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June 15, 2015

Mr. Jim Madaffer, Chairman

California Road Charge Technical Advisory Committee
California Transportation Commission

1120 N Street, MS-52

Sacramento, CA 94273

Dear Chairman Madaffer:

The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) appreciates the
opportunity to provide input on the California Road Charge Pilot Program and
understands that consideration of a more sustainable transportation funding
mechanism is only part of an overall package of funding solutions. To that
end, and understanding of the scope of the committee’s role, OCTA believes
that it is critical that future efforts to resolve our transportation funding
challenges be accompanied by actions to repay past loans, and/or restore
redirected gas tax revenues back to transportation.

For more than 30 years, Orange County has been a leader on how
transportation improvements are planned, funded, delivered and operated.
Orange County is home to 51 miles of toll roads and ten miles of
high-occupancy toll lanes. Orange County has successfully passed two local
transportation sales tax initiatives and supported innovative and efficient
program delivery proposals. With these in mind we offer the following
comments for the committee’s consideration:

o Public trust, transparency, and support are critical to the success of any
public policy endeavor. While the gas tax has not been adjusted for
20 years, numerous other supplemental one-time measures, such as
recent Proposition 1B, have been instituted to address our
transportation needs. The pilot program should attempt to understand
users’ reaction on why a change in the user-pay system is needed, how
they can be assured that funds will be used for the intended purposes,
and what safeguards the users deem necessary. Safeguards should
include specific prohibitions against revenue diversions for
non-transportation purposes.
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Road users pay for transportation projects and services by various
means today, including gas taxes, fees, tolls, and local sales tax
measures. It is important that the pilot program consider the total price
that users currently pay through these various means. Furthermore,
the committee should consider a revenue-neutral approach when
setting the rates for existing gasoline powered vehicles.

The pilot program should assess how alternatives to the gas tax will be
viewed by motorists in areas where a transportation sales tax is in
effect. Our local sales tax program - Measure M - is designed to
supplement the gas tax revenues and to offset some of the deficiencies
that have been created due to lack of state and federal funding for
transportation. The pilot program should assess public understanding
of how these local funding programs and a mileage-based road charge
will work together.

There are a number of tolled facilities in Orange County where users
already pay for a portion or all of the maintenance costs. Understanding
how these users would perceive the equity issues related to
a mileage-based road charge should be considered as part of the
current effort.

Orange County is a major tourism attraction in California with more than
40 million annual visitors. The pilot program should assess options that
are fair and easily understood by out-of-state travelers.

In closing, OCTA is pleased to see that the state and Secretary Kelly are taking
a comprehensive approach to address our statewide transportation challenges
with initiatives that improve performance, realign resources, and offer
innovative funding options. OCTA looks forward to funding solutions that are
sensitive to privacy concerns, viewed as equitable, and ultimately supported

by the

If you

public.

have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Kia Mortazavi,

Executive Director, Planning, at (714) 560-5741.

Sincs

Darrell

hnson

Chief Executive Officer
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From: bjordan69@msn.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, June 26, 2015 2:13:27 PM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
william jordan (bjordan69@msn.com) on June 26th, 2015 at 02:13PM (PDT).

firstname: william

lastname: jordan

city: san diego

zip: 92123

email: bjordan69@msn.com

comments: IT WOULD APPEAR THAT DRIVERS TRYING TO REDUCE THIER CARBON FOOTPRINT AND
SAVE MONEY WILL BE PENALIZED FOR PURCHASING A FUEL EFFECIENT CAR.

ALSO DRIVERS WITH NOT AS GOOD MPG'S WILL NOT ONLY BE PENALIZED BY THIS USE TAX BUT
AT THE PUMPS AS WELL. SOUNDS LIKE DOUBLE DIPPING.
submit: Submit Comments
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From: emainland@comcast.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 2:45:18 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Edward Mainland (emainland@comcast.net) on June 29th, 2015 at 02:45PM (PDT).

firstname: Edward

lastname: Mainland

city: Novato

Zip: 94949

zip_plus four: 5334

email: emainland@comcast.net

comments: | respectfully recommend that RUC TAC produce a road-usage-charge (RUC) pricing and payout system
sufficient to (1) cover all road-use costs, including the environmental and health costs caused by driving; (2) add to
existing tax and cap and trade fees for fuel; (3) keep the per-mile price incentive to drive energy-efficient cars at
least aslarge asit iswith today’ s fuel excise tax, except as needed to achieve the next feature; (4) mitigate impacts
on low-income users; (5) protect privacy; (6) include congestion pricing when that technology becomes feasible;
(7) include a per-mile insurance fee, payable to the car-owner’ s insurance company, and (8) send its earningsto all
citizens and ingtitutions that are losing money under the current system, to achieve afull and just compensation.
Please acknowledge receipt of this recommendation. Y our thoughts would be appreciated.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: jcline71@comcast.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Thursday, July 02, 2015 10:02:46 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Jesse Cline (jcline7l@comcast.net) on July 2nd, 2015 at 10:02AM (PDT).

firstname: Jesse

lastname: Cline

city: SantaMaria

Zip: 93455

email: jcline7l@comcast.net

comments: It seems like thisis counter to the goal of reducing fuel consumption. If | drive alarge vehicle with poor
fuel economy, | like this plan asit isaway for me to reduce the amount of tax that | pay. In essence, | don't pay
more for being less efficient. However, if | drive amore fuel efficient vehicle, there is no benefit as | pay the same
as alessefficient vehicle.

If we are truly concerned with reducing emissions, it seems that a better alternative is to increase the gas tax and
make fuel more expensive. That way you are paying for the emissions that you create. Aslighter vehicles do
significantly less damage than heavier vehicles, this has the added benefit of proportionality and making people pay
for their impact to both the roadway and the environment.

To be clear, | am against the mileage tax and for increasing the gastax. Even if it adds $0.50 a gallon to the price of
fudl, that is preferable to me than paying per mile.
submit: Submit Comments


mailto:jcline71@comcast.net
mailto:Road.Charge.Pilot.Program@dot.ca.gov
mailto:Philip.Hinson@dot.ca.gov
mailto:jigme.chhimi@dot.ca.gov
mailto:gary.gutierrez@dot.ca.gov
mailto:brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

From: merrillh@sonic.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Monday, July 06, 2015 9:33:08 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Merrill Herring (merrillh@sonic.net) on July 6th, 2015 at 09:32AM (PDT).

firstname: Merrill

lastname: Herring

city: Sonoma

Zip: 95476

email: merrillh@sonic.net

comments: | have been an advocate of changing gas tax charge for road repair for many years and I'm glad you are
thinking about changing it to reflect the actual usage by drivers. The only problem with the current system is that
the funds collected viathe gas tax go into a general fund and it is obvious that some of the monies collected are not
directed toward road maintenance. So what ever change is made under the new system the monies collected should
go directly to the road maintenance and repair fund.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: robjosephson@gmail.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 12:23:17 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Rob josephson (robjosephson@gmail.com) on July 7th, 2015 at 12:23PM (PDT).

firstname: Rob

lastname: josephson

city: Vacaville

Zip: 95688

email: robjosephson@gmail.com

comments. To maintain incentives for the purchase of environmentally responsible cars, and in consideration of the
relationship between vehicle weight and impact on road deterioration, road usage

charges should be proportionate to vehicle weight in addition to miles driven and time vehicles are on the road.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: curtis@yourcpa.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 5:50:44 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Curtis Reeves (curtis@yourcpa.com) on July 7th, 2015 at 05:50PM (PDT).

firstname: Curtis

lastname: Reeves

city: Fresno

zip: 93711

email: curtis@yourcpa.com

comments. The historical model of collecting road taxes has been tied directly to point-of-purchase. Fuel purchased
in California was reasonably assumed to be consumed 99.5% in California. It was generally assumed that the fuel
taxes were a sort of user assessment. The more you drive, the more you contribute to road deterioration, and the
more you should pay in road taxes as your fair share.

What concerns me is that who pays road assessments for those who spend several months of the year in California,
but their autos are registered out-of-state? Conversely, why should California residents who drive out-of-state be
subject to not only California road assessments but also whatever assessments they will be paying when they refuel
in other states?

We need to address this perceived inequity in assessing what essentially amountsto a"user fee." | am all for
changing the current model, but we need to address this particular issue!

Thanks!
submit: Submit Comments
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From: gerardbl@comcast.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Tuesday, July 07, 2015 8:01:58 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Gerard Bourguignon (gerardbl@comcast.net) on July 7th, 2015 at 08:01PM (PDT).

firstname: Gerard

lastname: Bourguignon

city: Mill Valley

zZip: 94941

zip_plus four: 2636

email: gerardbl@comcast.net

comments: | strongly support the efforts to set up a Road Charge tax that will be sufficient to improve and maintain
the roads and highways in California. | intend to closely follow the development of this program and hope that it
can be implemented on schedule if not sooner.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: supernaut181@yahoo.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Program@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT; brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov
Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments
Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 10:52:57 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Jack Coulehan (supernaut181@yahoo.com) on July 9th, 2015 at 10:52PM (PDT).

firstname: Jack
lastname: Coulehan
city: Ontario

zip: 91764

zip_plus four: 3419

email: supernaut181@yahoo.com
comments: | think that it would be more reasonable to increase the gas tax. The wear and tear on the roads comes from the weight of the

vehicles. Generally, heavier vehicles that tear up the road more also consume more fuel. Fuel consumption is also a function of distance
driven. So it seems to me that fuel consumption is areasonably accurate measure of how much an individual vehicle adversely impacts
road conditions. No new data collection system is required and the revenue collection system is already implemented.

A fee-per-mile scheme also may add surcharges, to which | object. I've already had to purchase a transponder from and pay a $1-a-month
maintenance fee to a third party just to access carpool lanes | aready have aright to bein.

Sure, there are hybrids and electrics, but they're still the exception, even down here in electric-friendly commuter land--the greater Los
Angeles area. Reduction of fuel tax revenue is balanced by the benefit of decreased emissions.

Given all this, | find it preposterous that a 2000 Honda Insight (53 mpg combined [1], 1,847 Ibs. curb weight [2]) should require the same
fee per mile as the same year GMC Sierra 2500 pickup (12 mpg combined [3], 5,523 Ibs. curb weight [4]).

[1] htt ://www.fueleconom .gov/f extremeMPG.'
[2] https:.//en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hon
[3] https [Iwww. fuel economy gov/f@/PowerSearch do?

[4] http://www.cars.com/gmc/si erra-2500/2000/specifications/?acode=U SBOOGM T 18I CO

submit: Submit Comments
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From: supernaut181@yahoo.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Saturday, July 11, 2015 12:57:13 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Jack Coulehan (supernaut181@yahoo.com) on July 11th, 2015 at 12:57AM (PDT).

firstname: Jack

lastname: Coulehan

city: Ontario

Zip: 91764

zip_plus four: 3419

email: supernaut181@yahoo.com
comments. Hello.

| did alittle more reading into this, and I'd like to add to my previous comments. | still suggest Thiswill work in the
short term, but | realize that there is a concern over diminishing revenues in the longer term as cars become
increasingly fuel-efficient.

Further revenue could be generated by increasing the tax on diesel fuel. It is significantly lower than the tax on
gasoline, yet diesel vehicles often drive more miles and cause more damage to roads. Revenues from diesel fuel
may be more stable, as diesel vehicles will probably take longer to replace with alternatively powered vehicles. | do
realize, though, that large commercially operated vehicles are subject to other taxes and fees, and I'm not sure what
portion of these fees funds roads, thus offsetting the tax discrepancy between gasoline and diesel.

One person suggested taxing tires. Tire wear isan indicator of milestravelled, and tire size is correlated to vehicle
weight. Consequently, one probably could make a reasonabl e assessment of how much atire will impact the road
and collect the appropriate taxes upon its sale. All vehiclesrequire tires regardless of fuel, so electric vehicles are
taxed for road use. | think the idea of taxing tires to fund roads has merit overall. It could be considered unfair,
though, if tires are damaged prematurely. Increasing the price of tires may also lead some driversto drive longer
with unsafetires.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: Emmanuel_Aggreh@dot.ca.gov

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 3:33:52 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Emmanuel Aggreh (Emmanuel_Aggreh@dot.ca.gov) on July 9th, 2015 at 03:33PM (PDT).

firstname: Emmanuel

lastname: Aggreh

city: Moreno Valley

Zip: 92552

zip_plus four: 7925

email: Emmanuel_Aggreh@dot.ca.gov

comments. Charging miles driven instead of the gas tax would be a viable alternative to raising funds for the upkeep
of our infrastructure. My concern however is, when the miles driven fee go into play, would the taxes (federal, state
and local) now being charged for gasoline continue to be charged in addition or would they al disappear?

submit: Submit Comments
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From: kkmyrick@gmail.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 3:27:40 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Kyle Myrick (kkmyrick@gmail.com) on July 9th, 2015 at 03:27PM (PDT).

firstname: Kyle

lastname: Myrick

city: Redland

zZip: 92373

email: kkmyrick@gmail.com

comments. Just afew questions to consider;

1. Since many people travel to Californiaand utilize our roads during their visit, how will out of state travelers pay
for the usage of the roads whilein the state. This question also appliesto out of country travelers.

2. Will their be a constraining element to the roads in which money will be collected from? For instance if | own a
large plot of land or live on streets not maintained by any government entity will | still have to pay for the vehicle
miles traveled for timesin which | travel on my own personal roads?

3. What type of enforcement will be in place for delinquent/non payment of fees? The potential problem | seeis
asking for money after the service has been provided. To clarify it'simpossible to not pay the per gallon gas tax at
agas station but not paying abill sent in the mail is much easier.

Possible solutions to my questions above;

having a structure set up that acts like fast pass where the GPS transponder in your car will communicate with the
gas pump that an individual is set up with the road charge program. If your car does not have the transponder than
the per gallon tax will be charged. Thiswill account for some of the foreign and interstate travelers.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: territapcomm@att.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Thursday, July 09, 2015 10:36:23 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Terri Pencovic (territapcomm@att.net) on July 9th, 2015 at 10:36AM (PDT).

firstname: Terri

lastname: Pencovic

city: Grass Valley

Zip: 95945

email: territapcomm@att.net

comments. To save the cost of special GIS equipment, and to protect individual travel privacy, in Caifornia, simply
use the odometer readings from the SMOG compliance reports, which are submitted every 2 yearsto DMV. The
RUC could be calculated from the prior two years of accumulated miles, to determine a per vehicle charge for each
of the next 2 years, as modified by location zip of registered owner, and vehicle weight rating. New cars, not yet
due for a SMOG recertification, would be charged for the industry average annual VMT of 12,000 miles.

In other words, | agree with the California Office of Planning and Research, which "is recommending per capita
vehicle milestraveled (VMT), which is simpler to calcul ate and measures regional impacts instead of just local
impacts. Using VMT as your metric will lead to decisions that are good for all forms of transportation and help
reduce greenhouse gas emissions”.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: franciscovilla@altaplanning

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 10:05:46 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Francisco Villa (franciscovilla@altaplanning.) on July 10th, 2015 at 10:05AM (PDT).

firstname: Francisco

lastname: Villa

city: San Francisco

zZip: 94144

email: franciscovilla@altaplanning.

comments. You're out of your mind. How can you be so stupid and think your so smart. Incompetent
Tax everything so you can waste it. It will be on the backs of your children.

submit: Submit Comments
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From: jsmith@gmail.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 8:52:31 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
John Smith (jsmith@gmail.com) on July 10th, 2015 at 08:52AM (PDT).

firstname: John

lastname: Smith

city: San Luis Obispo

zZip: 93401

email: jsmith@gmail.com

comments: | just saw avideo in which Mr. Kempton made a point regarding how much Californian's need to pony
up compared to other states by comparing vehicle miles per year. His statistical comparison was that Californian's
drive 327 hillion vehicle miles per year vs. Texas with 265 hillion vehicle miles per year.

I would like to point out that a quick Google check shows the population of Californiain 2014 was 38.8 million, and
Texaswas 26.9 million. When that statistic is applied to the vehicle miles, the disparity isn't quite as dramatic, and
in fact shows Californians drive LESS than Texans per capital

My faith in your integrity is severely compromised when statistics are bandied about in such a manner asto create
false or misleading evidence.

Onefairly easy solution has the infrastructure already in place: vehicle odometer readings are already submitted
with SMOG certs to the DMV. Apply the mileage charge from those readings, yearly by dividing it in half since the
SMOG cert isrequired every two years. Yes, you'll miss some outliers driving vehicles that are old enough to not
require SMOG certification but those older vehicles are fairly low in number and typically don't drive ahigh
number of highway miles. The financial savingsin utilizing a system already in place will far outweigh the dollars
you'll be missing from those older vehicles.
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From: ecars@skyhibroadband.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 8:04:30 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Michael White (ecars@skyhibroadband.net) on July 10th, 2015 at 08:04AM (PDT).

firstname: Michael

lastname: White

city: Lincoln

Zip: 95648

email: ecars@skyhibroadband.net

comments. The current fuel tax system is meant to charge people who use the roadway.

Instead of implementing aroad charge program why not just increase the sales tax by a small amount, in addition to
indexing the current gastax to inflation? After all, pretty much everything that is bought/sold has utilized the
transportation system one way or another. Thisway you would have EVERYBODY contribute to the maintenance
of the transportation system because EVERYBODY usesit either directly or indirectly. Even people who do not
own avehicle "use" the transportation system to get; their groceries, their gasto heat their home, their electricity,
the materials things that fill their home, etc. Thiswould also "collect" revenue from non-residents (tourists,
travelers, etc.) who visit the State and directly, or indirectly, use the transportation system.

This new tax would HAVE to be dedicated to that purpose and the law written so that it absolutely cannot be used
for anything other than transportation.

submit: Submit Comments


mailto:ecars@skyhibroadband.net
mailto:Road.Charge.Pilot.Program@dot.ca.gov
mailto:Philip.Hinson@dot.ca.gov
mailto:jigme.chhimi@dot.ca.gov
mailto:gary.gutierrez@dot.ca.gov
mailto:brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

From: ricky.chavez@dot.ca.gov

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 9:01:56 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Rick Chavez (ricky.chavez@dot.ca.gov) on July 10th, 2015 at 09:01AM (PDT).

firstname: Rick

lastname: Chavez

city: ChulaVista

zZip: 91913

email: ricky.chavez@dot.ca.gov

comments: | under stand why we are doing this, But when car makers were in the past making car that got bad gas
millage and the state was getting its money for the gastax it was OK. Then we were told to be better stewards we
made adjustments to be better. Now that the states not getting that big money anymore you want to change it again.
Y ou know we all make decisionsin our lives go or bad that we have to live with, we don't get to change them and
go back and try to make thing better for our self'sTHAT'S LIFE. If i knew that i would have bought a home next to
my work. But i don't get to change things now because it would cost me more to buy that home next to my work.
Do you get what am trying to say because of your decisionsi get shorted on my income but no ones helping me.
We already pay alot in taxes asit is. Really what did you think was going to happen. So should we just quit our
jobs and go on welfare so we don't have to pay more maybe that's why our homeless pop!

ulation is so big. Think before you make changes. You can't have your cake and eat it too.
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From: huffman_arm ahoo.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 12:33:10 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
ron huffman (huffman_army@yahoo.com) on July 10th, 2015 at 12:33PM (PDT).

firstname: ron

lastname: huffman

city: yuba ity

Zip: 95991

email: huffman_army@yahoo.com

comments: | think it'sahorrible Idea !!!! If these contractors would use the right mix and follow specs we would
have great roads . Too many CCO's per job !!! The R.E.'s need to document everything including the inspectors!
I'maT.E.T. and | get payed way less than a Engineer and | could do a better job then they can ! Why put someone
who is making a 100,000 a year out there and they can't inspect ? How can we run out of money for infastructure
and never run out of welfare money ? | used to like this state
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From: tkellync@sbcalobal.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Friday, July 10, 2015 3:24:20 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Thomas R Kelly (tkellync@sbcglobal.net) on July 10th, 2015 at 03:24PM (PDT).

firstname: Thomas R

lastname: Kelly

city: Nevada City

Zip: 95959

email: tkellync@sbcglobal.net

comments: | think for the pilot program and any implementation, the weight of the vehicle should be factored into
the

per milefee. | would suggest the standard charge be based on the weight of a Chevrolet Impala. The increments for
the charge be linear for cars and and non 3 axel trucks with | suggest 250 Ib brackets. The damage to the road or
bridge structure is more affected by the weight of the vehicle and people who drive massive vehicles should pay
more.

CAPT Tom Kelly USN Retired
Transportation Engineer Traffic D3 (until Aug 8th)
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From: bruce.plowman@dot.ca.gov

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 11:06:12 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Bruce Plowman (bruce.plowman@dot.ca.gov) on July 13th, 2015 at 11:06AM (PDT).

firstname: Bruce

lastname: Plowman

city: Diamond Springs CA

Zip: 95619

email: bruce.plowman@dot.ca.gov

comments: Hello,

| used to be very much against toll roads. The idea of making stops periodically to pay tolls and always required to
carry change to pay thetolls, what a hassel. That changed when | visited Florida, during the Summer of 2014.
They have athreetier system. Residents of the state can get atransponder installed in their vehicle, paying the
lowest rate and they do not have to stop at the toll booths. The cash rate is higher than the transponder installed
resident rate and you do have to stop to pay thetolls. Therental car rate isthe highest rate unless you are traveling
long distances, then it can be cheaper than the cash rate.

All the roads we saw in Florida were beautifully maintained.

Sincerely,
Bruce W. Plowman
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From: salazarmari.59@gmail.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 4:11:08 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Maricela Salazar (salazarmari.59@gmail.com) on July 13th, 2015 at 04:10PM (PDT).

firstname: Maricela

lastname: Salazar

city: Sacramento

zZip: 95814

email: salazarmari.59@gmail.com

comments: | agree we need to find a creative source of funding to fix our roads and | appreciate all the intelligent
people at Caltrans and CalSTA working towards this. But | can't get around the fact that this feels backwards to me.
In your Q& A Section about how this will impact lower-income familiesit clearly notes that it would be more
equitable because lower income families drive older, less energy efficient vehicles... UM WHAT? why would we
want to encourage that? Please re-read that slowly and think about whether or not that matches with our other goals.

Also, Caltrans has agoal to reduce VMT per capita by 15% by 2020. If we achieve that goal, we'll very quickly be
looking for another funding source to fix our roads because people won't be driving as much. Our development
patterns are showing that more people are looking to work close to home, take active modes of transportation, and
our cities are becoming more dense meaning more local trips. Think about SB 743. Yes| support using VMT asa
performance measure because it will reflect a bias towards projects that support local trips, but let's bereal, Caltrans
SHS funding, in part, is funded by our ability to ask for mitigation funding. I don't have a solution to offer, but |
hope that you keep this reality in mind.

Another big concern of mine, that | am so surprised you haven't discussed, is the fact that electric vehicles cause
more damage to our roads compared to the average vehicle (weight of batteries). Going back to your alluding to
equity, this allows for wealthier people who can afford to purchase a new vehicle and that buy an electric one, to
pay disproportionately less for the damage that their vehicles cause. Also, since they have the more fuel efficient
vehicles, they will be paying less overall compared to someone who drives the same milesin an older vehicle.
Because the older vehicle will be paying more in gas tax (and more in gas overall because gas prices will continue
torise).

| admire the effort and | recognize we have along way to go. | also truly believe that you're right in testing things
out, as we should be doing-- there's no silver bullet. But | hope that as you move forward you all challenge your
assumptions and question your methodol ogy.

| believe there are honest people committed to the betterment of society at the top. Don't et me down.

Disclaimer: | work for Caltrans, but | am NOT speaking for the agency. | have no authority to do so. These
reflections are strictly from my interest as a transportation network user. Please let me know if you seriously took
into consideration my comments. It would mean alot to me to hear from you.

Thanks for your time,

Maricela Salazar

salazarmari.59@gmail.com
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From: ramonmartinez@sbcglobal.net

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 7:19:44 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Ramon Martinez (ramonmartinez@sbcglobal .net) on July 13th, 2015 at 07:19AM (PDT).

firstname: Ramon

lastname: Martinez

city: ChulaVista

zZip: 91915

email: ramonmartinez@sbcglobal .net

comments. "Road Charge" implies a negative sentiment as nobody wants to be charged for anything. | recommend
exploring other names for the program that have a more positive implication.

Signing up for the pilot is not as easy asit should be. I've looked for a minute before writing this comment. | will
continue to look as I'm sure it is somewhere in this website.
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From: venyssa.l@gmail.com

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Monday, July 13, 2015 7:19:46 AM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Venyssa Lopez (venyssa.l @gmail.com) on July 13th, 2015 at 07:19AM (PDT).

firstname: Venyssa

lastname: Lopez

city: Nuevo

Zip: 92567

email: venyssa.l@gmail.com

comments: It seems reporting from the insurance companies and DMV records would help
ascertain mileage. Our insurance requires mileage reporting every year.

DMV through registration renewal or transfers of ownership.
Law enforcement agencies record it but info funnelsto DMV because our
law enforcement folks have enough to deal with...

We already know commercial vehicles have weigh stations and driving logs, etc.

There are so many people driving unregistered and/or an uninsured vehicle and then add
all the vacationing visitors... Wow! | will be interested to see how these challenges

are addressed. Thanks for allowing me the opportunity to comment.
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From: morteza.fahrtash@dot.ca.gov

To: Road Charge Pilot Proaram@DOT; Hinson. Philip@DOT; Chhimi. Jiame@DOT; Gutierrez, Gary F@DOT;
brady.tadcol@dot.ca.gov

Subject: California Road Charge Pilot Program Public Comments

Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 3:10:41 PM

Below isthe result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
Morteza Fahrtash (morteza.fahrtash@dot.ca.gov) on July 16th, 2015 at 03:10PM (PDT).

firstname: Morteza

lastname: Fahrtash

city: Irvine

Zip: 92618

email: morteza.fahrtash@dot.ca.gov

comments: | have signed up for avolunteer on Road Charge Pilot Program.

However, since the adverse impact of different size vehicle on roadway pavement system varies with the size and
weight of the vehicle per axle, isthe TAC proposing different rate for different vehicle driven per mile based on the
weight and size?

As an example, the adverse impact of a semi-truck is equivalent to 80,000 vehicles driving on the same road.

Thank you,

Morteza Fahrtash
Former Professor of Civil Engineering
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