013, the Commission allocated $2,500,000 for two SHOPP 
Projects.  In accordance with Resolution G-06-08, the deadline to award contracts for projects 
allocated in April 2013 is October 31, 2013, for projects allocated in May 2013, is November 30, 
2013, and for projects allocated in June 2013 is December 31, 2013.  The Department will not be 
able to meet the deadlines for these projects and is requesting time extensions for the period of 
contract award.  The attachment shows the details of each project and the delays that have resulted in 
the extension request. 
 
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. 
 
Attachment 
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Reference No.:  2.8b.(5)
December 11-12, 2013

Attachment 

Allocated
Project Dist- EA County- Description Fund Amount Allocation Months until end of
Number PPNO Route Source (x $1,000) Date (month-yr)

1 04-0107F 4A260 ALA-580 Install and upgrade Metal Beam Guard Railing. SHOPP 507$             05/07/13 5 Apr-2014

2 05-2271 0R910 SCR-1 Construct concrete barrier, barrier slab and 
metal beam guard railing..

SHOPP 382$             06/11/13 12 Dec-2014

3 06-6328 0H170 FRE-180 Widen shoulder and replace bridge. SHOPP 2,118$          06/11/13 6 Jun-2014

4 06-6547 0M420 FRE-180 Construct concrete barrier. SHOPP 446$             05/07/13 4 Mar-2014

Reason for Delay:  Bids were opened on August 6, 2013.  Only one bid was received which was 150 percent above the Engineer's Estimate.  The Department is revising the 
bid package by changing the traffic control plans which will reduce the need for lane closures thus reducing the traffic control cost and attacting more bidders.  This four-
month time extension will allow the Department sufficent time to repackage, re-advertise and award the project contract.

Reason for Delay:  Bids for this project were opened on August 7, 2013. The low bidder did not meet the DBE goals requirements.  The Department is in the process of 
evaluating the second low bidder.  This six-month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to analyze all bids and award the project contract.

Reason for Delay:  Bids for this project were opened on August 13, 2013.  The low bidder was determined to be non-responsive.  The second low bidder did not meet the 
Disadvantage Business Enterprise (DBE) goals.  The Department is in the process of determining the second low bidder's good faith effort.  The third bid was 25 percent over 
the Engineer's Estimate.  This 12-month time extension will allow the Department to re-advertise and award the project contract.

Reason for Delay:   This project was advertised on August 12, 2013.  The Department rejected all bids due to an error in the Engineer's Estimate, therefore the project will be 
re-advertised.  This five-month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to re-advertise and award the project contract.

2.8b.(5)  Time Extension / Waiver - Contract Award
Waiver 13-56

Request
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Reference No.:  2.8b.(5)
December 11-12, 2013

Attachment 

Allocated
Project Dist- EA County- Description Fund Amount Allocation Months until end of
Number PPNO Route Source (x $1,000) Date (month-yr)

2.8b.(5)  Time Extension / Waiver - Contract Award
Waiver 13-56

Request

5 07-4507 4T560 LA-107 Intersection improvements. SHOPP 310$             05/06/13 6 May-2014

11-0129D 0223U SLPP 8,000$          

11-0129P 06500 SHOPP 8,423$          

7 12-3107 0L970 ORA-39 Modify signal and lighting at various locations. SHOPP 887$             04/25/13 3 Jan-2014

Reason for Delay:  Bids for this project were opened on September 5, 2013.  The apparent low bidder has been found to be non-responsive.  The Department is in the 
process of evaluating the second low bidder.  This 3-month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to analyze all bids and award the project contract to the 
lowest qualified bidder.

Reason for Delay:  Bids were opened on June 27, 2013.  Eight bids were received.  However, the Department rejected all bids due to either  qualification or non-
responsiveness.  This six-month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to repackage the project, re-advertise and award the project contract.

Reason for Delay:  Bids were opened on September 12, 2013.  The project was not awarded as the Department received bids that were significantly higher than the 
Engineer's Estimate.  This 18-month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to repackage the project, re-advertise and award the project contract.

SD-5 Realign and widen Genesee southbound off-
ramp.

18 May-201505/07/136
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Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCALLY 

ADMINISTERED PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER 
 SLPP GUIDELINES 
 WAIVER 13-57 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve the request by the City of Rancho Cugamonga (City) to extend 
the period of contract award for six months for the Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program 
(SLPP) I-15/Base Line Road Interchange Improvement project (PPNO 0168J) in San Bernardino 
County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
On June 11, 2013, the Commission allocated $1,000,000 for one locally administered Proposition 1B 
SLPP project.  In accordance with SLPP Guidelines, the deadline to award contracts for projects 
allocated in June 2013 is December 31, 2013.  However, the City will not be able to meet this 
deadline and is requesting a six-month time extension, to June 30, 2014 to award the contract.  The 
delay to award is due to a change in the implementing agency.  The lead agency has been changed 
from the City to San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG).  This six-month time 
extension will allow SANBAG sufficient time to acquire the E-76 authorization, advertise and award 
the project contract. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In April 2010, the Commission adopted the Proposition 1B SLPP Guidelines (Resolution SLP1B-G-
0910-002), which require the agency implementing a project to request a time extension if the 
project will not be awarded within six months of the allocation.  The SLPP Guidelines stipulate that 
the Commission may approve a waiver to the timely use of funds deadline one time only for up to 20 
months. 
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 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCALLY 

ADMINISTERED PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER 
 SLPP GUIDELINES 
 WAIVER 13-58 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by the City of Woodlake (City) to 
extend the period of contract award for 12 months for the State Transportation Improvement 
Program Transportation Enhancement (STIP TE) Woodlake Downtown Enhancement project 
(PPNO 6633) in Tulare County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
On May 7, 2013, the Commission allocated $973,000 for one locally administered STIP TE project.  
In accordance with Resolution G-06-08, the deadline to award contracts for projects allocated in 
May 2013 is November 30, 2013.  However, the City will not be able to meet this deadline and is 
requesting a 12-month time extension, to November 30, 2014 to award the contract.  The delay to 
award is due to “Buy America” requirements.  The City of Woodlake is working closely with the 
Department to meet these requirements.  This 12-month time extension will allow the City sufficient 
time to ensure that “Buy America” requirements are met, advertise 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. 
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Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE 

ADMINISTERED PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER        
RESOLUTION G-06-08 

 WAIVER  13-63 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve time extension for 20 months for one State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) on the State Highway System.  The subject project is 
the Willits Bypass Mitigation project located on Highway 101 in Mendocino County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
On May 7, 2013, the Commission allocated $26,290,000 for one STIP project (PPNO 01-0125X).  In 
accordance with Resolution G-06-08, the deadline to award contracts for projects allocated in May 
2013 is November 30, 2013.  The Department will not be able to meet the deadline for this project 
and is requesting a 20-month time extension, to July 31, 2015 to award the contract. 
 
This Wetland and Riparian Mitigation project is one of four children projects tied to the Willits 
Bypass project. Bids for this project were opened on October 22, 2013.  Three bids were received 
with the lowest bid being nearly twice the Engineer’s Estimate.  All bids were rejected.  The 
Department is meeting with stakeholders and is analyzing the plans, specifications and estimate in 
order to determine any deficiencies that may have arisen from the unique permitting requirements of 
this project.  The project will then have to be re-scoped and re-advertised. 
 
This 20-month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to re-package the bid 
documents, re-advertise 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. 
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Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF PROJECT COMPLETION FOR A 

PROPOSITION 1B LOCAL BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT ACCOUNT PROJECT, PER 
LBSRA GUIDELINES  

            WAIVER 13-59 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by Placer County (County) to 
extend the period of project completion for the Proposition 1B Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit 
Account (LBSRA) Auburn-Foresthill Road and North Fork American River Bridge project for 
seven months, from December 31, 2013 to July 31, 2014, per LBSRA Guidelines. 

 
ISSUE:  
 
In July 2007, the Commission approved Resolution LBS1B-A-0708-001, allocating $13.5 million  
in LBSRA bond funds, and delegated authority to the Department to sub-allocate funds to projects.  
In May, 2010, the Department sub-allocated $5,558,133 to the County for the Auburn-Foresthill Road 
and North Fork American River Bridge project.  The County is unable to complete project construction 
by the deadline of December 31, 2013, and is requesting a seven-month time extension to July 31, 2014. 

 
The construction contract was awarded in December 2010.  The project began in January 2011 and 
progress was made despite the loss of 70 working days as a result of rain delays between  
January 2011 and June 2013.  In September 2013, while work was being performed to replace the 
existing expansion joint seals on the bridge, a discovery was made that there were critical conflicts 
with the joint seal assembly.  Before work can resume, this issue needs to be addressed and corrected 
which could delay the project an additional 10 working days in as well an estimated 30 working days 
expected to be lost from November 2013 through June 2014 due to inclement weather.   
 
Additional working days may also be required to apply the methacrylate deck treatment.   
The application of the deck treatment is challenging due to the fact that it can not be applied during 
inclement weather and there are specified temperature ranges which may not be achievable during the 
winter months.  The deck treatment is tentatively scheduled for February 2014.  However, it is 
anticipated that winter weather challenges may delay the treatment until March or April of 2014.  
Once the construction is complete on this project, one more month will be needed to perform a 
detailed paint warranty inspection which is estimated to take place in May 2014. 



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.8c.(1) 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION December 11-12, 2013 

 Page 2 of 2 
 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 
In order to allow for any other unforeseen circumstances as well as inclement weather conditions, 
the County is requesting an additional two months to allow for unforeseen circumstances.  The 
County is requesting a seven-month time extension through July 31, 2014. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In May 2008, the Commission adopted the LBSRA Guidelines (Resolution LBS1B-G-0708-001), 
which requires the implementing agency to request a time extension if the project will not meet 
project completion within 36 months of the sub-allocation date.  The LBSRA Guidelines stipulate 
that the Commission may approve a waiver to the timely use of funds deadline one-time only for 
up to 20 months. 
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Subject:  REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF PROJECT COMPLETION FOR STIP 

TRANSIT PROJECTS, PER STIP GUIDELINES 

WAIVER 13-60 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) extend the period of project completion by 20 months, to  
August 30, 2015, for Inyo County’s Replacement Buses for Eastern Sierra Transit project (PPNO 
2550).  

 
ISSUE: 

 

On August 11, 2010, the Commission approved Resolution MFP-10-03 allocating $1,138,000 to 
Inyo County for the Replacement Buses for Eastern Sierra Transit project.  Completion of the project 
is pending due to a delay in the delivery of the final ordered vehicle as described in the approved 
project scope of work.  In addition, due to project cost savings, Inyo County has the opportunity to 
acquire an additional vehicle for their fleet at no additional cost to the State.  However, a time 
extension is needed prior to placing a purchase order to allow sufficient time for vehicle delivery, 
which will take approximately 19 months from the date of purchase order.        

 
Therefore, Inyo County is requesting a 20-month extension to the period of project completion to 
extend the deadline to August 30, 2015. 

 
BACKGROUND: 

 

Current State Transportation Improvement Program guidelines stipulate that a local agency has up 
to 36 months from the award of the contract in which to complete the project.  The Commission 
may approve waivers to the timely use of funds deadline one time only for up to 20 months in 
accordance with Government Code Section 14529.8. 
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	2.5f - Draft - SB
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5f.
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	USUMMARY:
	UBACKGROUND:
	Resolution G-05-05 authorizes the Department to sub-allocate funds for Minor projects.  At the June 2013 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2013-14 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.
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	The California Department of Transportation is presenting this item to provide the status of construction contract award for projects on the State Highway System allocated in Fiscal Year
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	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...
	(FY) 2011-12, FY 2012-13 and FY 2013-14.
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	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.1c(2)/2.5g.(2)
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
	URESOLUTION R99-AA-1314-02:
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	CTC Meeting: December 11, 2013  
	Reference No.: 2.2a. (1) 
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, provide comments in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP) that an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR)/(EA) will be prepared for the Gateway Park Project?
	RECOMMENDATION:
	Staff recommends that the Commission make no comments regarding the environmental issues to be addressed in the EIR/EA for this project; however Staff recommends that a letter be sent to the Bay Area Toll Authority (BATA) that states the following:
	BACKGROUND:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.3c.
	Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	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 ...

	RESOLUTIONS:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.3d.
	Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	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 ...

	RESOLUTION:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5a.
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RESOLUTION FP-13-25

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing this project.
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5b.(5)
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, passed by the voters in November 2006, included $2,000,000,000 for the Proposition 1B TCIF Program. The Commission recognized that the needs far exceeded the amoun...
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	Resolved, that $41,750,000 in State Highway Operation and Protection Program/Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) funds deallocated under Resolution FP-13-15 and Resolution TCIF-AA-1314-03, for TCIF Project 5 - Eastbound Interstate 58...
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
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	2.1a_2.6e TCRP 16.2 - Route 4 Loveridge SSD
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1a./2.6e.
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The project scope is to widen State Route (SR) 4 East from Loveridge Road to Somerville Road in Contra Costa County.
	At its December 2007 meeting, the Commission allocated $14,000,000 in TCRP funds for the R/W phase.  As the project progressed, the R/W estimate was lowered.  At its September 2009 meeting, the Commission reprogrammed $4,400,000 TCRP funds from R/W sa...
	Update the project funding plan and re-allocate previously allocated funds
	The R/W phase is nearing completion.  Due to lower than expected final costs on the Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) utility relocation work and also lower costs for the expert witness contracts related to the R/W court settlements, the R/W estimate ha...
	It is further proposed to re-allocate unspent $310,000 TCRP funds for R/W so that the final close-out activities can be completed.
	The changes described above are tabulated on the next page.
	/
	URESOLUTION TAA-13-02
	URESOLUTION TFP-13-04
	Resolved, with all conditions stipulated still in effect, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) hereby revises Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) Project 16.2 to reflect the changes described above; and
	Be it further Resolved, that the Commission hereby approves a corresponding allocation amendment transferring previously allocated funds in accordance with the attached vote box; and
	Be it further Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation.
	Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in the Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing TCRP projects, and is governed by the terms and conditions of the Fund Transfer Ag...
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	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RESOLUTION FP-13-26

	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.
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	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2012 
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	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
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	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
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	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
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	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	Attached is a list of projects that have requested to be programmed in federal FY 2013-14 totaling $11,201,406 of bond match needs.  If this allocation request is approved, the Department will sub-allocate $11,201,406 of Seismic Prop 1B match.  The De...
	FY 2013-14.
	RESOLUTION:
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	2.5g5a  Prop 1B TCIF LOFF SHS - Draft - QA
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5a) 
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF project on the State Highway System for $4,361,000, plus $12,139,000 from other sources.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocat...
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5b) 
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF Rail project totaling $12,270,000, plus $12,270,000 from other sources.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(7a)
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RESOLUTION TLS1B-A-1314-02

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one Proposition 1B TLSP project totaling $6,515,500.  The Department 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: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(9)
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B HRCSA project totaling $1,325,000, plus $1,723,000 from other sources.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(8)
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes the State administered Prop 1B ICR project totaling $4,000,000.  The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	Resolved, that $4,000,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item
	2660-304-6059 for one State administered Proposition 1B Intercity Rail project described on the attached vote list
	Attachment
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	2.6a1 Local Admin STIP Transit - Draft - NM
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.6a.(1)
	Action Item
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	2.6a2 State Admin STIP (Rail) Transit - Draft - QA
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.6a.(2)
	Action Item
	Prepared by: Ron Sheppard
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	2.8b1_BI_STIP Dec Draft
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)
	Prepared by: Rihui Zhang
	WAIVER 13-52

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The Commission allocated $16,533,000 for the construction of ten 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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	_2.8b.2
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting:      December 11-12, 2013
	Prepared by: Rihui Zhang
	RECOMMENDATION:
	The Commission allocated $4,640,000 for the construction of eight locally administered
	Proposition 1B SLPP projects which are 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 ...
	BACKGROUND:

	2.8b.(2)_SLPP_Attachment
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	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.8b.(4)
	Prepared by: Jane Perez
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	On June 11, 2013, the Commission approved Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-27 allocating $10,921,000 to the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) for the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail project.  SANBAG will not be able to meet the six-month de...
	Therefore, SANBAG is requesting a six month extension for the period of contract award to June 30, 2014.
	BACKGROUND:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.8b.(5)
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
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