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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA January 22, 2015
| Tab # | ltem Description | Ref. # | Presenter | Status* |
GENERAL BUSINESS
1 Roll Call | 11 | Carl Guardino [ | C
General Business
2 Approval of Minutes for December 10, 2014 1.2 Carl Guardino A C
3 Executive Director’s Report 13 Will Kempton A C
4 Commission Reports 1.4 Carl Guardino A C
5 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 15 Carl Guardino A C
6 Election of Commission Chair and Vice-Chair 112 Carl Guardino A C
CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY REPORT
7 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Undersecretary | 1.6 | Brian Kelly [ | T
CALTRANS REPORT
8 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Chief Deputy Director | 1.7 | Malcolm Dougherty | | D
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REPORT
9 Report by FHWA California Division Administrator | 111 | Vincent Mammano | | F
LOCAL REPORTS
10 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 18 Renee De Vere-Oki I R
11 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 19 Jerry Barton I R
12 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Keith Dunn I R
POLICY MATTERS
13 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Carrie Pourvahidi A C
14 Road Charge Technical Advisory Committee and Pilot Program 411 Laura Pennebaker A C
Update
15 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Laurel Janssen I D
Steven Keck
16 2016 STIP Fund Estimate Overview and Schedule Adoption 4.3 Laurel Janssen A D
Steven Keck
17 Draft 2015 Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate 4.4 Laurel Janssen I D
Steven Keck
18 Draft 2015 Active Transportation Program Guidelines 4.6 Laurel Janssen I C
19 Caltrans’ Transportation Asset Management Plan 4.5 Stephen Maller I D
Kome Ajise
20 Proposed 2015 Ten-Year State Highway Operations and Protection | 4.16 Stephen Maller I D
Plan (SHOPP) Bruce DeTerra
21 Commission Comments on the Interregional Transportation 4.13 Carrie Pourvahidi A C
Strategic Plan
22 CalSTA Cap and Trade Draft Transit and Intercity Rail Capital 4.18 Juan Guzman I T
Program Guidelines Mitchell Weiss
Chad Edison
23 Results of the 2014 Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs 4.10 Carrie Pourvahidi I C
Assessment. Margot Yapp
24 Briefing on the Health in All Policies (HiAP) Task Force 4.12 Carrie Pourvahidi I R
Julia Caplan
INFORMATION CALENDAR
25 Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated 2.5f. I D
Authority
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1)): $2,175,000 for four
projects.
-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5.(3)): $7,793,000 for six
projects.
-- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5f.(4)): $3,071,000 for five projects.
26 Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by 31 I D
Department Action
27 Status of Construction Contract Award for State Highway Projects, 3.2a. I D
per Resolution G-06-08
28 Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for Local Assistance | 3.2b. I D
STIP Projects, per Resolution G-06-08
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|

29

2014 Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) Annual Report

| 4.18

|

| D

CONSENT CALENDAR

30

The cities of San Jose/Palo Alto and the Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority propose to amend the 2014 STIP to delete
$1,350,000 RIP from the Alameda Grand Boulevard - Phase 2
project (PPNO 0416Q) and reprogram these funds to the
US-101/Adobe Creek Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge project
(PPNO 2015D) in Santa Clara County.

STIP Amendment 14S-05

2.1a.

D

31

Submittal of Notice of Preparation for Comments:

04-Son-1, PM 15.1/15.8

Gleason Beach Highway 1 Realignment Project

Construct roadway improvements including realigning a portion of
State Route 1 in Sonoma County

(NOP) (PPNO 0748E)

2.2a.

32

Submittal of Notice for One Document Available for Comments:
(DEIR):

04-SCI-680, PM 6.5/9.9, 04-ALA-680, 0.0/12.4

I-680 Northbound HOV/Express Lane Project

Construct a HOV/Express Lane on a portion of 1-680 in Santa Clara
and Alameda Counties.

(DEIR) (PPNOs 0177 and 0587E)

2.2b.

33

Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding:

01-Hum-101, PM 111.4/111.6

Big Lagoon Slipout Repair Project

Construct roadway improvements on a portion of State Route 101
in Humboldt County.

(MND) (PPNO 2341) (SHOPP)

Resolution E-15-01

06-Fre-41, PM 33.3/33.4, 06-MAD-41, PM 0.0/0.2

San Joaquin River Bridge Scour and Seismic Retrofit Project
Construct seismic retrofitting to an existing bridge on State Route 41
in Fresno and Madera Counties.

(MND) (PPNO 6598) (SHOPP)

Resolution E-15-02

2.2¢.(1)

34

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

01 — Humboldt County — Eureka Waterfront Trail Phase A Project
construct new multi-use path in the City of Eureka in Humboldt
County. (MND) (LATIP) (PPNO 2069)

Resolution E-15-03
(Related Item under Tab 58.)

2.2¢.(2)

35

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

03 — Sacramento County — EI Camino Avenue Phase 2 Street and
Sidewalk Improvements Project — Construct new sidewalks and bike
lanes along El Camino Avenue in Sacramento County.

(MND) (ATP) (PPNO 03-1684)

Resolution E-15-04
(Related Item under Tab 63.)

2.2¢.(3)

36

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

03 — Nevada County — Trout Creek Trail Project — Construct new
paved trail in downtown Truckee in Nevada County.

(MND) (ATP) (ATP Project PPNO 14-0068)

Resolution E-15-05

2.2¢.(4)
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37

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

04 — Napa County — Napa Vine Trail Project — Construct a new trail
in between the City of Napa and the Town of Yountville in Napa
County. (MND) (ATP) (PPNO 2300A)

Resolution E-15-06
(Related Item under Tab 63.)

2.2¢.(5)

A

C

38

One Relinquishment Resolution -

-- 04-Sol-80-PM 20.9

Right of way along Route 80 on Manuel Campos Parkway, in the city
of Fairfield.

Resolution R-3920

2.3c.

39
8 Ayes

10 Resolutions of Necessity
--Resolutions C-21305, C-21307 through C-21315

2.4b.

40

Director’s Deeds

--Items 1 through 10

Excess Lands — Return to State: $12,211,500
Return to Others: $0

2.4d.

41

Technical correction to Resolution FP-14-13, originally approved
October 8, 2014, allocating $3,573,000 for 16 locally administered
STIP projects, off the State Highway System. A technical correction
is needed for Project 7 — Eureka Waterfront and Coastal Trail
(North) (PPNO 0302F) in city of Eureka to revise the Program Code
from 20.30.60.621 to 20.30.600.731.

2.9.

42

Technical Adjustment to the 2014 Active Transportation
Program (ATP)
Resolution G-15-02, Amending Resolution G-14-25.

4.7

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

POLICY MATTERS

43

First Quarter - FY 14-15 — Project Delivery Report

4.15

Stephen Maller
James Davis

PROJECT BUSINESO MATTERDS

Financial Allocations for Supplemental Funds

44

Financial Allocation: $5,526,000 in supplemental STIP funds for
construction engineering for the Route 101 Marin Sonoma Narrows
— Petaluma Boulevard South Interchange and Petaluma River
Bridge project (PPNO 0360H), in Sonoma County. The current
construction engineering budget is $12,190,000. This request for
$5,526,000 results in an increase of 45.3 percent over the current
budget for construction engineering.

Resolution FA-14-14

2.5e.(1)

Stephen Maller
Bijan Sartipi

45

Financial Allocation: $2,130,000 in supplemental SHOPP funds to
award the construction contract for the Route 1 Damage Restoration
project (PPNO 4446), in Los Angeles County. The current allocation
is $6,500,000. This request for $2,130,000 results in an increase of
32.8 percent over the current allocation.

Resolution FA-14-15

2.5e.(2)

Stephen Maller
Carrie Bowen

POLICY MATTERS

46

Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program —Approval of the
Baseline Agreement for the Southbound State Route 99 Hammer
Lane to Fremont Street Ramp Metering Project (TCIF Project 107)
in San Joaquin County.

Resolution TCIF-P-1415-06B

4.9

Stephen Maller

47

Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account - Approval of the
Alameda Corridor East Authority’s Baseline Agreement for the
Fullerton Road Grade Separation Project in Los Angeles County.
Resolution GS1B-P-1415-02B

4.17

Teresa Favila
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Environmental Matters

Environmental Matters — Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding, Route Adoption or

New Public Road Connection (Final Negative Declaration or EIR)

48 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(6) | Teresa Favila A C
07 — Los Angeles — YTI Terminal Efficiency Enhancement and Truck
Trip Reduction Project — Construct on-dock rail and berth/wharf
improvements on Terminal Island in the Port of Los Angeles.
(FEIR) (TCIF) (PPNO TC108)
Resolution E-15-07
PROJECT BUSINESS MATTERS
Amendments for Notice
49 The Trinity County Transportation Commission proposes to amend 2.1b. Laurel Janssen I D
the 2014 STIP to delete $130,000 RIP funding from the Horsewater Bruce DeTerra
Lane Bike/Ped Bike project (PPNO 2399C) in Trinity County.
STIP Amendment 14S-06
Proposition 1B Bond Program Project Amendments for Action
Proposition 1B TCIF Project Amendments for Action
50 The City of Salinas proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(5a) | Stephen Maller A D
agreement for Project 105 (Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Katie Benouar
Elvee Drive Improvements [PPNO TC105]) in Monterey County to
update the project delivery schedule and funding plan.
Resolution TCIF-P-1415-07,
Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1415-02B
51 The Alameda Corridor East Construction Authority proposes to 2.1c.(5h) | Stephen Maller A D
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 15 (San Gabriel Katie Benouar
Valley Grade Separation Program [PPNO TC15]) to update the
delivery schedule, cost and funding plan.
Resolution TCIF-P-1415-08,
Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1314-01
Financial Allocations for Minor Projects
52 Financial Allocation: $3,462,000 for five Minor projects. 2.5a. Juan Guzman A D
Resolution FP-14-27 Bruce DeTerra
Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects
53 Financial Allocation: $112,561,000 for 17 SHOPP projects, as 2.5b.(1) | Juan Guzman A D
follows: Bruce DeTerra
--$67,859,000 for 12 SHOPP projects.
--$44,702,000 for five projects amended into the SHOPP by
Departmental action.
Resolution FP-14-28
Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects — Presidio Parkway Project
54 Financial Allocation: $3,750,000 in SHOPP funds from the Project 2.5b.(2) | Stephen Maller A D
Risk Reserve for the Public-Private Partnership — Presidio Parkway Bruce DeTerra
P3 Seismic, Structural and Traffic Safety (PPNO 0619P) project in
San Francisco County.
Resolution FP-14-33
Financial Allocations for STIP Projects
55 Financial Allocation: $2,369,000 for two State administered STIP 2.5¢.(1) | Laurel Janssen A D
projects, on the State Highway System. Bruce DeTerra
Resolution FP-14-29
56 Financial Allocation: $160,000 for the locally administered STIP 2.5¢.(2) Laurel Janssen A D
South East Gateway Project (PPNO 3492), in Lassen County, Bruce DeTerra
on the State Highway System.
Resolution FP-14-30
57 Financial Allocations: $2,185,000 for four locally administered 2.5¢.(3) | Laurel Janssen A D
STIP projects, off the State Highway System. Bruce DeTerra
Contributions from other sources: $64,000
Resolution FP-14-31
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Financial Allocations for Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Fund Projects (LATIP)
58 Financial Allocation: $190,000 for the locally administered Eureka 2.5¢.(4) Laurel Janssen A D
Non-Freeway Alternative Fund Waterfront Trail Phase A Bruce DeTerra
(Del Norte to Truesdale) (PPNO 2069) project, in Humboldt County.
Resolution FP-14-32
(Related Item under Tab 34.)
Financial Allocations for Projects with Costs that Exceed 20 Percent of the Programmed Amoun
59 Financial Allocation: $4,338,000 for one SHOPP Permanent 2.5d. Stephen Maller A D
Restoration project in Monterey County (PPNO 2574). The project Tim Gubbins
is currently programmed for $3,114,000 for construction. This
allocation request for $4,338,000 is an increase of $1,224,000, or
39.3 percent over the original construction estimate of $3,114,000.
This is the initial allocation for this project.
Resolution FP-14-34
Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B Projects
Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Projects
60 Financial Allocation: $1,700,000 for locally administered TCIF Project | 2:59.(58) | Stephen Maller A D
105 (Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange Improvements & Elvee Rihui Zhang
Drive Station Extension [PPNO TC105]), in Monterey County.
Contribution from other sources: $2,621,810.
Resolution TCIF-A-1415-04
Financial Allocation for Multi-Funded Proposition 1B TCIF/Border Infrastructure Program (BIP) Projects
61 Financial Allocation: $22,657,000 for State administered 2.59.(5b) | Stephen Maller A D
multi-funded Proposition 1B TCIF/BIP Project 104 (SR-905/SR-125 Bruce DeTerra
Northbound Connectors [PPNO 1101]), in San Diego County.
Resolution TCIF-A-1415-05
Resolution FP-14-35
Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Rail Projects
62 Financial Allocation: $2,841,000 for the Locally administered TCIF 2.59.(5d) | Stephen Maller A | D
Rail Project 102 (TraPac Terminal Automation — Automated Shuttle Bruce Roberts
Carrier Maintenance & Repair (M&R) Facility [PPNO TC102]),
in Los Angeles County.
Contributions from other sources: $2,841,500.
Resolution TCIF-A-1415-07
Financial Allocations for Active Transportation Program (ATP) Projects
63 Financial Allocation: $21,206,000 for 54 Active Transportation 2.5w. Laurie Waters A D
Program projects. Rihui Zhang
Resolution FATP-A-1415-03
(Related Items under Tabs 35 & 37.)
Aeronautics Financial Matters
Financial Allocations for Aeronautics Projects
64 Financial Allocation: $499,000 for the California Aid to Airport 2.7a. Teresa Favila A D
Program — Acquisition and Development Agua Caliente Springs Gary Cathey
Airport project, in San Diego County.
Resolution FDOA-2014-06
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
65 Request to extend the period of contract award for the Route 41 2.8b.(1) | Juan Guzman A D
Multi Purpose Pathway to Park project (PPNO 2376), Rihui Zhang
in San Luis Obispo County, per STIP Guidelines.
Waiver 15-01
66 Request to extend the period of contract award for two State 2.80.(2) | Juan Guzman A D

administered STIP projects, on the State Highway System,
per STIP guidelines.
Waiver 15-02

Bruce DeTerra
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Request to Extend the Period of Project Completion
67 Request to extend the period for project completion for the Highway | 2.8c.(1) | Juan Guzman A D
1 Soquel to Morrissey Aucxiliary Lanes project (PPNO 6500), Bruce DeTerra
in Santa Cruz County, per STIP Guidelines.
Waiver 15-03
68 Request to extend the period of project completion for the Stockton 2.8c.(2) | Juan Guzman A D
to Escalon Phase | Double Track project (PPNO 2030), Bruce Roberts
in San Joaquin County, per STIP guidelines.
Waiver 15-04
QTHER MATTERS/ PUBLIC COMMENT 6.
Adiourn

Highway Financial Matters

$ 120,361,000
$ 4,904,000
$ 1,700,000
$ 21,206,000
$ 148,171,000

$ 13,039,000
$ 161,210,000

$ 2685810
$ 163,895,810

Total Jobs Created:

Total SHOPP/Minor Requested for Allocation
Total STIP Requested for Allocation

Total Proposition 1B Bond Requested for Allocation
Total Active Transportation Program Projects Requested for Allocation

Sub-Total Project Funds Requested for Allocation

Delegated Allocations
Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations

Contributions from Other Sources
Total Value

2,934 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)

Aeronautics Financial Matters

$ 499,000 Total Aeronautics Program Requested for Allocation

$ 499,000

Total State Allocations
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January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

(Construction Support: $202,000)

Project #
Allocation Amount Budget Year
County EA Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project ID Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Program Program Code Fund Type
2.5a. Minor Projects Resolution FP-14-27
1
$1,000,000 Near Alturas from 0.2 mile west of Mill street to 0.1 mile 299714 2014-15
east of Oak Street. Outcome/Outputs: Pave shoulders, 0212000022 302-0042 $20,000
Modoc install concrete valley gutters and enhance drainage SHOPP SHA
02-Mod-299 systems to improve safety for motorists and pedestrians. 302-0890 $980,000
39.3/40.5 FTF
(Combined with a STIP project, EA 02-299714, PPNO 20.20.201.310
3368)
(Project will be funded from the district Minor Program
savings)
2
$999,000 Near Sierravillle from 0.5 mile to 1.4 miles north of Lemon 4E5404 2014-15
Canyon Road. Outcome/Outputs: Remove and replace 0300000709 302-0042 $999,000
Sierra 10 drainage systems, grind out and repair failed pavement SHOPP SHA
03-Sie-49 areas, overlay highway with asphalt concrete, and install 20.20.201.151
48.3/49.2 permanent signing and striping.
(This is a substitute project for EA 03-4F1604)
3
$627,000 In the City of Fresno at Olive Avenue Interchange. 0L2704 2014-15
Outcome/Outputs: Install traffic signalization, construct 0600000299 302-0042 $627,000
Fresno raised island, widen existing southbound off-ramp, install SHOPP SHA
06-Fre-99 ramp metering and construct new curb ramps. 20.20.201.310
23.4
(This is a substitute project for EA 06-0R0604)
4
$336,000 Near the City of Los Angeles at Routes 5/60 Separation. 3P7204 2014-15
Outcomes/Outputs: Replace segment of existing lane and 0712000426 302-0042 $336,000
Los Angeles structure approach slabs and perform crack treatment on SHOPP SHA
07-LA-60 the asphalt concrete gore area. 20.20.201.121
0.5
(Project will be funded from the district Minor Program
savings)
5
$500,000 In the City of Los Angeles at the Ventura Freeway off- 4T610 2014-15
ramp and Sepulveda Boulevard. Outcomes/Outputs: 0712000200 302-0042 $500,000
Los Angeles Install new traffic signals, advance warning systems and SHOPP SHA
07-LA-101 pavement markings, and relocate existing pole to improve 20.20.201.310
16.7 pedestrian accessibility.
(This is a substitute project for EA 07-4T7104)
PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
1
$296,000 Near Dinsmore, at 1.2 miles west of Humboldt-Trinity 01-2335 2013-14
County line. Outcome/Output: Construct anchored wire SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $6,000
Humboldt mesh/soil nail system and repair roadway damaged by $1,600,000 SHA
01-Hum-36 heavy rainfall. 0112000121 302-0890 $290,000
44.4 4 FTF
Preliminary 0B3704 20.20.201.131
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $159,000 $ 52,123
PS&E $477,000 $407,515
R/W Sup $ 80,000 $0
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(Construction Support: $1,200,000)

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
2
$162,000 Near Willow Creek, 1 mile east of Pipeline Overcrossing. 01-2336 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Repair slide and de-water slope above SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $3,000
Humboldt the roadway damaged by heavy rainfall. $1,600,000 SHA
01-Hum-96 0112000122 302-0890 $159,000
4.1 Preliminary 4 FTF
Engineering Programmed Expended 0B3804 20.20.201.131
PA&ED $159,000 $ 38,505
PS&E $477,000 $174,267
R/W Sup $ 70,000 $ 5,202
(Construction Support: $122,000)
3
5,900,000 Near Yreka, at Hilt Road Overcrossing No. 02-0130. 02-3455 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Replace bridge to maintain structural SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $118,000
Siskiyou integrity, the risk to lives and properties and to comply with $5,800,000 SHA
02-Sis-5 the Bridge Inspection Report recommendation. 0200020157 302-0890 $5,782,000
68.3 4 FTF
Preliminary 3E7304 20.20.201.110
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $ 900,000 $482,724
PS&E $1,000,000 $417,019
R/W Sup $ 90,000 $0
(Construction Support: $1,200,000)
4
$1,943,000 In and near Sacramento on Routes 5 and 99, from 0.6 03-6705 2013-14
mile south of Lambert Road Undercrossing to Elverta SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $39,000
Sacramento Road at various locations. Qutcome/Output: Place $2,440,000 SHA
03-Sac-5 asphalt composite treatment under metal beam guardrail, 0312000098 302-0890 $1,904,000
Var. install gore paving, and place wood mulch in interchange 4 FTF
areas at various locations to minimize weed growth and 3F1804 20.20.201.235
eliminate frequency and duration of worker exposure to
traffic and increase public safety.
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $125,000 $120,660
PS&E $160,000 $208,786
R/W Sup $ 4,000 $0
(Construction Support: $2,440,000)
5
$10,241,000 Near Isleton, at Three Mile Slough Bridge #24-121. 03-7284 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Paint bridge to maintain and preserve SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $205,000
Sacramento bridge and prevent further deterioration on the bridge steel $10,245,000 SHA
03-Sac-160 structural members. 0312000219 302-0890 $10,036,000
L7.0 4 FTF
Preliminary 3F3404 20.20.201.119
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $200,000 $195,292
PS&E $510,000 $553,059
R/W Sup $ 10,000 $ 9,423
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

along 24.8 highway lane miles.

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $193,000 $43,619
PS&E $990,000 $1,416,636
R/W Sup $11,000 $0

(Construction Support: $1,447,000)

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
6
$513,000 Near Wheatland, at Dry Creek Bridge #16-2. 03-9730 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Install Rock Slope Protection (RSP) SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $10,000
Yuba beneath the structure and provide an incised channel for $430,000 SHA
03-Yub-65 migration of salmonoids and a wildlife crossing and to 0300000076 302-0890 $503,000
2.2 maintain structural integrity, the risk to lives and 4 FTF
properties. OF2704 20.20.201.111
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $261,000 $195,292
PS&E $504,000 $553,059
R/W Sup $ 95,000 $ 9,423
(Construction Support: $283,000)
7
$270,000 Near Napa, at Capell Creek Bridge #21-0009. 04-0348J 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Plant trees and shrubs within the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $5,000
Napa project limits as required mitigation measure to $440,000 SHA
04-Nap-121 address visual impacts resulting from the removal of 0412000644 302-0890 $265,000
20.2/20.4 mature vegetation during the roadway/bridge 4 FTF
construction. 2A11A4 20.20.201.111
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $150,000 $318,042
R/W Sup $ 20,000 $0
(Construction Support: $250,000)
8
$6,010,000 In San Francisco, from Richardson Avenue to the Golden 04-0619K 2013-14
Gate Bridge Plaza. Outcome/Output: Replace existing 42- SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $120,000
San Francisco inch High Density Poly-Ethylene (HPDE) pipe with 54-inch $5,470,000 SHA
04-SF-101 HPDE pipe and modify top section of the existing 24-inch 0400020923 302-0890 $5,890,000
9.0 manhole with a larger 36-inch manhole to improve 4 FTF
accessibility and minimize future maintenance of the 1637N4 20.20.201.110
outfall pipe.
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $3,500,000  $2,984,595
R/W Sup $ 30,000 $0
(Construction Support: $2,500,000)
9
$10,980,000 In and near Goleta, from Maria Ygnacio Creek Bridge to 05-2333 2013-14
north of Cathedral Oaks Overcrossing. Outcome/Output: SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $220,000
Santa Barbara Repair localized pavement failures, replace concrete dikes $12,208,000 SHA
05-SB-101 and metal beam guardrails, and overlay existing pavement 0512000012 302-0890 $10,760,000
21.0/27.1 with 0.20-foot layer of rubberized hot mix asphalt concrete 4 FTF
to improve ride quality and extend pavement service life 1A7204 20.20.201.121
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(Construction Support: $356,000)

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
10
$19,382,000 In the city of Los Angeles, at Elysian Viaduct Bridge No. 07-4580 2013-14
53-1424. Qutcome/Output: Rehabilitate bridge by SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $388,000
Los Angeles removing rust, cleaning and painting to maintain the $20,755,000 SHA
07-LA-5 bridge load capacity. 0700021166 302-0890 $18,994,000
20.3 4 FTF
Preliminary 1W2404 20.20.201.110
Engineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $50,000 $0
PS&E $1,000,000 $423,452
R/W Sup $200,000 $0
(Construction Support: $1,000,000)
11
$7,850,000 In Alpine County, from the Amador County line to Red 10-0308 2013-14
Lake. Outcome/Output: Cold plane 0.2-foot of existing SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $157,000
Alpine pavement, dig out and repair localized failed areas, pave $7,123,000 SHA
10-Alp-88 with hot mix asphalt concrete and overlay with rubberized 1012000019 302-0890 $7,693,000
0.0/7.5 hot mix asphalt in order to extend pavement surface life 4 FTF
and improve ride quality along 18 highway lane miles. 0W6104 20.20.201.121
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $0 $5,656
PS&E $590,000 $444,949
R/W Sup $2,000 $0
(Construction Support: $663,000)
12
$4,312,000 Near Silver Lake, from east of Kays Road to the Alpine 10-0326 2013-14
County line. Outcome/Output: Cold plane existing SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $86,000
Amador pavement, dig out and repair localized failed areas of $3,625,000 SHA
10-Ama-88 pavement, and overlay with 0.2-foot rubberized hot mix 1012000018 302-0890 $4,226,000
66.6/71.7 asphalt concrete to improve ride quality and extend 4 FTF
pavement service life along 10.20 highway lane miles. 0W6004 20.20.201.121
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $404,000 $310,514
R/W Sup $0 $0
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-14-28
13
$12,000,000 In and near Junction City and Weaverville, from North 02-3584 2013-14
Fork Trinity River Bridge to 0.1 mile east of Industrial SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $240,000
Trinity Parkway. Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 39.0 lane $12,000,000 SHA
02-Tri-299 miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent 0215000046 302-0890 $11,760,000
36.9/53.5 further deterioration of the road surface, minimize the 4 FTF
costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 3E7714 20.20.201.121
service life.
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $250,000 $0
R/W Sup $100,000 $0
(Construction support: $1,400,000)
14
$6,340,000 Near South San Francisco, at Sierra Point Overhead 04-1480X 2013-14
No. 35-0130. Outcome/Output: Spot blast clean and SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $127,000
San Mateo paint steel girders and bent caps of Sierra Point $6,400,000 SHA
04-SM-101 Overhead No. 35-0130 to preserve the structural 0413000299 302-0890 $6,213,000
23.7 integrity of the bridge. 4 FTF
3E7904 20.20.201.119
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $50 $0
PS&E $700,000 $208,248
R/W Sup $ 40,000 $4,450
(Construction support: $700,000)
15
$20,755,000 Near San Simeon, from north of Piedras Blancas 05-4928A 2013-14
Lighthouse Road to Arroyo De La Cruz Bridge. SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $415,000
San Luis Obispo ~ Outcome/Output: Realign approximately 2.8 highway $43,600,000 SHA
05-SLO-1 miles to a new location 475 feet inland away from eroding 0500000576 302-0890 $20,340,000
64.0/R66.9 shore line and construct three bridges to maintain 4 FTF
roadway structural integrity and improve highway safety 492804 20.20.201.150
and operation at this location.
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $3,570,000 $3,534,147
PS&E $5,819,000 $5,415,583
R/W Sup $1,341,000 $676,489
(Construction support: $6,270,000)
16
$3,000,000 In Blythe, at the Blythe agricultural inspection station, from 08-0012J 2013-14
east of S. Intake Boulevard to west of the Arizona state SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $60,000
Riverside line. Outcome/Output: Improve traffic operational $3,000,000 SHA
08-Riv-10 efficiency by eliminating the merging conflict between 0812000054 302-0890 $2,940,000
R155.1/R156.1 westbound truck lane and vehicles exiting to E. Hobson 4FCO FTF
Way. 0R2504 20.20.201.310

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $0 $0

PS&E $0 $0

R/W Sup $0 $0

(Construction Support: $0)

This is a Financial Contribution Only (FCO) to County of

Riverside.
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-14-28
17
$2,607,000 In and near Snelling, from north of Oakdale Road to La 10-3061 2013-14
Grange Road. Outcome/Output: Repair localized SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $52,000
Merced pavement failures, and overlay existing pavement with $2,600,000 SHA
10-Mer-59 0.10-foot layer of asphalt concrete to improve ride quality 1014000063 302-0890 $2,555,000
23.3/33.7 and extend pavement service life along 20.8 highway lane 4 FTF
miles. 0Y9104 20.20.201.121
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $30,000 $792
PS&E $110,000 $41,522
R/W Sup $6,000 $0
(Construction support: $300,000)
Project #
Allocation Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-29
1
$1,519,000 Alturas 299 Operational Improvements. In and near 02-3368 001-0042 $6,000
Alturas, from west of Mill Street to east of Route 299/395 RIP/14-15 SHA
Department of separation. Widen shoulders, improve drainage, and install CON ENG 001-0890 $313,000
Transportation radar feedback signs to improve safety and mobility. $319,000 FTF
MCTC CONST
Modoc Final Project Development $1,200,000 2013-14
02-Mod-299 Support Estimate: $652,000 0212000022 301-0042 $24,000
39.3/40.5 Programmed Amount: $583,000 4 SHA
Adjustment: (<20%) $0 299713&4 30'1:-?290 $1,176,000
Final Right of Way 20.20.075.600
Right of Way Estimate: $115,000
Programmed Amount: $132,000
Adjustment: (<20%) $0

(Concurrent contribution from SHOPP Minor Program (EA
02-29971) in the amount of $1,000,000.)

(R/W Cert Type #1, Date 11/4/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Lane miles rehabilitated: 1.5 lane miles

Shoulders (4’): 1.4 miles. # of drainage structures: 10 total
Bike/Pedestrian improvements: 1.5 miles.

Page 6 of 31



CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

sign issues.

Outcome/Output: 11 lane miles of pavement
rehabilitation.

Project #
Allocation Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-29
2
$850,000 SR 12 Jameson Canyon Widening - Phase 1 (Follow-up 04-0367J 001-0042 $140,000
Landscaping). Near Fairfield, On Route 12, from State RIP/14-15 SHA
Department of Route 29 junction (Napa County) to Red Top Road (Solano CON ENG
Transportation County). Construct replacement landscaping. (TCRP 157) $140,000 2013-14
MTC CONST 301-0042 $710,000
Napa, Solano Final Project Development $710,000 SHA
04-Nap, Sol-12 Support Estimate: $715,000 0412000643 20.20.075.600
3.3/R2.6 Programmed Amount: $140,000 4
Adjustment: (Debit) $575,000 2641A3&4
Final Right of Way
Right of Way Estimate: $25,000
Programmed Amount: $10,000
Adjustment: (<20%) $15,000
(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-08-08; July 2008.)
(R/W Cert Type #1, Date 11/13/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Construct plant irrigation systems, plant
490 California native trees and 200 shrubs.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(2) Locally Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-30
1
$160,000 South East Gateway Project. In the City of Susanville on 02-3492 2013-14
State Route 36 from PM 26.2 to 26.5. Construct curb RIP/14-15 301-0042 $160,000
City of Susanville gutter and sidewalk, ADA compliant ramps, widen PA&ED SHA
LCTC shoulders, safety lighting, landscaping and irrigation. $160,000 20.20.075.600
Lassen 0212000097
02-Las-36 Outcome/Output: Complete project report and 4PAED
26.2/26.5 environmental document. 4F3600
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-31

1
$19,000 Chip Seal Various Locations - City of Alturas. In the city of 02-2508 2014-15
Alturas, various locations, repair localized asphalt RIP/14-15 101-0042 $19,000
City of Alturas concrete areas, seal cracks and place seal coat on PS&E SHA
MCTC approximately 11 lane miles of city streets. Work also $19,000 20.30.600.620
02-Modoc included rehabilitation of isolated drainage and roadside 0214000168
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project’s remaining programmed Eureka Non-Freeway
Alternative Project Funds.)

(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-15-03; January 2015.)

Outcome/QOutput: Complete Design component for the
Eureka Waterfront multi-use trail.

(The City requests this allocation of PS&E to come from this

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-31
2
$51,000 Pedestrian Improvements along Alturas Central Business 02-2534 2014-15
District. In the city of Alturas, in Modoc County; Carlos RIP/14-15 101-0042 $51,000
City of Alturas Street, Modoc Street, North Street, 1st Street, 2nd Street, PS&E SHA
MCTC 34th Street and 4th Street, from Howard Street to SR 395 $41,000 20.30.600.620
02-Modoc and from SR 395 to Court Street. Improve and construct $51,000
pedestrian improvements along the Central Business RIP/15-16
District in the city of Alturas. R/W
$90;000
(PS&E increase of $10,000, to come from R/W component $80,000
programmed in fiscal year 2015-16.) 0214000144
Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian accessibility and
safety.
3
$1,650,000 Imjin Road Widening. In Marina, on Imjin Road from the 05-2572 2013-14
existing 4-lane section to Reservation Road. Widen RIP/14-15 101-0890 $1,650,000
City of Marina roadway from two to four lanes. PA&ED FTF
TAMC $1,650,000 20.30.600.621
05-Monterey Outcome/Output: This project will add capacity, and result 0515000042
in reduced congestion, improved air quality, and increased
safety.
4
$465,000 Tehachapi Boulevard Phase IIl. In Tehachapi, on 09-6612 2013-14
Tehachapi Boulevard, from Snyder Avenue to Dennison RIP/14-15 101-0890 $465,000
City of Tehachapi Road. Construct sidewalk, curb ramps, pedestrian CONST FTF
Kern COG lighting, and landscaping.. $465,000 20.30.600.621
09-Kern 0914000028
(Contributions from other sources: $64,000.)
Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian experience and
safety through lighting, sidewalks, and handicap ramps.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(4) Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Program Projects Resolution FP-14-32
1
$190,000 Eureka Waterfront Trail Phase A (Del Norte to Truesdale). 01-2069 2014-15
In Eureka, on Waterfront Drive from Del Norte Street to 14-15 101-0042 $190,000
City of Eureka Truesdale Street. Construct approximately 6,150 lineal feet of PS&E SHA
HCAOG Class 1 multi-use trail. $190,000 20.30.600.620
01-Humboldt 0113000103
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and snowmelt runoff that can cause further damage to
the culvert and roadway..

Initial G-11 Allocation 11/17/14: $ 400,000
(Additional $5,000 was allocated for right of way
purposes).

PPNO
Project # Program/year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budge Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5d. Allocation for Project that Exceeds the Programmed Construction Amount Resolution FP-14-34
by more than 20 Percent
1
$4,338,000 Near Lucia, from 0.1 mile south of Big Creek Bridge to 2.8 05-2574 2013-14
miles south of Dolan Creek Bridge. Outcome/Output: SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $87,000
Monterey Construct a 2-lane wide side-hill viaduct to restore eroded $3,114,000 SHA
05-Mon-1 southbound lane and re-open the roadway to full vehicle 0514000072 302-0890 $4,251,000
28.0/28.6 traffic. 4 FTF
1F890 20.20.201.131
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $500,000 $ 426,741
PS&E $500,000 $354,186
R/W Sup $ 100,000 $12,438
(Construction Support: $1,000,000)
Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
1
$425,000 Near Happy Camp, from 1.3 miles east of Doolittle Creek 02-3568 2013-14
to 1.0 mile west of Benjamin Creek Road. An unstable SHOPP/13-14 302-0042 $425,000
Siskiyou slope at this location is causing debris, large rocks and 0214000077 SHA
02-Sis-96 boulders to impact the roadway and pose imminent risk 4 20.20.201.130
37.3/37.7 to roadway safety. The initial allocation was to remove 4G9404
and dispose of loose debris and construct a cable mesh
drapery system. The first supplemental allocation was Emergency
due to additional excavation following a series of winter
storms during construction and an increase in the size of
the cable mesh drapery system. The project
experienced additional delay during construction due to
area wildfires. This second supplemental is required
because on October 23, 2014, heavy rains and rockfall
severely damaged a portion of the wire mesh drapery
already placed on the slope. The slide area has again
grown in size and the area to be covered by wire mesh
drapery has increased, causing additional cost.
Furthermore, work requires repairing the damaged
drapery wire mesh.
Initial G-11 Allocation 01/16/14: $1,750,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 05/13/14: $1,600,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 11/13/14: $425,000
Revised Allocation: $3,775,000
2
$400,000 Near Pollock Pines, at Bridal Veil Falls. The “King” fire 03-3309 2013-14
began on September 13, 2014 and burned the existing SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $400,000
El Dorado pipelining material inside the Bridal Veil culvert under 0315000079 SHA
03-ED-50 Route 50. This project is to remove the damaged liner 4 20.20.201.130
36.8 and metal retaining straps, spanning two separated pipe 0H1304
sections, and re-line the culvert. Work includes traffic
control and should be completed before heavy rain flows Emergency
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Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
3
$450,000 In Torrance, from north of W230th Street to W225th 07-4756 2013-14
Street. In late October 2014, a sinkhole developed in the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $450,000
Los Angeles roadway at this location. Roadway surface was patched 0715000134 SHA
07-LA-107 as a temporary measure. Video inspection shows the 4 20.20.201.130
1.0/1.3 drainage pipes under the roadway are in advanced 4X3604
stages of deterioration and caused the roadway sinkhole.
This project will repair three existing drainage pipes with Emergency
pipe liners and partial replacement. All voids will be filled
and pavement permanently repaired as needed.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/04/14: $ 450,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way
purposes).
4
$900,000 In Stockton, at Route 99. On October 21, 2014 a truck 10-3086 2013-14
loaded with over-height equipment hit and damaged the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $900,000
San Joaquin outside steel girder on the Route 4/99 Separation bridge 1015000052 SHA
10-SJ-4 (no. 29-0155). Bridge was partially closed and traffic 4 20.20.201.130
19.8 detoured. This project is to remove and replace partial 1E4704
bridge deck and damaged girder. The project includes
removal and re-installation of signs and bridge railing. Emergency
Work also includes painting new girder, replacing bridge
joint seals, and traffic control.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/04/14: $ 900,000
PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
1
$3,751,000 Near Chico, at the Rock Creek Bridge #12-27. 03-2427 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Widen shoulder of bridge and the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $75,000
Butte adjacent roadway to reduce the frequency and severity of $3,400,000 SHA
03-But-99 collisions. 0300001119 302-0890 $3,676,000
40.6/40.8 4 FTF
Preliminary 1F4204 20.20.201.010
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $350,000 $580,016
PS&E $1,050,000 $975,238
R/W Sup $195,000 $78,824
(Construction Support: $850,000)
Allocation date: 11/16/14
2
$1,959,000 In Sacramento County, on Routes 5, 50 and 80 at various 03-6237 2013-14
locations; also in Butte County, on Route 191 (PM7.1/7.3). SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $39,000
Sacramento Outcome/Output: Place high friction surface treatment to $1,660,000 SHA
03-Sac-50 increase the pavement friction and to reduce the frequency 0314000040 302-0890 $1,920,000
Var and severity of wet collisions. 4 FTF
4F1304 20.20.201.010

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $110,000 $71,768
PS&E $120,000 $136,757
R/W Sup $7,000 $5,497

(Construction Support: $290,000)

Allocation date: 12/12/14
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Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0

PS&E $487,000 $549,435
R/W Sup $26,000 $47,187

(Construction Support: $256,000)

Allocation date: 11/04/14

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
) PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
3
$542,000 In Sacramento County, on Route 51 at PM L4.3; also in 03-8568 2013-14
Yolo and El Dorado counties on Route 5 (PM 9.3 ) and SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $16,000
Sacramento Route 50 (PM 61.1/61.3). Outcome/Output: Apply High $515,000 SHA
03-Sac-51 Friction Surface Treatment (HFST) on roadway to 0314000151 302-0890 $526,000
L4.3 reduce the frequency and severity of wet pavement 4 FTF
collisions. 4F3604 20.20.201.010
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $125,000 $68,110
PS&E $90,000 $0
R/W Sup $10,000 $0
(Construction Support: $135,000)
Allocation date: 12/02/14
4
$307,000 In Millbrae, at the intersection of Route 82 and Millwood 04-0686A 2013-14
Drive. Qutcome/Output: Install traffic signals, lighting, SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $6,000
San Mateo traffic striping, motorist advisory signs and markings and $307,000 SHA
04-SM-82 ADA curb ramps to reduce left-turn collisions and 0400020033 302-0890 $301,000
17.1 pedestrian accidents. 4 FTF
1G5404 20.20.201.010
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $180,000 $180,000
R/W Sup $35,000 $29,000
(Construction Support: $60,000)
Allocation date: 12/08/14
5
$471,000 San Jose, south of Route 101 and north of Airport Parkway 04-2205A 2013-14
undercrossing. Outcome/Output: Replace K-Rail and SHOPP/14-15 302-0890 $471,000
Santa Clara metal beam guardrail with concrete barrier. $515,000 FTF
04-SCI-87 0412000549 20.20.201.010
9.0/9.2 Preliminary 4
Engineering Programmed Expended 4G6104
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $135,000 $232,734
R/W Sup $18,000 $0
(Construction Support: $90,000)
Allocation date: 11/07/14
6
$763,000 In Tehachapi, at the Tehachapi Summit Interchange. 06-6648 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Widen westbound on/off ramp SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $15,000
Kern intersection and add right and left turn channelization to $714,000 SHA
06-Ker-58 meet Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) truck 0600020488 302-0890 $748,000
R94.5 template standards and improve traffic safety and 4 FTF
operation. ON5604 20.20.201.010
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Original
Program Est.
# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA Code FM-09-06 Allocation
2.5f. Informational Report — Minor Construction Program — Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4))
1 03 Nev 49 3.4 Construct right-turn pocket at northbound  4F6704 201.310  $400,000 $325,000
Route 49 onto Brewer Road to reduce
congestion, potential rear end collisions
and improve sight distance.
2 05 SLO 58 37.7 Construct legal left-turn lane at the 1C8004  201.310 $1,000,000 $615,000
southbound off-ramp terminus near the
City of Santa Margarita from Route 101
southbound off-ramp to Route 58.
3 08 Riv 10 R135.0 Replace septic system and install 25,000  0L5904 201.250  $980,000 $911,000]
gallon septic tank and 845 feet of
sewage disposal leach field at Wiley's
Well Safety Roadside Rest Area (SRRA).
4 09 Mno 395 46.2/96.0 Install bridge transition railing at the West =~ 359704 201.015  $300,000 $466,000]
Walker River and Rush Creek Bridges.
5 11 SD 8 L5726 Cold plane and repave Descanso 410304 201.352 $1,000,000 $754,000
Maintenance Yard in the Cleveland
National Forest.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered TCIF Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1415-04
off the State Highway System
1
$1,700,000 Sanborn Rd/US-101 Interchange Improvements & 05-TC105 2014-15
Elvee Drive Extension. In Salinas at the Sanborn Road / TCIF/14-15 104-6056 $1,700,000
City of Salinas US101 Interchange. Interchange improvements and Elvee CONST TCIF
TAMC Drive extension: 1. Extend the raised median of Sanborn $1,700,000 20.30.210.300
05-Monterey Road to Preclude left turns at Elvee Drive. 2. Improve the 0515000036

right-turn lane on Westbound Sanborn Road to Work
Street. 3. Extend Elvee Drive to Work Street and construct
a new bridge at existing Reclamation Ditch Crossing. 4.
Signalize the Sanborn Road Northbound loop off-
ramp/Fairview Drive Avenue intersection. 5. Construct a
ramp meter on the Northbound US 101 on-ramp. 6. Widen
Elvee Drive and reconstruct and rehabilitate its existing
pavement.

(TCIF Project 105)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-14-28; May 2014.)

(Contributions from other sources: $2,621,810.)

Outcome/Output: Install new traffic signal, one new ramp
meter, 1,850 linear feet of roadway reconstruction and
widening, 900 linear feet of new 44 foot wide roadway; a
49 foot free span concrete bridge; new lights, sidewalks,
striping, and signaling and 1100 linear feet of new slurry
seal on existing Fairway and Sanborn Road area.

ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL OF
A BUDGET REVISION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
FINANCE.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5b) Proposition 1B — State Administered Multi-Funded Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1415-05
on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-35
1
$22,657,000 SR-905/SR-125 Northbound Connectors. In and near 11-1101 004-6056 $3,511,000
San Diego at Route 11/125/905 separation. Construct SR TCIF/14-15 TCIF
Department of 905/SR 125 Northbound Connectors. (TCIF # 104) CON ENG 2014-15
Transportation $3,511,000
SANDAG (Future Consideration of Funding approved under CONST 304-6056 $16,510,000
San Diego Resolution E-04-27; September 2004.) $16,510,000 TCIF
11-SD-905, 125, 11 20.20.723.000
9.6/11.4,0.1/1.7, Outcome/Output: Construction of three connector ramps. BIP/14-15
0.4/1.6 CON ENG 001-0890 $462,000
$462,000 FTF
CONST 2013-14
$2,174,000
1113000167 301-0890 $2,174,000
4 FTF
28813&4 20.20.400.300
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5d) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered TCIF Rail Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1415-07

1
$2,841,000 TraPac Terminal Automation — Automated Shuttle 75-TC102 2013-14
Carrier Maintenance & Repair (M&R) Facility. The TCIF/14-15 304-6056 $2,841,000

City of Los project is located, entirely within Port of Los Angeles CONST TCIF
Angeles Harbor property, at Berth 142 backland, within the TraPac $2,841,000 30.20.723.000

Department container terminal, west of Pier A Street and Water 0015000179

SCAG Street in the city of Wilmington. The project consists of a S4

75-Los Angeles 5,000 square foot building with a roof height of RAG0BA

approximately 60 feet for maintenance of 45-foot high
automated shuttle carriers. (TCIF Project 102)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-11-41; June 2012.)

(The TCIF allocation is for $450,000 construction
engineering and $2,391,000 construction capital)

(Contributions from other sources: $2,841,000.)

Outcome/Output: The building will provide a facility for
maintenance of automated shuttle carriers, automated
operation allows for increased efficiency, and will
improve safety by controlling interaction between
manned and automated operations.

Page 13 of 31



CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

(Statewide - ID 0011)

Outcome/Output: Infrastructure improvements include
3000 feet of sidewalks, intersection necking, bulb outs,
elevated crosswalks and radar speed signs. These
improvements are intended to provide a safe zone for
pedestrians, to slow vehicle speeds and to improve
comprehensive education and encouragement program
titled the Lafayette Elementary SRTS Remote Drop Off

Program (RDOP).

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
1
$60,000 Del Norte Walk and Roll to School Encouragement 01-1106 2013-14
Program. This project is a blend of education and ATP/14-15 108-0042 $60,000
Del Norte Local encouragement resulting in more students walking to CON SHA
Transportation school and most walking safely. We are providing a broad $60,000 20.30.720.100
Commission spectrum of program incentives and activities, including 0115000028
DNLTC bike safety education program and safe walking programs
01-DN with the help of local and regional partners.
(Statewide - ID 0004)
(CEQA — NOE, 09/23/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The program will result in an increase of
students “walking or rolling” to school by 15 percent,
resulting in healthier children and lifelong healthy habits.
2
$600,000 Redwood Mobility Education Program. This Non- 01-2401 2013-14
Infrastructure project will develop a Safe Route to School ATP/14-15 108-0042 $600,000
Humboldt County  (SRTS) curriculum for after school program as well as CON SHA
HCAOG implement expectation stations during the day $600,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum 0115000029
(Statewide - ID 0010)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/26/2014.)
Outcome/Output: This project will develop a SRTS after
school program and implement expectation stations during
the day at four schools within the Eureka City Schools
District. The program will encourage and engage students
in activities such as walk audits, photo voice project, route
mapping and other encouragement activities.
3
$5,000 Lafayette Elementary School Safe Routes 01-2402 2013-14
Improvement. This project proposes to construct new ATP/14-15 108-0042 $5,000
Humboldt County  sidewalk and curb ramps in the vicinity of La Fayette PA&ED SHA
HCAOG School on Park Street, John Hill Road, 17" Street, 18" $5,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum Street and Myrtle Avenue. 0115000030
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

4
$35,000 SRTS safety improvements on bike/pedestrian 01-2405 2013-14
facilities. This project is located in the South Fortuna on ATP/14-15 108-0042 $35,000
City of Fortuna Rhoner Road west of Rhonerville Road, Ross Hill Road PA&ED SHA
HCAOG between Kenmar Road and north of Boone Street, and on $35,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum Thelma Street and Wood Street between Ross Hill Road 0115000027
and Campton Heights Road. The project is a Safe Routes
to School project associated with Ambrosini School and
Toddy Thomas School. This project will construct 200 feet
of 5’ sidewalk, curb and gutter on Rhoner Street.
Construct sidewalks on Thelma Street. Road diet on Ross
Hill Road to convert the outside travelled lanes into
buffered bike lanes, along with a city wide SRTS non-
infrastructure.
(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0008)
Outcome/Output: It is anticipated that by reducing “traffic
related dangers” and educating the community, students
and school staff that the number of students walking and
biking to school will increase. The proposed infrastructure
will provide safety as well as health and wellness benefits
to users.
5
$150,000 Eureka Waterfront Trail. This project will construct 2 01-2406 2013-14
segments totaling 6.3 miles of non-motorized trail. The ATP/14-15 108-0890 $150,000
City of Eureka segments will complete gaps in the California Coastal Trail R/W FTF
HCAOG in the city of Eureka. $150,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum 0115000026
(Small Urban & Rural — ID 007)
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-12-
31; June 2012 and Resolution E-14-12; May 2014.)
Outcome/Output: The waterfront Trail will provide
improved access to Humboldt Bay and Eureka Slough and
connectivity to regional trails. The project is intended to
encourage nature study, appreciation of the environment
and historic use of the area, increase opportunities for
active living to improve public health, increase the safety
of non-motorized transportation, improve public safety,
and recover native vegetation where possible.
6
$40,000 Biggs SRTS. Within the central portion of Biggs along the 03-1016 2013-14
main school routes on Aleut Street, Bannock Street, 2™ ATP/14-15 108-0042 $40,000
City of Biggs Street and 3™ Street. Provide infrastructure improvements PA&ED SHA
BCAG including sidewalks, crosswalks and other related ADA $40,000 20.30.720.100
03-But improvements as well as a non-infrastructure awareness 0315000052

and outreach program.
(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0041)

Outcome/Output: Execute an awareness and outreach
program and construct infrastructure improvements to
provide safer and more accessible routes for walking and
biking to and from Biggs Elementary School and Biggs
High School.
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Natoma Street and construct Class 1 Bike Tralil.
(MPO - ID M012)

Outcome/Output: Connect existing trails with 1000 linear
feet of Class | bike trail and construct an undercrossing at
Natoma Street to reduce conflicts between trail users and
motorists and to provide a connection between trails. For
the trail user, these improvements will improve access to
over 60 miles of existing Class | trails that connect with
three counties (El Dorado, Placer, and Sacramento).

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

7
$50,000 Western Slope Bicycle Map. In Western El Dorado 03-1219 2013-14
County. Develop, print and make available online a ATP/14-15 108-0042 $50,000
El Dorado County comprehensive bicycle travel opportunities map for the CON SHA
Transportation western slope of El Dorado County. $50,000 20.30.720.100
Commission 0315000102
EDCTC (MPO - ID 0057)
03-ED
(CEQA — Letter: XX/XX/XXXX.)
Outcome/Output: Provide a map to the public that will
identify significant bicycle facilities on various trails, paths,
activity centers and attractions in Western El Dorado
County. Provide bicycle travel and multi-modal trip
integration information while further identifying Park and
Ride lots, schools and transit stops. Improve safety,
reduce emissions and congestion and improve the health
of residents and tourists.
8
$44,000 North Main Street Bike Route. On North Main Street 03-1523 2013-14
between the Depot Transit Center and Highway 174. ATP/14-15 108-0042 $44,000
City of Colfax Widen, repair, restripe for bike lanes. Replace existing PS&E SHA
PCTPA drain inlets, install bicycle racks, and barrier curb. $44,000 20.30.720.100
03-Pla 0315000104
(MPO - ID 0070)
(CEQA — NOE, 03/30/2006.)
Outcome/Output: Create a safer bicycle route through the
City of Colfax to the Depot Transit Center.
9
$1,692,000 El Camino Avenue Phase 2 - Street and Sidewalk 03-1682 2013-14
Improvements. On El Camino Avenue between Watt ATP/14-15 108-0890 $1,692,000
Sacramento Avenue and Verna Way. Construct sidewalks, Class I CON FTF
County Bicycle lanes, relocate utilities, drainage improvements $1,692,000 20.30.720.100
SACOG and traffic signal modifications. 0315000097
03-Sac
(MPO - ID M013)
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-
15-04; July 2015.)
Outcome/Output: Increase bicycle capacity. Improve
safety and operation for bicycles and pedestrians. Provide
access to alternative modes of travel to reduce vehicular
trips.
10
$35,000 Oak Parkway Trail Undercrossing and Johnny Cash 03-1683 2013-14
Trail Connection. Located at the northern terminus of the ATP/14-15 108-0042 $35,000
City of Folsom Oak Parkway Trail at Natoma Street extending to the PA&ED SHA
SACOG Historic Powerhouse Canal and Johnny $35,000 20.30.720.100
03-Sac Cash Trails. Provide a grade separated crossing at 0315000100
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
11
$562,000 City of Davis Safe Routes to School Program. 03-1919 2013-14
Throughout the city of Davis, including all elementary and ATP/14-15 108-0042 $562,000
City of Davis secondary schools. Safe Routes to School Program CON SHA
SACOG development and implementation. $562,000 20.30.720.100
03-Yol 0315000049
(Statewide - ID 0099)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/14/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Development of curricular materials for
teachers, SRTS toolkits for PTA use, community
partnerships with local social service and bike advocacy
organizations, creation of educational materials and
interpretation for a local museum, hiring of parental site-
coordinators at participating schools, and other
educational program components. Develop a methodical
approach to educate children and their families about how
to properly and safely navigate using this system.
12
$35,000 City of West Sacramento citywide Bike Lane Gap 03-1921 2013-14
Closures. West Capitol Avenue, Enterprise Boulevard, ATP/14-15 108-0042 $35,000
City of West Linden Road/Redwood Avenue, Jefferson Boulevard, PA&ED SHA
Sacramento Lighthouse Drive, Reed Avenue, Gateway Drive, Lake $35,000 20.30.720.100
SACOG Washington Drive, and 15" Street. Install striping and 0315000093
03-Yol signage and related improvements to add new bicycle
lanes and close gaps in the existing network.
(MPO - ID M014)
Outcome/Output: Add approximately 10.3 miles of new
bike lanes and close existing gaps to promote active
transportation and a healthy lifestyle.
13
$27,000 City of West Sacramento Cycle Track. On West Capitol 03-1922 2013-14
Avenue between 5" Street and Garden Street. Construct ATP/14-15 108-0042 $27,000
City of West pedestrian improvements and a raised cycle track, convert PA&ED SHA
Sacramento the travel way from two-way to one-way and reconfigure $27,000 20.30.720.100
SACOG two intersections. 0315000094
03-Yol
(MPO - ID M016)
Outcome/Output: Provide pedestrian improvements and
create a raised, physically separated bike path resulting in
a safe route for bicycles and pedestrians.
14
$41,000 City of Marysville Safe Routes to School. Infrastructure 03-2012 2013-14
improvements including signing and striping, crosswalks, ATP/14-15 108-0042 $41,000
City of Marysville  and student loading zones. Non-infrastructure PA&ED SHA
SACOG improvements including education, encouragement and $41,000 20.30.720.100
03-Yub evaluation programs designed to encourage more families $0
to walk or bicycle to school. Various locations in the PS&E
vicinity of Covillaud Elementary, Kynoch Elementary and $0
McKenney Intermediate schools. $41,000
0315000047

(Statewide - ID 0109)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/24/2014.)
Outcome/Qutput: Provide infrastructure and non-

infrastructure improvements to encourage safe walking
and biking by students.
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(Statewide - ID 0174)

(Concurrent Consideration of funding under Resolution E-
15-06; January 2015.)

Outcome/Output: The Class 1 path will be 10 feet wide
with shoulders. Together with the fully funded Phase 1, a
14 mile long section of the Vine Trail from Yountville to
Napa Valley College will be provided, significantly
expanding the Napa County active transportation network.
The facility will link to the transit center and two existing
Park and Ride facilities adjacent to SR-29. The project is
forecast to reduce 1.87 million vehicle miles annually.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

15
$60,000 Ella Elementary SRTS. On Seventh Avenue between 03-2013 2013-14
Olivehurst Avenue and Powerline Road. Widen roadway ATP/14-15 108-0042 $60,000
Yuba County for bicycle lanes and install new sidewalk, curb and gutter, PA&ED SHA
SACOG storm drain system and raised median. $60,000 20.30.720.100
03-Yub 0315000101
(MPO - ID 0108)
Outcome/Output: Provide a safe route to Ella Elementary
School that addresses community identified concerns for
pedestrians and bicyclists.
16
$2,656,000 East Bay Greenway. The East Bay Greenway is an 04-2190A 2013-14
approximately 15-mile active transportation corridor that ATP/14-15 108-0890 $2,656,000
Alameda County  would run along the BART alignment through Oakland, PA&ED FTF
Transportation San Leandro, Hayward and the incorporated communities $2,656,000 20.30.720.100
Commission of Ashland and Cherryland, from north of the Fruitvale 0415000187
MTC BART station to the South Hayward BART station. The
04-Ala greenway will consist of primarily Class | trail facilities with
many sections constructed under the elevated BART
tracks, and will provide a high quality facility for
transportation and recreation.
(Statewide - ID 0118)
Outcome/Output: This project will fund the completion of
the Preliminary Engineering phase activities for the full 15-
mile East Bay Greenway. This project will generate wide-
ranging benefits including reduced severe injuries and
facilities, increased neighborhood security, reduced
emissions of greenhouse gases and criteria air pollutants,
household transportation cost savings from reduced
driving, healthcare cost savings from reduced chronic
health conditions related to physical inactivity, and higher
property values. The East Bay Greenway will help to
achieve the State’s GHG emission target by reducing 3.6
million Ibs of CO2e per year. In addition, it will support
implementation of Plan Bay Area by supporting build-out
of nine Priority Development areas as livable communities
within range of transportation alternatives.
17
$3,600,000 Napa Vine Trail Phase 2. Within the city and county of 04-2300A 2013-14
Napa and the Town of Yountville from California Drive in ATP/14-15 108-0890 $3,600,000
Napa County Yountville to Haven Way in the city of Napa. Construct CON FTF
Transportation Class1 bicycle/pedestrian path, including three bridges $3,600,000 20.30.720.100
Planning Agency  over drainage channels, installation of two traffic signals, 0400020976
MTC ADA improvements, tree removal and re-planting with
04-Nap native species.
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pedestrian networks.
(Statewide - ID 0294)
(CEQA - Letter: 01/05/2015.)

Outcome/Output: The Active Transportation Plan will
provide an overall vision for the future of walking and
bicycling in Fresno County. Tasks and deliverables will
include regular meetings with an Active Transportation
Plan stakeholder advisory committee, drafting a scope of
work, releasing an RFP for and selecting a consultant and
completion of a Regional Active Transportation Plan.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
18
$30,000 Radar Speed Feedback Signs and Flashing Beacons. 05-2605 2013-14
This project will install safety equipment (39 radar ATP/14-15 108-0042 $30,000
County of Santa  feedback signs, 7 rectangular rapid flashing beacons and PA&ED SHA
Cruz one overhead flashing beacon) on various public right-of- $30,000 20.30.720.100
SCCRTC way roads in Sana Cruz County near 22 schools. 0515000035
05-SCr
(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0264)
Outcome/Output: Installation of safety equipment will
result in a reduction of conflicts between vehicles,
pedestrians and bicyclists.
19
$447,000 SRTS Non-Infrastructure Education and 05-2607 2013-14
Encouragement at 10 Target Schools. Safe Routes to ATP/14-15 108-0042 $447,000
County of Santa  School education and encouragement initiative for seven CON SHA
Cruz elementary, two middle, and one high school in Santa $447,000 20.30.720.100
SCCRTC Cruz County. Deliverables include bicycle and pedestrian 0515000034
05-SCr safety education, monthly Bike and Walk to School Day
activities, daily tracking and incentive program, Open
Streets and other community outreach program, peer-to-
peer student education and encouragement, and the
distribution of bike locks and helmets.
(Statewide - ID 0265)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/01/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Purpose of this project is to increase
active transportation and improve bike/pedestrian safety
knowledge, skills and behaviors of students at the targeted
schools.
20
$150,000 Regional Active Transportation Plan. Develop an 06-6745 2013-14
Active Transportation Plan that identifies necessary ATP/14-15 108-0042 $150,000
Fresno Council of  bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure projects throughout CON SHA
Governments the County, provides guidance on programs that educate $150,000 20.30.720.100
Fresno COG and encourage residents to walk and bike and focuses on 0615000104
06-Fre ways to improve and expand upon existing bicycle and
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(MPO - ID 0289)

(CEQA — NOE, 03/08/2013.)
(NEPA — CE, 08/19/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The pedestrian facilities along this
corridor are in extreme disrepair and are non-functional
condition to convey pedestrian traffic. The City of Fowler's
Senior Center is located within the limits of the project and
these improvements provide a pedestrian link to the
downtown area. The project will provide a vital link
between the downtown urban core area and the City of
Fowlers Senior Center along with the main municipal park.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

21
$168,000 Enterprise Canal Trail/Pedestrian Overcrossing SR 06-6754 2013-14
168. Project will study future trail/pedestrian bridge ATP/14-15 108-0042 $168,000
City of Clovis improvements over State Route 168 by completing PA&ED SHA
Fresno COG CEQA/NEPA environmental documents, which will serve $168,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre as the basis for future construction improvements. Public 0615000097
education on the benefits of non—-motorized forms of
transportation will be a component of the plan. The City of
Clovis is developing a cooperative agreement with
Caltrans.
(MPO - ID M001)
Outcome/Output: The project is intended to study the
impacts of constructing a future trail/pedestrian bridge
along the Enterprise Canal and over Route 168. The
project will also fully evaluate all environmental impacts,
right-of-way needs and utility impacts of the future
construction project.
22
$240,000 City Active Transportation Plan. Hired consultant will: 06-6755 2013-14
develop an aggressive community outreach plan; perform ATP/14-15 108-0042 $240,000
City of Coalinga  public and media outreach; host three community-based CON SHA
Fresno COG meetings to shape priorities of an Active Transportation $240,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre Plan; develop concept-level site plans for priority projects; 0615000109
and develop an Active Transportation Plan for Coalinga.
(MPO - ID 0286)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/02/2014.)
Outcome/Output: An Active Transportation Plan will help
the city of Coalinga to increase biking and walking in the
city of Coalinga, providing non motorized travel
infrastructure to support the project population growth, and
provide safer, walkable streets for the nearly 8,000
students who travel to school each day in Coalinga.
23
$267,000 Merced Street Pedestrian Facilities from 3™ Street to 06-6756 2013-14
5" Street. Project proposes to reconstruct pedestrian ATP/14-15 108-0042 $267,000
City of Fowler facilities along Merced Street, including sidewalks and CON SHA
Fresno COG curb ramps. $267,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre 0615000106
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

24
$250,000 Pedestrian Bike Safety Education Program. This non- 06-6761 2013-14
infrastructure pedestrian and bicycle safety training will be ATP/15-16 108-0042 $250,000
City of Fresno conducted at fifteen after-school sites and various city CON SHA
Fresno COG neighborhood and community centers located throughout $250,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre the City of Fresno. Training will be conducted primarily in 0615000108
underserved, disadvantaged communities, and will include
bike rodeos, and promote increase of bike/pedestrian
activities at school and parks.
(MPO - ID 0293)
(CEQA — Letter: 01/05/2015.)
Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian and bike safety;
Improve public health; Improve regional air quality;
promote alternative transportation to school, parks and
work; reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions.
25
$31,000 Safety and Education for an Active Delano School 06-6746 2013-14
Community. Project consists of engineering ATP/14-15 108-0042 $31,000
City of Delano improvements at six intersections along key routes to five PA&ED SHA
Kern COG schools, including installation of bulb-outs, curb ramps, $31,000 20.30.720.100
06-Ker raised crosswalks, ladder-type crosswalks, advanced $0
stoplyield bars and signs. The project additionally PS&E
includes an education and outreach component that will $0
raise awareness of the safety improvements and $31,000
strengthen their effectiveness within the school 0615000100
community.
(Statewide - ID 0313)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/20/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/20/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Project will increase the safety of
students walking and bicycling to multiple schools in the
city and will create an environment that encourages
physical activity and active choices. The project
additionally includes a strong education and outreach
component that will raise awareness of the safety
improvements and strengthen their effectiveness.
26
$2,000 Palm Avenue Elementary School Pedestrian 06-6750 2013-14
Infrastructure Improvements. Construct pedestrian ATP/14-15 108-0890 $2,000
City of Wasco infrastructure around Palm Avenue Elementary School PA&ED FTF
Kern COG and various locations in the school route. High visibility $2,000 20.30.720.100
06-Ker crosswalks and signage will be added on 9" Place at 0615000105

Peters Street, Palm Avenue and Griffith Avenue on Palm

Avenue at Poso Drive. ADA compliant curb ramps will be
installed where needed. Median/pedestrian refuge will be
constructed on Palm Avenue north and south of 9" Place
and include trees and lighting.

(Statewide - ID 0329)

Outcome/Output: Construct in-fill sidewalk, curb ramps
and safety improvements at intersections that are top
priorities for school administrators and parents to improve
safety of pedestrians and bicyclists.
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pavement markings, continental crosswalks with limit
lines, curb extensions, speed humps, a mini-roundabout,
pedestrian-scale lighting, a new signal, parking edge line
treatment, bicycle boxes and loop detectors, buffered
bicycle lane connection at offset intersection, and raised
medians to create safer crossings.

(Statewide - ID 0431)

Outcome/Output: The project output will increase the
proportion of walking and bicycling trips, increase safety
and mobility of non-motorized users and enhance public
health by reducing child obesity.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

27
$5,000 Teresa Burke School and Filburn Walking Path. The 06-6751 2013-14
project location is on Filburn Avenue between Central ATP/14-15 108-0890 $5,000
City of Wasco Avenue and Broadway in the city of Wasco. In addition to PA&ED FTF
Kern COG curb ramps, bike lane striping, bike sighage, pedestrian $5,000 20.30.720.100
06-Ker refuge and calm traffic with raised median in Filburn 0615000107
Avenue, high visibility crosswalk treatments at various
intersections, signage and rectangular rapid flashing
beacons
(Statewide - ID 0333)
Outcome/Qutput: Construct multi-sue path, bike lanes,
striping, crosswalks, lighting, trees, trash cans, benches
and safety improvements along Filburn Avenue and the
school route to Teresa Burke Elementary.
28
$148,000 Duarte Gold Line Station Pedestrian and Bicycle 07-4529 2013-14
Improvements. The funds will be used for the Duarte ATP/14-15 108-0042 $148,000
City of Duarte Gold Line Station Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements PA&ED SHA
LACMTA located along Duarte Road between Highland Avenue and $36,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA Buena Vista Street. The project includes constructing $0
sidewalks, installing pedestrian lighting, landscaping, PS&E
benches, trash receptacles, curb ramps, pedestrian $112,000
crossings and way finding signs around the Duarte Gold $148,000
Line Station. 0715000156
(Statewide - ID 0389)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/24/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide safe,
illuminated, paved and marked routes for pedestrian,
transportation options; will increase Gold Line ridership,
and increase use of non-motorized modes of travel.
29
$529,000 Hollywood HS and Selma Avenue ES, SRTS. The 07-4866 2013-14
funds will be used for SRTS project to create low-stress, ATP/14-15 108-0890 $529,000
City of Los neighborhood-friendly pedestrian and bicycle linkages PA&ED FTF
Angeles along several streets serving Hollywood HS and Selma $529,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA Avenue ES in the city of Los Angeles. This project 0715000096
07-LA includes physical design elements such as: shared land
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curb ramps, bus safety lighting, upgrading street furniture,
landscaping, and other pedestrian amenities.

(Statewide - ID 0425)
Outcome/Output: The project will improve safety,

appearance, and walkability for pedestrian and encourage
more commercial/retail activity.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
30
$758,000 SRTS Infrastructure Improvements for Menlo Avenue 07-4867 2013-14
ES and West Vernon ES. The funds will be used for ATP/14-15 108-0890 $758,000
City of Los SRTS project to create low-stress, neighborhood-friendly PA&ED FTF
Angeles pedestrian and bicycle linkages along several streets $758,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA serving Menlo Avenue ES and West Vernon ES in the 0715000097
07-LA South LA community in the city of Los Angeles. Work will
include: bike boxes, sidewalk upgrades, loop detectors
new signal, flashing beacon, curb-ramps, speed humps,
cross walk marking.
(Statewide - ID 0435)
Outcome/Output: The project output will improve
conditions for walking and bicycling to school; promote
traffic calmed environment, thereby reducing Killed or
Serious Injury (KSI) collisions; provide continuous north-
south and east-west linkages along the low-stress;
neighborhood-friendly street network, improving citywide
bicycle network connectivity; and improve public health
and educational outcomes.
31
$287,000 Expo Line Bundy Station First-Last Mile 07-4869 2013-14
Improvements. The funds will be used for Expo Line, ATP/14-15 108-0890 $287,000
City of Los Bundy Station First-Last Mile Improvements located on PA&ED FTF
Angeles Exposition Boulevard and Bundy Drive. The project $287,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA includes traffic calming/safety improvements through 0715000099
07-LA installation of shade trees, pedestrian-level lighting,
accessible curb ramps, median refuge and curb
extensions; placement of bicycle parklet rest stop at the
Metro-proposed cul-de-sac at the east side of Barrington
intersecting Exposition Boulevard; and installation of
shade trees and ADA compliant access ramps along La
Grange and Mississippi Avenue.
(Statewide - ID 0429)
Outcome/Output: The project output will increase
ridership at Expo/Bundy Station by about 3 percent will
reduce vehicle collisions with bicyclist and pedestrians
through traffic calming and other safety improvements,
and will encourage more walking and bicycling in the
community.
32
$258,000 Hollywood Western Pedestrian Improvements. The 07-4871 2013-14
funds will be used for Hollywood Pedestrian Improvements ATP/14-15 108-0890 $258,000
City of Los located in Hollywood Boulevard from Gower Street to PA&ED FTF
Angeles Western Avenue as well as approximately 360 feet section $258,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA of Western Avenue from Hollywood boulevard to Carlton 0715000127
07-LA Way. The project includes installing new sidewalk paving,
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safety lighting at transit stops , as well as pedestrian
amenities including street trees and benches

(MPO - ID 0426)
(CEQA — NOE, 09/25/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project outcome will provide safety
to pedestrian and improve mobility.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
33
$686,000 Delores Huerta Elem and Quincy Jones Elem SRTS. 07-4872 2013-14
The funds will be used for SRTS project to create low- ATP/14-15 108-0890 $686,000
City of Los stress, neighborhood-friendly pedestrian and bicycle PA&ED FTF
Angeles linkages along several streets serving in Dolores Huerta $686,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA ES, 28" Street ES, and Quincy Jones ES in the city of Los 0715000101
07-LA Angeles. Work will include: bike boxes, sidewalk
upgrades, loop detectors, new signal flashing beacon,
curb-ramps, speed humps, cross walk marking.
(Statewide - ID 0434)
Outcome/Output: The project output will improve
conditions for walking and bicycling to school; promote
traffic calmed environment, thereby reducing Killed or
Severely Injured (KSI) collisions; provide continuous north-
south and east-west linkages along the low stress;
neighborhood-friendly street network, improving citywide
bicycle network connectivity; and improve public health
and educational outcomes.
34
$530,000 Little Tokyo Pedestrian Safety Project. The funds will 07-4873 2013-14
be used for Little Tokyo Pedestrian Safety Project located ATP/14-15 108-0890 $530,000
City of Los in Downtown Los Angeles boundaries are Temple Street PA&ED FTF
Angeles on the north, Main Street on the west, 3" Street on the $530,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA south and Alameda Street on the east. The project 0715000104
07-LA includes installation of two mid-block and one full traffic
signal, a slip lane closure, bus stop security lighting,
landscaping, street furniture, ADA curb ramp and sidewalk
improvements, and continental crosswalk.
(Statewide - ID 0430)
Outcome/Output: The project output will create safer
crosswalks, sidewalks, and address handicapped
accessibilities.
35
$178,000 Expo Line Pedestrian Improvements, Crenshaw City 07-4874 2013-14
Limits. The funds will be used for Expo Line Pedestrian ATP/14-15 108-0042 $135,000
City of Los Improvements within a quarter mile of three Metro’s PA&ED SHA
Angeles Exposition Light Rail Line stations at La Cienega Blvd, La $178,000 108-0890 $43,000
LACMTA Brea Avenue, and Crenshaw Blvd. The project includes 0715000105 FTF
07-LA improved crosswalks, sidewalks, ADA Access ramps and 20.30.720.100
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identify, prioritize and fund future non-motorized
transportation projects. This includes subcomponents
such as complete streets, pedestrian, bicycle trails and
safe route to school that would replace existing Bicycle
Plan (BTP) that already expired.

(Statewide - ID 0457)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/25/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project will promote safe walking,
reduce greenhouse gases, decrease fuel consumption;
will improve walking and bicycling routes as well as
connect bicycle, pedestrian and recreational facilities to
parks, civic resources, communities, and workplaces.

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
36
$2,333,000 SCAG Active Transportation Safety and 07-4875 2013-14
Encouragement Campaign. The funds will be used to ATP/14-15 108-0890 $2,333,000
Southern California implement comprehensive Regional Active Transportation CON FTF
Association of Safety and Encouragement campaign at various locations; $2,333,000 20.30.720.100
Governments Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside and Ventura 0715000129
Various counties.
07,08,11,12-
Various Cos (Statewide - ID 0494)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/06/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The successful delivery of SCAG
regional ATP implementation campaign objectives:
Educate roadway users on rules of the road; encourage
more biking/walking through education; increase public
awareness and support of active modes of transportation;
build regional partnership between transportation
agencies, health departments, local agencies, non-profits,
and private sector partners to cost effectively expand the
reach of the campaign.
37
$140,000 Avenue R Complete Street and SRTS. The funds will be 07-4878 2013-14
used for Avenue R Complete Streets and Safe Routes ATP/14-15 108-0890 $140,000
City of Paimdale  Project located at Avenue R between Sierra Highway and PA&ED FTF
LACMTA 25" St. The project will construct sidewalks, extend $140,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA roadways, improve signing and striping, curb ramps, and 0715000128
slurry seal roadways.
(Statewide - ID 0458)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide complete
streets with completed sidewalk gap closures, ladder style
cross walks, bus turnouts and enhanced access to public
transit, a class Il bicycle lanes, speed feedback signs per
the MUTCD, bulb out crosswalks with two way left turns.
38
$595,000 Active Transportation Program Plan. The funds will be 07-4879 2013-14
used to implement Active Transportation Plan within the ATP/14-15 108-0042 $595,000
City of Paimdale  Palmdale City limits. The project will develop a plan that CON SHA
LACMTA encourages and accommodates healthy, sustainable $595,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA transportation alternatives; will form planning network to 0715000150
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Schools workshops.
(Statewide - ID 0532)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/17/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project outcome is to develop a
countywide pedestrian plan.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
39
$322,000 SRTS — Master Plan. The funds will be used to continue 07-4880 2013-14
implementing the City of Lancaster city-wide Safe route to ATP/14-15 108-0042 $322,000
City of Lancaster  school Master Plan (SRTS) on areas around each of CON SHA
LACMTA Lancaster’s 30 public schools. $322,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA 0715000155
(MPO - ID 0406)
(CEQA — NOE, 10/22/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide local
school children with safer streets around 30 elementary,
middle and high schools and encourage residents to
become less dependent on automobiles; will promote
walking and bicycling to school and will increase physical
activity.
40
$85,000 5™ Street East Corridor Im provements. The funds will 07-4881 2013-14
be used to continue implementing the city of Lancaster 50 ATP/14-15 108-0042 $85,000
City of Lancaster  St. East Corridor Improvements between Avenue H-8 to PS&E SHA
LACMTA Avenue J-4. The project includes constructing curb bulb- $85,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA outs with ADA compliant curb ramps at several locations 0715000157
along 5" street to shorten crossing distance and safety of
the pedestrian and bicyclist, installing new traffic striping to
buffer bike lanes along the corridor.
(Statewide - ID 0408)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/14/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide
pedestrian and safety improvements and increase student
walking and biking to school by 10 percent.
41
$77,000 Arroyo Simi Greenway Bike Trail Phase 3. Pave one 07-4865 2013-14
bike trail on south side of Arroyo Simi from Madera Road ATP/14-15 108-0890 $77,000
City of Simi Valley to First Street (0.9mi.). Includes landscaping along Fifth PA&ED SHA
VCTC Street trail and pedestrian bridge over Arroyo Simi near $9.600 20.30.720.100
07-Ven Fifth Street. $0
PS&E
(MPO - ID 0498) $68.000
$77,000
(CEQA — NOE, 11/17/2014.) 0715000148
Outcome/Output: Provide a critical link in a large project
to create a continuous, desirable bike trail/multi-use facility
along the entire Arroyo Simi. Facility will be used for
commuting and recreational purposes.
42
$56,000 Safe and Active San Jacinto SRTS. The project will 08-1146 2013-14
construct a Class | bike trail, curb and gutter, ADA- ATP/14-15 108-0042 $56,000
City of San Jacinto compliant curb ramps, and sidewalk on six neighborhood PS&E SHA
RCTC residential streets in the vicinity of several elementary and $56,000 20.30.720.100
08-Riv middle schools as well as conducting Safe Routes to 0815000071
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crosswalks and traffic signage.

(MPO - ID 0631)

(CEQA - CE, 12/02/2014.)

Outcome/Output: Provide safe routes to school with

dedicated and accessible sidewalks, curb ramps, and
improve crosswalks and traffic signage.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

43
$400,000 SANBAG Points of Interest Pedestrian Plan. The 08-1147 2013-14
project will develop a countywide pedestrian plan. ATP/14-15 108-0042 $400,000
San Bernardino CON SHA
Associated (MPO - ID 0536) $400,000 20.30.720.100
Governments 0815000103
SANBAG (CEQA — Letter, 12/05/2014)
08-SBd
Outcome/Output: The project outcome is to develop a
countywide pedestrian plan
44
$136,000 Valley Boulevard Bikeway. The project is located in the 09-0651 2013-14
city of Tehachapi on the south side of Valley Boulevard ATP/14-15 108-0042 $136,000
City of Tehachapi  stretching from 100ft west of Mulberry Street to Curry PA&ED SHA
Kern COG Street. The project seeks to extend an existing Class | $6,000 20.30.720.100
09-Ker bike path by narrowing an unnecessarily wide pavement $0
section to use the reclaimed space for the bike path. PS&E
Work includes new curb, gutter and an 8ft wide bike path. $130,000
Storm drain improvements are necessary to accommodate $136,000
the changing grades resulting from the construction of the 0915000031
path.
(Statewide - ID 0582)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/25/2014.)
Outcome/Output: This section of Valley Boulevard has an
abnormally large pavement width. As such, bicyclists
currently utilize a Class Il bike lane to move through this
area. Constructing this project will provide a safer
bicycling corridor. Furthermore, this area fronts multi-
family housing and reducing the pavement in favor of the
bike path will improve safety for the residents of this
development.
45
$52,000 SRTS on Don Pedro Road and Nadine Ave —Multiple 10-3095 2013-14
Schools. Safe Routes to School (SRTS) improvements ATP/14-15 108-0042 $52,000
City of Ceres on Don Pedro Road and Nadine Avenue (multiple schools) PS&E SHA
StanCOG to install infill and accessible sidewalks, curb ramps, and $52,000 20.30.720.100
10-Sta improve traffic striping crosswalks, install in-road lighted 1015000077
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Outcome/Output: Create a safe, attractive unified
pedestrian friendly street block in Downtown Stockton
adjacent to businesses, schools and transit hubs;
encourage pedestrian, bicycle and disabled access.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
46
$350,000 SRTS Plan. Coordinate with four school districts, perform 10-3097 2013-14
public outreach and create a Safe Routes to School Plan ATP/14-15 108-0890 $350,000
City of Stockton  for all schools within the city. Identify and prioritize any CON FTF
SJCOG ADA, bicycle, or pedestrian improvements that need to be $350,000 20.30.720.100
10-SJ done to remove obstacles from routes to schools. 1015000079
(Statewide - ID 0611)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/09/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/09/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Project will increase walking and cycling
to school, reduce traffic snarls at schools and decrease
fuel use, road maintenance costs, greenhouse gas
emissions, and air pollution. Increased walking will
improve student health and energize students in the
morning so that they are ready to learn when they arrive at
school.
47
$550,000 Bicycle Master Plan Update. Perform public outreach 10-3098 2013-14
and redesign the Stockton Bicycle Network. Rewrite the ATP/14-15 108-0890 $550,000
City of Stockton Bicycle Mater Plan. Submit updated plan for City Council CON FTF
SJCOG approval. $550,000 20.30.720.100
10-SJ 1015000082
(Statewide - ID 0617)
(CEQA — Letter: 12/09/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/09/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Redesigned Bicycle Network and
updated Bicycle Master Plan.
48
$10,000 San Joaquin Trail. Improve a five acre greenbelt area to 10-3099 2013-14
promote walking and bicycling. Resurface, repair and ATP/14-15 108-0042 $10,000
City of Stockton replace a segment of the existing bikeway, which has PA&ED SHA
SJCOG been subject to erosion and wear that undercuts the $0 20.30.720.100
10-SJ asphalt. $10,000
PS&E
(Statewide - ID 0625) $189.000
$179,000
Outcome/Output: Close the existing gap and create a 1015000080
continuous greenbelt area. Improvements will increase
walkability and bicycling improve physical activity and
health, and promote livability..
49
$10,000 Fremont Square Sidewalk Reconstruction. 10-5001 2013-14
Reconstruct sidewalks along the perimeter of Fremont ATP/14-15 108-0042 $10,000
City of Stockton ~ Square. Additional work includes removal and PA&ED SHA
SJCOG replacement of existing curb and gutter, intersection curb 30 20.30.720.100
10-SJ ramps, relocation of pedestrian street lighting, addition of $10,000
bicycle racks, tree removal/trimming and irrigation/tuff PS&E
restoration. $79,000
$69,000
(Statewide - ID 0621) 1015000081
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(Statewide - ID 0659)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/08/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The purpose of this project is to create

a safer walking and bicycling environment in the vicinity of
the six project schools in the city of El Cajon.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

50
$590,000 It's Cool to Walk to School. This project is an expansion 11-1151 2013-14
in scope from our Cycle 1 Safe Routes to School (SRTS) ATP/14-15 108-0042 $590,000
Chula Vista Non-Infrastructure Grant, to enable and encourage CON SHA
Elementary School students in kindergarten through 6" grade to safely walk $590,000 20.30.720.100
District and bike to and from school, and to work with partners to 1115000086
SANDAG plan, design and implement efforts to improve the areas
11-sD surrounding elementary schools to make walking and
biking to school a safe mode of travel.
(Statewide - ID 0654)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/04/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Increase the number of students
walking and/or biking to school by 5 percent at our 4 pilot
demonstration school sites.
51
$36,000 Safe Routes to School Education Program Coronado 11-1152 2013-14
Unified School District. This is a Safe Routes to School ATP/14-15 108-0042 $36,000
City of Coronado  Education (Non-Infrastructure) Program that would be CON SHA
SANDAG conducted at the following four school: $36,000 20.30.720.100
11-sD 1) Coronado Middle School 550 F Avenue, Coronado CA 1115000085
92118
2) Coronado High School 650 D Avenue, Coronado CA
92118
3) Village Elementary School 600 6™ Street, Coronado CA
92118
4) Silver Strand Elementary 1350 Leyte Road, Coronado
CA 92118
(Statewide - ID 0655)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/09/2014.)
Outcome/Output: This project will launch a competitive
bidding process to hire a non-profit organization to
implement a comprehensive, multi-year Safe Routes to
School education program. Over the course of the grant
cycle, the program will be designed to reach all enrolled
students at the four participating schools, which equates to
approximately 3,156, students. Quantifiable outputs to
include the contracted non-profit's delivery of 24 student
workshops, 14 rodeos, 6 bike skill courses, 8 parent
workshops, and e encouragement contests.
52
$500,000 Cajon Valley Union School District SRTS NI. This 11-1153 2013-14
project is located at six elementary and middle schools in ATP/14-15 108-0042 $500,000
City of El Cajon the city of El Cajon. The scope of this project entails CON SHA
SANDAG educational, encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation $500,000 20.30.720.100
11-sD activities at the six project schools. 1115000087
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

53
$220,000 Elm Avenue Traffic, Pedestrian and Cycling Safety 11-1154 2013-14
and Mobility Improvement. This project is located on ATP/14-15 108-0042 $220,000
City of Imperial Elm Avenue, between Seacoast Drive and 7th Street, and PS&E SHA
Beach additional improvements on Connecticut Avenue. This $220,000 20.30.720.100
SANDAG Safe Routes to School project will address traffic, 1115000091
11-sD pedestrian, cycling and mobility safety improvements. The
various project improvements will significantly improve the
student safety on route to and from school and will provide
a new connection to the Imperial Beach Bicycle Network.
(Statewide - ID 0666)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/19/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project improvements will include
but are not limited to designated bike lanes, traffic calming
measures, crosswalk with raised tabletop, a dedicated
loading/drop-off area for parents separated from travel-
ways, widening of sidewalks with aesthetic dividers
between bike lanes, dedicated bus-only loading/drop-off
area. There is also an expected reduction of greenhouse
gas emissions do to the increase in active transportation.
54
$88,000 Improve Center Street Pedestrian Facility. The project 11-0598 2013-14
is located on Center Street from Baughman Road to 7th ATP/14-15 108-0042 $88,000
City of Street. The project is aimed at mitigating existing PS&E SHA
Westmorland pedestrian and bicycle safety deficiencies and promoting $88,000 20.30.720.100
ICTC the use of walking and bicycling as an alternative mode of 1115000082
11-IMP transportation. The scope of work consists of sidewalk,

curb/gutter, bike lanes, street lighting, center median,
landscaping, in-pavement lighted crosswalk and removal
of water ponding obstacle on sidewalk.

(Statewide - ID 0703)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/19/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project proposes the following:

1) Improve traffic safety by eliminating the need of
pedestrians walking in traffic lanes due to water ponding
on sidewalk or missing gaps of sidewalk. 2) Encourage
walking and biking at night due to improved street lighting.
3) Encourage walking and biking in hot weather with the
planting of shade trees. 4) Reduce potential head-on
traffic collisions with the new median installation.
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County of San Diego ~ SD-30-14-1
San Diego

Project # Budget Year

Allocation Amount Location Item #
Recipient Project Description Fund Type Amount by
County Project Number Program Code Fund Type
2.7a. Aeronautics Allocations Resolution FDOA-2014-06

1
$499,000 Agua Caliente Springs Airport 2014-15
Rehabilitate Runway 11/29 602-0041 $499,000

10.10.020.200

Page 31 of 31



PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION

Tab 1

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
1120 N Street (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 654-4245

FAX: (916) 653-2134
CTC Website: http://www.catc.ca.gov

Mr. James C. Ghielmetti,
Signature Homes, Inc.

4670 Willow Road, Suite 200
Pleasanton, CA 94588

Mr. Bob Alvarado

Northern California Carpenters Regional Council
265 Hegenberger Road, Suite 200

Oakland, CA 94621-1480

Ms. Yvonne B. Burke
P.O. Box 491727
Los Angeles, CA 90049

Mr. Jim Earp

California Alliance for Jobs
1415 L st. Suite 1080
Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Fran Inman

Majestic Realty Company

13191 N. Crossroads Parkway, Sixth Floor
City of Industry, CA 91746-3497

Mr. Carl Guardino, Chair
Silicon Valley Leadership Group
2001 Gateway Place, Suite 101E
San Jose, CA 95110

Mr. Darius Assemi
Granville Homes

1396 W. Herndon, Suite 101
Fresno, CA 93711

Ms. Lucetta Dunn, Vice Chair
Orange County Business Council
2 Park Plaza, Suite 100

Irvine, CA 92614

Mr. Dario Frommer

AKIN GUMP STRAUSS HAUER & FELD LLP
633 West Fifth Street | Suite 5000

Los Angeles, CA 9007

Mr. Joseph Tavaglione

Tavaglione Construction & Development, Inc.
3405 Arlington Avenue

Riverside, CA 92506

Mr. James Madaffer
Madaffer Enterprises, Inc.
1620 5th Avenue Suite 400
San Diego, CA 92101

Ex Officio Members

The Honorable Jim Beall
Member of the Senate
State Capitol, Room 5006
Sacramento, CA 95814

The Honorable Jim Frazier
Member of the Assembly
State Capitol, Room 3152
Sacramento, CA 94814

Interim Executive Director
Susan Bransen
1120 N Street, Room 2230 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 654-4245
FAX: (916) 653-2134



http://www.catc.ca.gov/
ctc007
Typewritten Text
Tab 1


Minutes Tab 2

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

December 10, 2014
Riverside, California

12:30PM Commission Meeting
Riverside County Administration Building
Supervisors’ Chambers
4080 Lemon Street,

Riverside, CA
12:30PM | GENERAL BUSINESS
1 Roll Call | 1.1 | Carl Guardino | 1 ] ¢
Chair Carl Guardino Present Commissioner Dario Frommer Arrived 12:32pm
Commissioner Bob Alvarado | Absent Commissioner Jim Ghielmetti Absent
Commissioner Darius Assemi : Present Commissioner Fran inman Present
Commissioner Yvonne Burke | Absent Commissioner Jim Madaffer Present
Commissioner Lucetta Dunn Present Commissioner Joe Tavaglione Present
Commissioner Jim Earp Present
Present:7

TOTAL Absent: 4
Senator Mark DeSauinier, Ex-Officio Absent
Assemblymember Bonnie Lowenthal, Ex-Officio Absent

CLOSED SESSION

The Commission will meet in closed session pursuant to Government Code Section 11126, Subdivisions (a)(1),
(a)(4), and (b), for the purpose of taking actions concerning the selection of a new Executive Director.

NOTE: The Commission will convene in Open Session and then move immediately into Closed
Session. Following the Closed Session, the Commission will reconvene in Open Session.

Reconvened at 1:00pm, Quorum is present.
Commission has selected Will Kempton as Executive Director to begin effective January 19, 2015. Chief Deputy Director
Susan Bransen will serve as Interim Executive Director from December 31, 2014 to January 18, 2015.

Resolutions of Necessity

Resolution of Necessity —~Appearance (Full) 24a.(1a) | Stephen Maller A D
—-07-LA-5-PM 0.70 Carrie Bowen
VCJT, LLC, a California Limited Liability Company, et al.
Resolution C-21275

8 Ayes

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Second: Dunn Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmeiti and Alvarado

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Resolution of Necessity — Appearance (Full) PINK SUPPLEMENTAL ITEM

Speakers:

Eric Rowen — Owners representative

Rose Starow — Property Owner

Katrina Diaz — representing VCJT, LLC co-owners of the property.

Next regularly scheduled CTC Meeting is on January 22, 2015 in Sacramento (Subject to change)
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

i%ﬁ—gﬁi ltem Description | ‘ k ~ t' Ref. # lPresent‘er . I‘S{at‘us* . ;
3 Resolution of Necessity ~Appearance (Partial) 2.4a.(1b) | Stephen Maller A D
8 Ayes ~-07-LA-5-PM 0.70 Carrie Bowen

VCJT, LLC, a California Limited Liability Company, et al.
Resolution C-21304

This item was withdrawn at the meeting

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

Resolution of Necessity ~ Appearance (Full) PINK SUPPLEMENTAL ITEM
General Business
4 Approval of Minutes for October 8, 2014 and November 12, 1.2 Carl Guardino A c
2014

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Second: Frommer Vote result; 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

5 | Executive Director's Report | 1.3 | Andre Boutros | A ] Cc |

No Report at this time

6 | Commission Reports | 1.4 | Carl Guardino | A ] ¢ |

Commissioner Dunn: Attended Anaheim Train Station Ribbon Cutting

7 | Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation | 15 | Carl Guardino | A ] Cc |

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Dunn Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
A ' : A A \ g o} 4
8 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Deputy Secretary |16 | Brian Kelly L 17 1T

CA Transportation Agency Undersecretary Brian Annis presented this informational item.

CALTRANS REPORT

9 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director [ 1.7 | Malcolm Dougherty | | [ D

CA Department of Transportation Director Malcolm Dougherty presented this informational item.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REPORT

10 Report by US Department of Transportation 1.1 [ VincentMammano | | | F

Federal Highways Administrator Vince Mammano presented this informational item.

LOCAL REPORTS

11 Welcome to the Region , | 1.12 | Anne Mayer | I IR

Riverside County Transportation Commission Executive Director Anne Mayer presented this informational item.

12 | Report by Regional Agencies Moderator |18 | ReneeDeVere-Oki| | [ R |

Regional Agencies Moderator Renee De Vere-Oki presented this informational item
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

" ';ia‘:::: . , item Descrigtion . ; lRef.# szesenter | !Status*‘ ; J
L_13 [ Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair [19 | Jerry Barton | 1 ] R |

Rural Counties Task Force Chair Jerry Barton presented this informational item.

| 14 [ Report by Seif-Help Counties Coalition Chair [ 110 | Keith Dunn | T T R ]

Self Help Counties Coalition’s Suzanne Smith presented this informational item.

POLICY MATTERS
15 State and Federal Legislative Matters | 4.1 | Carrie Pourvahidi | A | C

CTC Deputy Director Carrie Pourvahidi presented this item as informational item.

Changes fo this item were listed on the pink “Changes fo CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
State and Federal Legislative Matters PINK BOOKITEM

16 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Laurel Janssen ] D
Steven Keck

CA Department of Transportation’s Steven Keck presented this informational item.

17 Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan Update 4.12 Carrie Pourvahidi i D
William Figge

CA Department of Transportation Acting Deputy Director for Planning and Programing William Figge presented this infor-
mational item.

Speaker:
Demi Espinosa — Safe Routes to Schools National Partnership

18 Draft Updates to the CEQA Guidelines Implementing SB 743 | 4.3 Carrie Pourvahidi A C
(Steinberg, 2013)

Recommendation: Approval of Staff Recommendations
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Dunn Second: Tavaglione Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Draft Updates to the CEQA Guidelines Implementing SB 743 PINK BOOKITEM
19 Road Usage Charge Technical Advisory Committee & Pilot 4.4 Laura Pennebaker A c
Program Implementation Considerations

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Earp Second:Tavagiione Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

Changes fo this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Road Usage Charge Technical Advisory Committee & Pilot Program Implementation Considerations PINK BOOK ITEM

Speaker:
Christopher Lee — CA State Association of Counties
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Tab #1

Time | ltem Description - . ’:Ref. # l Presenter | Status®
POLICY MATTERS
Willits Bypass Update 4.13 Stephen Maller ! D
20 Charlie Fielder
Rich Foley

CA Department of Transportation District 1 Director Charlie Fielder Presented this Informational ltem.

Speakers:
Lee Clauss — Sherwood Valley Band of Pomo (Willits, CA)
PROJECT BUSINESS MATTERS
Financial Allocations for Supplemental Funds
21 Financial Allocation: $64,700,000 in supplemental STIP funds | 25e.(1) | Stephen Maller A D
for the Willits Bypass project (PPNO 0125F), in Mendocino Charlie Fielder

County. The original allocation was $135,511,000 This
request for $64,700,000 in STIP funds results in an increase
of 49 percent over the award atlotment of $131,125,000.
Resolution FA-14-12 :

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Earp Second: Tavaglione Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

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

Financial allocation of supplemental STIP funds for the Willits Bypass project (PPNO 0125F)

—-Revise Book ltem as follows:

~> Page 5 under "Environmental Regulation, Constraints and Delays™ Delete all information and insert the following paragraph:

In May 2012, a lawsuit was filed in Federal court by various organizations trying to put a halt to the Bypass project. A temporary
injunction was requested by these organizations, but not until after the project was awarded on
August 31, 2012, in November 2012, the Federal court denied the temporary injunction. The contractor received limited access to
the project site by late February 2013, but did not have full access until May 2013. The one-year delay affected various
construction operations including, but not limited to, tree removal, clearing and grubbing, roadway excavation, viaduct footing
excavation, and wick drain instaliation.

Page 7 under “Other construction issues”; replace “burial-sites” with “cultural resources” in two places.

Speakers:
Lee Clauss — Sherwood Valley Band of Pomo (Willits, CA)

Recommendation: Create a Committee to Work With Caltrans on Project Delivery and Cost Overruns on Projects,
Recommended Members; Ghielmetti, Alvarado, Earp and Assemi.
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Madaffer Second: Tavaglione Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
Environmental Matters

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

22 Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢(2) | Laura Pennebaker A D

Katrina Pierce
05-SB-101, PM 1.4/12.3

South Coast 101 HOV Lanes Project

Add HOV Lanes to a portion of State Route 101 in Santa
Barbara County. (FEIR) (PPNO 7101) (STIP)
Resolution E-14-61

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Second: Assemi Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
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Tab#|

Time i ltem Description - ; 1Ref.#] 1Presenter ‘ ‘ IStatusf ﬂ ]

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This Iltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This Iltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

%%f—-! | {;!tem Description . - | Ref.# |Presenter Statusf‘_

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This ltem was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

Recommendation: Approval as Amended
Action Taken: Approved as Amended
Motion: Tavaglione Second: Madaffer Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

This ltem was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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CTC MEETING

ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

December 10, 2014

lab#/ } Item Description

Time

; ] Rel.# t Pre‘sent‘er

Statué* .

This ltem was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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ltem Description . . ; f ‘ Ref. # ‘]Presenter“ | J;St‘a‘t:us‘*‘~
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

?ﬁf . lité‘m Description . | . !Ref.# {Piesenter Status*

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

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

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

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

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

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Approval of project for future consideration of funding
—Revise Book ltem; under “Issue”, correct the county as Sacraments Butte County.

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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“ }tem ‘Déécrigtion

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

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

This ltem was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

'%ﬁﬁi ‘ ltem Description ~ . . kRef.#‘ l Presenter [Status*:

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

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
11 Resolutions of Necessity PINK SUPPLEMENTAL ITEM

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

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

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

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

Page 11



CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

l;‘xan?f : l‘!tem Description . ‘ . ‘1Ref.#‘ { Presenter Status*

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

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

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

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

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

This ltem was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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H‘?&%; Item Description . }Ref.# l Presenter ; Status*

POLICY MATTERS
60 Adoption of the 2014 Active Transportation Program, 4.10 Laurie Waters A Cc
Metropolitan Planning Organization Component -San Diego
Association of Governments

Resolution G-14-27

Recommendation; Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Madaffer Second: Frommer Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
61 Technical Adjustments to the 2014 Active Transportation 41 Laurie Waters A C
Program
Resolution G-14-28

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Tavaglione ; Second: Frommer Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Adgenda” handout as follows:
Technical adjustments to the Active Transportation Program YELLOW PINK REPLACEMENT ITEM

62 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program Amendment: 4.7 Stephen Maller A C
Add Vincent Siding at CP Quartz and 2™ Platform at
Vincent/Acton Grade Station Project and the State Route 99
Ramp Metering Project.

Resolution TCIF-P-1415-03

(Related Hem under Tab 72.)

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Second:Tavaglione Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

63 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program — Approve the 4.8 Stephen Maller A C
Baseline Agreement for the Vincent Siding at CP Quartz and
2" Platform at Vincent/Acton Grade Station Project.

Resolution TCIF-P-1415-04B
{Related ltem under Tab 72.}

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Dunn Second: Inman Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
TCIF Baseline agreement for the Vincent Siding at CP Quarts and 2n¢ Platform at YELLOW REPLACEMENT ITEM
Vincent/Acton Grade Station Project.
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA December 10, 2014

f%mb:’ | ltem Description . . k 1 Ref.# } Pifesenter . Stfatus?
PROJECT BUSINESS MATTERS
64 The cities of San Jose and Palo Alto and the Santa Clara Valley] 2.1b. Laurel Janssen | D

Transportation Authority propose to amend the 2014 STIP to Rachel Falsetti
delete $1,350,000 RIP from the Alameda Grand Boulevard -
Phase 2 project (PPNO 0416Q) and reprogram these funds to
the US-101/Adobe Creek Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge project
(PPNO 2015D) in Santa Clara County

STIP Amendment 14S-05

CTC Deputy Director Laurel Janssen presented this item informational item.

Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects

65 Financial Allocation: $33,198,000 for 11 SHOPP projects, as | 2.50.(1) | Juan Guzman A D

follows: Rachel Falsetti
--$28,853,000 for seven SHOPP projects.

--$4,345,000 for four project amended into the SHOPP by
Departmental action.

Resolution FP-14-17

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

Financial Allocations for STIP Projects

66 Financial Allocation: $79,507,000 for the State administered 25¢c.(1a) | Laurel Janssen A D
Route 15 Widening Phase 2 STIP project, on the State High- Rachel Falsetti
way System. Contributions from other sources: $3,637,000
Resolution FP-14-20

Items 66 and 67 were taken together

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Financial allocation for the Route 15 Widening Phase 2 STIP project, on the SHS
--Revise Attachment:
—> Below “Final Project Development (RIP)", insert the following paragraph: (Final Right of Way to be reported upon attainment of Right of
Way Certification 2 or 1. June 2015 is the update target date.)
Revise the statement regarding the construction cost increase as: (CONST increase of $6,367:000 $6,276,000...

87 Financial Allocation: $3,623,000 for three State administered | 2.5¢.(1b) | Laurel Janssen A D
STIP projects, on the State Highway System. Rachel Falsetti
Resolution FP-14-24

ltems 66 and 67 were taken together

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

NMotion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
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‘%ﬁgﬂ ‘ }k!ktemynes’crig‘ tion . - 1 Ref. # lPresenter . |status*
68 Financial Allocation: $2,586,000 for the locally administered 2.5¢.(2) | Laurel Janssen A D
Highway 1 Circulation & Safety Improvements (PPNO 4498) Rachel Falsetti
STIP project, on the State Highway System, in Mendocino
County.

Resolution FP-14-21
{(Related ltem under Tab 42.)

This item was Withdrawn Prior to the CTC Meeting

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

Financial aliocation for the Highway 1 Circulation & Safety improvements WITHDRAWN PRIOR TO THE CTC MEETING
(PPNO 4498) STIP project,
69 Financial Allocations: $6,153,000 for seven locally 2.5¢.(3) Laurel Janssen A D
administered STIP projects, off the State Highway System, as Rachel Falsetti
follows: ‘

--$2,769,000 for four STIP projects.

--$3,384,000 for three STIP Planning, Programming, and
Monitoring projects.

Resolution FP-14-22

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Dunn Second: Tavaglione Vote result; 8-0 Absent: Burke, Ghielmetti and Alvarado
Financial Allocations for Projects with Costs that Exceed 20 Percent of the Programmed Amount
70 Financial Allocation: $6,500,000 for one SHOPP Permanent | 2.5d. Stephen Maller A D
Restoration project in Los Angeles County (PPNO 4446). Carrie Bowen

This project is currently programmed for $3,500,000 for
construction. The programmed estimate for construction of
this project needs fo be adjusted by $3,000,000, from
$3,500,000 to $6,500,000, which is an increase of 85.7
percent over the original construction estimate. This is the
initial allocation for this project.

Resolution FP-14-23

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Frommer Vote result: 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado
Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B LBSRA Projects
71 Financial Allocation: $7,137,081 for the Proposition 1B Local | 2.5g.(4) | Stephen Maller A D
Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program Bond Lump Sum for Federal Rihui Zhang

Fiscal Year 2014-15
Resolution LSB1B-A-1415-01

Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado
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“%f’% | tem De‘scrigtiqn l Ref. # l Presenter | Status*
Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Rail Projects
72 Financial Allocation: $8,200,000 for locally administered TCIF | 2.5g.5a) | Stephen Maller A D

Rail Project 106 (Vincent Siding Extension at CP Quartz and
Second Platform at Vincent Grade/Acton Station project
[PPNO TC1086}), in Los Angeles County.

Contribution from other sources: $9,200,000.

Resolution TCIF-A-1415-03

(Related ltems under Tabs 62 & 63.)

Bruce Roberts

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Assemi Second: Frommer Vote result; 7-0

Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado

73

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B Intercity Rail (ICR) Improvement Projects

Financial Allocation: $108,000,000 for the State
administered Proposition 1B ICR intercity Rail, Procurement
of Locomotives, Railcars, and Install On-board Information
System project (PPNO 2093).

2.5g.(8)

Resolution ICR1B-A-1415-02

Juan Guzman A D
Bruce Roberts

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Frommer Second: Dunn Vote result; 7-0

Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado

Financial Allocations for Active Transportation Program (A’

74

[P} Projects

Financial Allocation: $3,395,000 for 13 Ioally administered
ATP projects, off the State Highway System.
Resolution FATP-1415-02

2.5w.

{Related ltemns under Tabs 43,)

L.aurie Waters A D
Rihui Zhang

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 7-0

Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado

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

Financial Allocation: $3,395,000 for 13 lesally-administered ATP projects, off the State Highway System
--Revise Agenda Language and Book Item; delete the phrase “lecally-administered” throughout.

Financial Allocations for STIP Transit Project

75

Financial Allocation: $2,000,000 for the locally administered
Butte Regional Transit (B-Line) Operations and Maintenance
Facility (PPNO 1015) STIP Transit projects, in Butte County.
Resolution MFP-14-05

2.6a.(1)

{Related ltem under Tah 44.)

Juan Guzman A D
Bruce Roberts

This item was Withdrawn Prior to the CTC Meeting

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

Financial allocation for the Butte Regional Transit Operations and

Mainfenance Facility (PPNO 1015) STIP Transit project

WITHDRAWN PRIOR TO THE CTC MEETING
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%aﬁz#__{ _ﬁem Description ; . - . Presenter Status*
Financial Allocations for STIP Rail Project
76 Financial Allocation: $4,000,000 for two State administered 26a(2) | Juan Guzman A D
STIP Rail projects. Contributions from other sources: Bruce Roberts
$2,400,000.
Resolution MFP-14-06

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Madaffer Vote result: 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and Al-
varado

Aeronautics Financial Matters

77 Financial Allocation: $615,046 for three projects programmed | 2.7a. Teresa Favila A D
in the FY 2014-15 Aeronautics to maich Federal Airport Gary Cathey
Improvement Program (AIP), with requests over $100,000.
Resolution FDOA-2014-04

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Frommer Vote result: 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado

Time Extension Reguests per CTC Resolution

G-13-07, STIP Guidelines, Section 65 — Timely Use of Funds / Miscellaneous Waiver Requests
Request to Extend the Period of Contract Award

78 Request to extend the period of contract award for four locally | 2.8b.(1) | Juan Guzman A D
administered STIP projects totaling $3,999,000 per STIP Rihui Zhang
Guidelines.
Waiver 14-45

ltems 78-80 Taken Together

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado
Extension Recommendations
P;o; PPNO County Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
1 05-2374 SLO Morro Bay 6 months 6 months 6 months Low bid 30% high, reject, repackage and rebid
2 06-6611 KER Kern County 3months 3 months 3 months Consultant death delayed advertisement
3 06-6614 KER Kern County 1 month 1 month 1 month Time for Board meeting to approve award
4 01-2071 HUM Arcata 3 months 3 months 3 months Lengthy acquisition delayed R/W certification
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Tab#! | . o ; ; ‘ - ‘
Time {item Description . : ; 1 Ref. # } Presenter
79 Request to extend the period of contract award for eight 2.80.2) | Juan Guzman A D
SHOPP projects and six State administered STIP projects, on Rachel Falsetti
the State Highway System, per STIP guidelines.
Waiver 14-46

items 78-80 Taken Together

Recommendation: Approval as Amended

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result: 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and
Alvarado

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

Request to extend the period of contract award for eight seven SHOPP projects and PINK REVISED ITER}
six State administered STIP projects, on the State Highway System, per STIP guidelines.

--Revise Agenda Language. Pink Revised ltem is correct.

Extension Recommendations
P;o; PPNO County Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
1 03-2788 COL-5 g$:gans- 4 months 4 months 4 months Local CCC does not perform mulch work
2 033708 GLES SIS 4months 4months 4 months Local CCC does not perform mulch work
3 03-3782* GLE-5 g.a‘a_:gans- 4 months 4 months 4 months Local CCC does not perform mulch work
4 03-3915* GLE-5 (st_?_:gans- 4 months 4 months 4 months Local CCC does not perform mulch work
5 03-3783* GLE-5 g_?:gans- 4 months 4 months 4 months Local CCC does not perform muich work
6 03-4281 g‘: V- gagggs' 3-months 3-months  Withdrawn prior to meeting - contract awarded
7 10-0333  SJ-99 gg‘gggs' 6months 6months 6 months Reject all bids, readvertise and award
8  07-2163A LA-710 gfi'g;gs‘ 6months 6months  6months  Low bidders disqualified, repackage and rebid
ALA- Caltrans- 38 39 Bids deemed non-responsive, low bid chal-
9 04-0133A 580 SHOPP months months 50 months lenge
10 07-4416* LA-210 gﬁ'gggs' 6months 6months 6 months Low bid disqualified, low bidder challenge
1 07-4686* LA-210 g;‘gggs° 6 months 6 months 6 months Low bid disqualified, low bidder challenge
12 074525 LA210 SHDANS 6months 6months 6months  Low bid disqualified, low bidder challenge
13 02-3359 TEH-5 g;lg:;s- 6 months 6 months 6 months  Low bidders disqualified, repackage and rebid
14 08-0217F §38 D- g::gans- 3months 3 months 3 months Multiple addenda delayed bid opening
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??r:j; | ftem Description .. ’ Ref. # l Presenter ‘J‘Status* ;
Post Fact Request to Extend the Period of Project Completion
80 Post fact request to extend the period of project completxon for | 2.8¢. Juan Guzman A D

North Milliken Grade Separation at Union Pacific Rail Road Rihui Zhang
Lines Project in city of Ontario (PPNO 08-1116), San Bernar-
dino County for $45,089,000, per STIP guidelines.

Waiver 14-47

items 78-80 Taken Together

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Tavaglione Second: Assemi Vote result; 7-0 Absent: Burke, Earp, Ghielmetti and

Alvarado
Extension Recommendations
P;OJ PPNO County Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
20 20 rees . e ee
1 08-1116  SBD SANBAG months months 20 months Delayed by utilities and railroad litigation
OTHER MATTERS | PUBLIC COMMENT 6
4:18 Adiourn

SR

Susan Bransen, Executive Director (Acting)

oy mfm o, 4015

Date !
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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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2015 MEETING SCHEDULE

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Revised on January 22, 2015

JANUARY 22(TH) — 23(F), 2015 — SACRAMENTO AREA
January 22 “WTS Annual Awards and Scholarship Dinner- Sheraton Grand Sacramento

FEBRUARY 2015 — NO REGULARLY SCHEDULED COMMISSION MEETING

MARCH 25(W) — 26(TH), 2015 — ORANGE COUNTY
March 25 — Commission Retreat, Orange County

APRIL 2015 — NO REGULARLY SCHEDULED COMMISSION MEETING
April 13 & 14 — Town Hall Meeting, TBD

MAY 27(W) — 28(TH), 2015 — FRESNO AREA

JUNE 24(W) — 25(TH), 2015 — SACRAMENTO AREA

JULY 2015 — NO REGULARLY SCHEDULED COMMISSION MEETING

AUGUST 26(W) — 27(TH), 2015 — SAN DIEGO AREA

SEPTEMBER 2015 — NO REGULARLY SCHEDULED COMMISSION MEETING
September 17 & 18 — Town Hall Meeting, Trinity County

OCTOBER 21(W) — 22(TH), 2015 — BAY AREA
October 28 — Commission Retreat, Bay Area

NOVEMBER 2015 — NO REGULARLY SCHEDULED COMMISSION MEETING

DECEMBER 9(W) — 10(TH), 2015 — INLAND EMPIRE
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COMMISSION REPORTS

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
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Tab 5

Memorandum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: January 22,2015
o ) /;;}‘ R .
=~ L;k,fgfgﬁ_, D0y AL fW
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Interim Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for November 2014 (October 31 - November 30)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive 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 submitted for Commission approval:

Regular Commission Meeting Activities:

e November 12 — Commission Meeting in Sacramento (Commissioner Tavaglione was absent. All
other Commissioners in attendance for all or part of the meeting)

Additional Meetings:

Bob Alvarado
e November 3- Meeting with MTC Re: Funding for Studies. San Francisco.
o November 10 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Pinole
e November 11 — Attended CTC Commissioner’s Retreat. Sacramento.
e November 21 - Attended Grand Opening for BART Airport Connector. San Francisco.
e November 25 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Willits Bypass. Pinole.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION
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Joseph Tavaglione

November 6 — Attended SR-91 Press Conference. Riverside.

November 10 — Attended Caltrans Tour of Projects. Riverside.

November 10 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Riverside.

November 21 — Meeting with Andre Boutros, Aaron Heke and Senator Roth Re: SB 1077.
Riverside.

November 26 — Meeting with Tom Boyd Re: Grade Separations Arlington High School,
Jackson Grade Separation. Riverside.

e © o o



Memorandum

Addendum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: January 22, 2015
SudgnSraspsi-
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Interim Executive Director Action

Subject: $100 PER DAY ATTENDANCE ALLOWANCE OCTOBER 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 submitted for Commission approval
(Commissioners are allowed to be reimbursed for up to eight meetings per month):

Additional Meetings:

James Madaffer

October 6 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Meeting Pre-Briefing. San Diego
October 7 — Attended Sustainable Transportation Funding Workshop. Glendale
October 9 — Meeting with CTC Staff Re: Road Usage Charge. San Diego .

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



Memorandum

Addendum
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: January 22, 2015
&;} MU
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Interim Executive Director Action

Subject: $100 PER DAY ATTENDANCE ALLOWANCE SEPTEMBER 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 submitted for Commission approval
(Commissioners are allowed to be reimbursed for up to eight meetings per month):

Additional Meetings:

James Madaffer

September 5 -Attended Mobility 21 Summit. Santa Clara.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION
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A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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Tab 7

1.6

REPORT BY THE STATE TRANSPORTATION
AGENCY SECRETARY
AND/OR UNDERSECRETARY

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

REPORT BY CALTRANS’ DIRECTOR
AND/OR DEPUTY DIRECTOR

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

REPORT BY UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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1.8

REPORT BY REGIONAL AGENCIES MODERATOR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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Tab 11

1.9

REPORT BY RURAL COUNTIES TASK FORCE CHAIR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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1.10

REPORT BY SELF-HELP COUNTIES COALITION
MODERATOR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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Tab 13

4.1

STATE AND LOCATION LEGISLATIVE MATTERS

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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Tab 14

4.11

ROAD CHARGE TECHNICAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE AND PILOT PROGRAM UPDATE

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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BUDGET AND ALLOCATION CAPACITY UPDATE

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 16

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 4.3

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Budgets

subject: 2016 STIP FUND ESTIMATE OVERVIEW AND SCHEDULE ADOPTION
RESOLUTION G-15-01

ISSUE:

Over the next several months, the California Department of Transportation (Department) will work
closely with California Transportation Commission (Commission) staff to identify key issues and
assumptions in order to prepare the 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Fund
Estimate for adoption. Department staff will present an overview of the Fund Estimate at the
January 22, 2015 Commission meeting and request that the Commission approve a resolution
postponing adoption of the Fund Estimate until the scheduled August 2015 Commission meeting.

The key milestones for the development of the 2016 STIP Fund Estimate are:

e January 2015 — Overview
e March 2015 — Present Draft Assumptions and Key Issues
e May 2015 — Approve Assumptions
(pending changes to the May Revision of the 2015-16 Governor’s Budget)
e June 2015 - Present Draft STIP Fund Estimate
e August 2015 — Adopt STIP Fund Estimate

BACKGROUND:

The purpose of the Fund Estimate is to provide both an estimate of all federal and state resources
expected to be available for programming in the subsequent STIP and a plan to manage these funds
over the Estimate period. The 2016 STIP Fund Estimate will include a five-year forecast from
2016-17 through 2020-21 for the State Highway Account, the Federal Trust Fund, the Public
Transportation Account, Proposition 1A, and Proposition 1B. In addition to the STIP Fund
Estimate, the Department will concurrently prepare a three-year Fund Estimate for the Aeronautics
Account.

Section 14525 (a) of the California Government Code requires the Commission to adopt the STIP
Fund Estimate by August 15 of each odd-numbered year. Section 14525 (d) allows the
Commission to postpone the issuance of the Fund Estimate for up to 90 days.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 4.3
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015

Page 2 of 2

RESOLUTION G-15-01:

1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

1.4.

1.5.

2.1.

WHEREAS, Sections 14524 and 14525 of the Government Code require the California
Department of Transportation (Department) to present, and the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) to adopt, a biennial fund estimate to include and estimate all
State and federal funds reasonably expected to be available for the biennial State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), including the amount that may be programmed
in each county for regional improvement programs; and

WHEREAS, on January 22, 2015, the Department presented an overview of the 2016 STIP
Fund Estimate process and schedule in conformance with the 2015 Commission meeting
schedule; and

WHEREAS, Section 14525 (a) of the Government Code requires that the Commission adopt
the Fund Estimate by August 15 of each odd-numbered year; and

WHEREAS, per the 2015 Commission schedule, the August meeting occurs after the 15th
day of the month; and

WHEREAS, Section 14525 (d) of the Government Code authorizes that the Commission
may delay adoption of the Fund Estimate for up to 90 days.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission does hereby postpone the
adoption of the 2016 Fund Estimate until the scheduled August Commission meeting, per
Section 14525 (d) of the Government Code.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 17

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 4.4
Informational Item

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

DRAFT 2015 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUND ESTIMATE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) review and comment on the Draft 2015 Active Transportation Program
(ATP) Fund Estimate provided at the January 22, 2015 Commission meeting. The Department will
work with Commission staff to implement necessary changes prior to the scheduled adoption of the
ATP Fund Estimate on March 25, 2015.

ISSUE:

The 2015 ATP Fund Estimate program capacities are based on Senate Bill (SB) 99 and Assembly
Bill (AB) 101, along with guidance from the Federal Highway Administration, Commission and
California State Transportation Agency.

In addition, the following assumptions were used to calculate the Draft 2015 ATP Fund Estimate
program capacities:

e Distribution to Metropolitan Planning Organizations is based upon total population.
o Federal Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) funding distributed according to
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21% Century (MAP-21) guidance.
0 Other federal funds distributed by total population.
e Recreational Trails not subject to Federal TAP distribution guidelines.
e Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds will not be used in the ATP.
e 95 percent obligation authority for all federal funding apportionments.
e Population based on 2010 census data.
e State and federal resources will remain stable throughout the fund estimate period.

The Department will work with Commission staff to incorporate any necessary updates or
amendments.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 4.4
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 2

BACKGROUND:

The ATP, as articulated in SB 99 and AB 101, was signed into law on September 26, 2013. It
replaced the existing system of small-dedicated grant programs, which funded Safe Routes to
Schools, bicycle programs, and Recreational Trails. The ATP divides approximately $120 million
for active transportation projects between the state and regions, subject to 2015 guidelines. The
intent of combining this funding is to improve flexibility and reduce the administrative burden of
having several small independent grant programs.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



Reference No.: 4.4
January 22, 2015

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) Attachment

DRAFT FUND ESTIMATE
($ in thousands)

3-Year 4-Year
2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 Total Total
RESOURCES
STATE RESOURCES
Beginning Balance $0 $0
State Highway Account 34,200 34,200 34,200 34,200 102,600 136,800
State Resources Subtotal $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $102,600 $136,800
FEDERAL RESOURCES
Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) $63,650 $63,650 $63,650 $63,650 $190,950 $254,600
TAP Recreational Trails 1,900 1,900 1,900 1,900 5,700 7,600
Other Federal 19,950 19,950 19,950 19,950 59,850 79,800
Federal Resources Subtotal $85,500 $85,500 $85,500 $85,500 $256,500 $342,000
TOTAL RESOURCES AVAILABLE $119,700 |  $119,700 $119,700 $119,700 | $359,100 |  $478,800
DISTRIBUTION
URBAN REGIONS (MPO Administered)
State ($13,221) ($13,221) ($13,221) ($13,221) ($39,663) ($52,884)
Federal (34,659) (34,659) (34,659) (34,659) (103,977) (138,636)
Urban Regions Subtotal ($47,880) ($47,880) ($47,880) ($47,880) ($143,640)] ($191,520)
SMALL URBAN & RURAL REGIONS (State Administered)
State (%4,829) ($4,829) (%4,829) (%4,829) ($14,487) ($19,316)
Federal (7,141) (7,141) (7,141) (7,141) (21,423) (28,564)
Small Urban & Rural Regions Subtotal ($11,970)] ($11,970)  ($11,970) ($11,970) ($35,910) ($47,880)
STATEWIDE COMPETITION (State Administered)
State ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($48,450) ($64,600)
Federal (43,700) (43,700) (43,700) (43,700) (131,100) (174,800)
Statewide Competition Subtotal ($59,850)]  ($59,850)  ($59,850) ($59,850) ($179,550)]  ($239,400)
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS ($119,700)] ($119,700)  ($119,700)  ($119,700)]  ($359,100)] ($478,800)
Note: 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.
FEDERAL | FEDERAL TOTAL Disadvantaged
URBAN REGIONS TAP OTHER STATE SHARES Communities*
MTC Region $ 5252 | $ 19151 % 2908]$ 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
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 $ 2555918% 9,100|$ 13221|$ 47,880 $ 11,970

Note: 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
* Per Senate Bill 99, guidelines shall include a process to ensure no less than 25 percent of overall program funds benefit disadvantaged
communities.
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Tab 18

4.6

DRAFT 2015 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

GUIDELINES

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE

PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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4.5

TRANSPORTATION ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE JANUARY 22, 2014
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Tab 20

4.16

PROPOSED 2015 TEN-YEAR STATE HIGHWAY
OPERATIONS AND PROTECTION PLAN (SHOPP)

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Memorandum Tab 21

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015

Reference No.:  4.13
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

subject: COMMISSION COMMENTS ON THE INTERREGIONAL TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIC
PLAN

ISSUE:

Should the Commission provide comments to Caltrans outlining the Commission’s expectations for the
2015 Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP) update?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Commission direct staff to transmit the attached letter outlining expectations

for the upcoming update to the ITSP that encourages Caltrans to:

o Clearly define interregional transportation needs in the plan.

o Evaluate the entire transportation corridor network, including integration of high-speed rail,
intercity rail and transit systems, and managed lane connectivity among regions.

e Consider population growth and development patterns.

e Support a balanced and sustainable interregional transportation system, with statewide
transportation goals and priorities driving the plan.

¢ Identify interregional priorities for managing the transportation system, addressing gap closures,
operational improvements and freight routes.

BACKGROUND:

California Streets and Highways Code Sections 163-164.56 establish the legislative policy for the use of
all transportation funds available to the State. The ITSP provides guidance for transportation
improvement projects for state highways, intercity passenger rail, grade separations, and mass transit
guideways. The ITSP is expected to be updated periodically to reflect major changes, trends of statewide
and interregional significance, and evolving transportation policy and strategies.

The original ITSP was prepared in 1998 in response to the passage of Senate Bill (SB) 45 and identified
a specific set of highway projects on ten Focus Routes. In 2012 Caltrans issued a Draft Status Update to
the 1998 ITSP, providing a course of action and considerations for the Interregional Improvement
Program (11P) for the 20-year planning period of 2012 to 2032, for which the Commission provided

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 4.13
January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 2

comments (Attachment A). The Final ITSP Status Update was issued by Caltrans in October 2013,
identifying Focus Route improvements, and addressing transportation legislation and policy changes that
occurred since 1998. The update did not add new focus routes to the plan and no routes were eliminated
except where sections of the route may have been relinquished by the State to a local jurisdiction.

With the enactment of SB 486 (DeSaulnier, 2014), the Commission has an expanded role in the review
and approval of the ITSP. Specifically, SB 486 directs Caltrans to submit the ITSP to the Commission
for approval on or before June 30, 2015. The ITSP is to provide for a high functioning and balanced
interregional transportation system which is action oriented and practical, considering both the short-term
and long-term future. The ITSP is required to present clear, concise policy guidance to Caltrans for
managing the state’s transportation system.

Attachment A — March 11, 2013 — ITSP Comment Letter
Attachment B — Draft Letter to Caltrans Director Dougherty

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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March 11, 2013

Malcolm Dougherty
Director :

Department of Transportation

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Director Dougherty,

The Commission considered the draft interregional transportation strategic plan (interregional
plan) at its March 2013 meeting. Given the importance the interregional plan has to future
funding decisions, it is critical that the interregional plan contributes to the statewide vision for
an integrated, multimodal transportation system that furthers statewide mobility, safety, air
quality, housing, economic, and other goals.

The Commission encourages Caltrans, through an open and transparent process, to refine the
interregional plan in parallel with the development of the 2040 California Transportation Plan
(CTP). This refinement should include an assessment as to whether the focus routes included in
the 1998 interregional plan remain the highest priority for funding when aligned with other plans
to achieve statewide goals. This would include, but not be limited to, determining whether focus
routes should be added or removed from the plan. :

Regional transportation, freight, rail, transit, and other plans are likely to influence future
interregional plan priorities. Therefore, the Commission encourages close coordination between
the various planning efforts underway to meet legislative requirements and increase assurance
that the interregional plan supports a balanced and sustainable interregional transportation
system. As evaluations of interregional system priorities are prepared, performance measures in
addition to the cost effectiveness criteria included in the draft interregional plan should be
utilized. Care should also be exercised to ensure that critical interregional priorities, unlikely to
be funded by the more rural areas of the state, are identified and prioritized.

The Commission looks forward to working with Caltrans and other interested stakeholders as the
interregional plan is refined and a broader range of modes and approaches is considered to



Director Dougherty
March 11, 2013
Page 2 of 2

address the state’s interregional mobility needs. Please be assured that the Commission will
continue to utilize those resources that are within its purview to assist Caltrans and the regions in
developing transportation investments that will enable California to meet its mobility, economic
and environmental objectives.

If you have questions or concerns related to these recommendations, please contact Susan
Bransen, Deputy Director, at (916) 653-2090.

Sincerely,
ANDRE BOUTROS

Executive Director

c Commissioners, California Transportation Commission
Brian P. Kelly, Acting Secretary, Business, Transportation & Housing
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January 22, 2015

Malcolm Dougherty

Director

Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan
Dear Director Dougherty,

The Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP) is an integral element of statewide
transportation planning, intended to provide clear and concise policy guidance for the management
of the state’s transportation system. Recognizing the importance of the ITSP, the Legislature
proposed and the Governor approved Senate Bill (SB) 486, which provides for an open and
transparent process for the development and approval of the ITSP.

The passage of SB 486 has expanded the California Transportation Commission’s (Commission) role
in the review and approval of the ITSP. Specifically, SB 486 directs the Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) to submit the ITSP to the Commission for approval on or before June 30,
2015. At the December 2014 Commission meeting, your staff provided an overview of the
workplan and schedule for the development and delivery of the ITSP.

To increase assurance that statewide goals and objectives are addressed in the updated ITSP, the
Commission offers the following guidance and expectations:

e Interregional transportation needs must be clearly defined in the plan to provide the basis
for recommendations provided in the ITSP.

e “Focus Routes” were developed in 1998 in response to SB 45. Since that time, legislation
was enacted (AB 32, SB 375 and SB 391) requiring a new approach to assessing and
addressing interregional travel. While previous iterations of the ITSP were highway centric;



the Commission expects that the next ITSP will evaluate the mulit-modal transportation
corridor network, including integration of high-speed rail, intercity rail and transit systems,
and managed lane connectivity among regions.

e Forecasted population growth and development patterns should be considered in the
preparation of the ITSP to ensure identified interregional priorities holistically and
comprehensively move the state towards achievement of statewide transportation goals
and objectives.

e The ITSP should be designed to support a balanced and sustainable interregional
transportation system, through the alighnment with the California Freight Mobility Plan, the
California State Rail Plan, the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, and other
statewide plans.

e The ITSP should prominently address interregional priorities for better managing the
transportation system, addressing gap closures, operational improvements and freight
routes.

The ITSP informs the development of the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP).
Prior to approval of the final ITIP, the Commission must evaluate the extent to which the ITIP is
consistent with Streets and Highways Code Section 167. Specifically, Streets and Highways Code
Section 167 identifies: 1) operations, maintenance, and rehabilitation, 2) safety improvements, 3)
capital improvements that expand capacity and/or reduce congestion, and 4) environmental
enhancement and mitigation programs as the sequence of priorities needed to be considered in the
approval of the ITIP. Therefore, it is critical that the ITSP provides a solid framework for
determining interregional investment priorities that maximize the use of federal funds and aligns
with statutorily defined priorities for interregional investments.

It is imperative that the ITSP supports a comprehensive and strategic approach to the identification
of priority projects to further achievement of the goals and objectives set forth in the California
Transportation Plan. As such, the Commission expects that the ITSP will be revised and submitted
to the Commission for approval every five years to ensure ITIP related investment decisions are
consistent with the dynamic nature of the transportation environment.

The Commission looks forward to working with you and your staff in the preparation and approval
of the ITSP. If you have questions regarding the Commission’s guidance and expectations please
contact Will Kempton, Commission Executive Director, at 916-654-4245.

Sincerely,

Carl Guardino
Chair

c: Commissioners, California Transportation Commission
The Honorable Jim Beall, Senate Transportation Committee Chair
The Honorable Jim Frazier, Assembly Transportation Committee Chair
Secretary Brian Kelly, California State Transportation Agency
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Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

Reference No.:  4.10
Information

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

RESULTS OF THE 2014 STATEWIDE LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS NEEDS
ASSESSMENT

ISSUE:

The California State Association of Counties (CSAC) and the League of California Cities (League) will
present the results of the 2014 California Local Streets & Roads Needs Assessment.

BACKGROUND:

The 2014 California Local Streets & Roads Needs Assessment (Needs Assessment) is a culmination of
the original assessment in 2008 and subsequent 2010 and 2012 updates. The Needs Assessment
addresses the conditions of local streets and roads, and identifies the required rehabilitation and
maintenance costs for the next decade, identifies essential components (such as safety, traffic and
regulatory), and recognizes the funding shortfall and the impacts of different funding scenarios.

The 2014 Needs Assessment includes a number of findings, including a projected funding shortfall of
$82.2 billion over the next 10 years to bring the local street and road pavement condition and essential
components to a level of best management practices.

Attached is a fact sheet outlining the findings of the 2014 California Local Streets & Roads Needs
Assessment. The full report can be downloaded at http://www.savecaliforniastreets.org.

Attachment: 2014 California Local Streets & Roads Needs Assessment Fact Sheet

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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The 2012 Statewide Needs Assessment shows a steady downward trend in pavement condition.

* In 10 years, under existing funding levels, a quarter of the streets and roads in California will be in “failed” condition.
More than twice the current funding level is needed just to maintain current pavement conditions.

Cities and counties own and operate 81% of the local streets and roads in California.
*  Every trip - by car, bus, bicycle, or on foot - begins and ends on a local street or road.

* The local system is critical for the safety and mobility of the traveling public, emergency responders, law enforcement,
farm to market needs, commerce, and multimodal needs such as bicycles and buses.

The local street and road system provides two-fold opportunity for economic recovery.
* The system provides opportunity for public and private sector jobs, supporting economies across the state.
*  Modernizing local streets and roads will create well-paying construction jobs that help boost local economies, attract
businesses, and provide for the safe and efficient movement of both people and goods.

Investing in local streets and roads now will help the environment later.
* Maintenance reduces drive time and traffic congestion, improves bicycle safety, and makes the pedestrian experience
safer and more appealing - all of which lead to reduced vehicle emissions.
e Cars and trucks sustain less damage and use less fuel on well-maintained streets.
¢  Restoring roads before they fail will reduce future construction costs and also translates to less air and water pollution.

The Assessment captures more than 98% of local streets and roads in California, with 92% of the data coming
from pavement management systems.
¢ On the Pavement Condition Index (PCI) which ranks roadway pavement conditions on a scale of zero (failed) to 100
(excellent), the statewide average for local streets and roads is 66, an “at risk” rating.
* The condition is projected to deteriorate to a PCI of 53 in 10 years.

The funding shortfall is $82.2 billion over the next 10 years.
*  To bring the pavement condition and essential components such as storm drains, gutters, sidewalks and curbs of local
streets and roads to a level of Best Management Practices (BMP), there needs to be an additional investment of $8.22
billion dollars annually over the next ten years.

¢ Achieving pavement BMP is the most cost-effective way to maintain local streets and roads, and has the lowest impact
on mobility and commerce.

Nichols Consulting Engineers, Chtd. performed the study. It was sponsored by the cities and counties of
California, and managed by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). The Oversight Committee is
composed of representatives from the following:

e League of California Cities (League)

e (California State Association of Counties (CSAC)

e County Engineers Association of California (CEAC)

*  (California Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPA)
*  (California Rural Counties Task Force (RCTF)

*  Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)

¢ County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works

The full report can be downloaded at: http://www.savecaliforniastreets.org
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BRIEFING ON THE HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES (HIAP) TASK FORCE

ISSUE:

A representative from the Health in All Policies (HiAP) Task Force will present an overview of the
mission and goals of the HiAP Task Force and their efforts to date.

BACKGROUND:

California’s Health in All Policies Task Force was established by Executive Order S-04-10 in February
2010 and affirmed by the Legislature in 2012. The HiAP Task Force is charged with identifying priority
programs, policies, and strategies to improve the health of Californians while advancing State
sustainability goals.

Attachment A is a fact sheet outlining the mission, goals and achievements of California’s HiAP Task
Force as well as a list of task force members. The task force members include representatives from the
California State Transportation Agency and Caltrans among others.

The HiAP Task Force issued the Active Transportation Action Plan which seeks to increase
opportunities for safe and accessible active transportation to school, work, other essential destinations,
and as a recreational activity for all people. Information on the Active Transportation Action Plan can be
found at http://sgc.ca.gov/docs/Active_Transportation_Action_Plan_9-26-14.pdf and additional material
on HiAP can be found at http://sgc.ca.gov/s_hiap.php.

Attachment A: California’s Health in All Policies Task Force Fact Sheet

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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California’s Health in All Policies Task Force Fact Sheet

WHAT IS HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES?
Health in All Policies (HiAP) is a collaborative approach to improving the health of all people by incorporating
health, equity, and sustainability considerations into decision-making across sectors and policy areas.

WHAT ARE THE KEY ELEMENTS OF HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES?!
1. Promote health, equity, and sustainability
2. Support intersectoral collaboration
3. Benefit multiple partners
4. Engage stakeholders
5. Create structural or process change

WHY DO WE NEED HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES?
e The environments in which people live, work, learn, and play have a profound and lasting impact on
health by determining access to opportunities.
e Policy decisions made by “non-health” agencies are largely responsible for shaping these
environments.
e A Health in All Policies approach identifies and leverages co-benefits to create win-win solutions to
community challenges that advance health, sustainability, and equity.

WHAT IS THE CALIFORNIA HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES TASK FORCE?

e California’s Health in All Policies Task Force was established by Executive Order S-04-10 in February
2010 and affirmed by the California Legislature through Senate Concurrent Resolution 47 in 2012.

e The Task Force was created under the auspices of the Strategic Growth Council (SGC) and charged
with identifying priority programs, policies, and strategies to improve the health of Californians while
advancing State sustainability goals.

e The California Department of Public Health’'s Office of Health Equity facilitates and staffs the Task
Force, in partnership with the Public Health Institute.

WHO ARE THE MEMBERS OF THE CALIFORNIA HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES TASK FORCE?

e Air Resources Board o Government Operations Agency

e Office of the Attorney General ¢ Health and Human Services Agency

e Business, Consumer Services, and e Dept. of Housing and Community
Housing Agency Development

e Dept. of Community Services and e Labor and Workforce Development
Development Agency

Dept. of Corrections and Rehabilitation
Dept. of Education

Environmental Protection Agency
Dept. of Finance

Dept. of Food and Agriculture

Dept. of Forestry and Fire Protection
Dept. of General Services

Natural Resources Agency
Dept. of Parks and Recreation
Office of Planning and Research
Dept. of Social Services

Dept. of Transportation

Office of Traffic Safety
Transportation Agency
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WHAT ARE THE GOALS OF THE HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES TASK FORCE?

The Task Force established six aspirational goals to guide its work:

1.

[

All California residents have the option to safely walk, bicycle, or take public transit to school, work, and
essential destinations.

All California residents live in safe, healthy, affordable housing.

All California residents have access to places to be active, including parks, green space, and healthy
tree canopy.

All California residents are able to live and be active in their communities without fear of violence or
crime.

All California residents have access to healthy, affordable foods at school, at work, and in their
neighborhoods.

California’s decision makers are informed about the health consequences of various policy options
during the policy development process.

WHAT HAS THE TASK FORCE ACHIEVED?

The HiAP Task Force coordinates multi-agency collaborative projects at the State level to foster healthy,
equitable communities and to embed health and equity into government decision-making. Specific
achievements include:

v

Development of the 2014 Task Force Action Plan on Active Transportation, which includes
commitments from over 20 state departments and agencies to promote safe walking, biking, and
public transit as a cross-government goal. Action steps include updating guidance documents,
providing tools, and coordinating data collection. (See
http://sgc.ca.gov/docs/Active_Transportation_Action Plan_9-26-14.pdf)

Establishment of the California Farm to Force Office as a partnership between the State
Departments of Education, Food and Agriculture, and Public Health (See
http://www.cafarmtofork.com/), to promote policies and strategies to improve access to healthy,
affordable food.

Creation of an inter-agency Food Procurement Working Group, a successful community supported
agriculture pilot program, and integration of health criteria into State food purchasing contracts used
by the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation.

Development of a multi-agency workgroup to promote healthy environments through school facilities
and land use decisions.

Engagement by the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research with health partners and a variety
of Task Force members as they revise the General Plan Guidelines, with a particular focus on
health, equity, and environmental sustainability.

HOW CAN | LEARN MORE?
More about the Health in All Policies Task Force, including action plans and progress updates at
http://sgc.ca.gov/s hiap.php
More about the Health in All Policies approach, including resources and publications, at
http://www.cdph.ca.gov/programs/Pages/HealthinAllPolicies.aspx
E-mail HIAP@cdph.ca.gov to be added to the Health in All Policies mailing list.

1Rudo|ph, L., Caplan, J., Ben-Moshe, K., & Dillon, L. (2013). Health in All Policies: A Guide for State and Local Governments. Washington, DC and Oakland, CA: American Public Health
Association and Public Health Institute



http://sgc.ca.gov/docs/Active_Transportation_Action_Plan_9-26-14.pdf
http://www.cafarmtofork.com/
http://sgc.ca.gov/s_hiap.php
http://www.cdph.ca.gov/programs/Pages/HealthinAllPolicies.aspx
mailto:HiAP@cdph.ca.gov

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 25

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5f.
Information Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

subject: INFORMATIONAL REPORTS — DELEGATED ALLOCATIONS
EMERGENCY G-11, SHOPP G-03-10 SAFETY, AND MINOR G-05-05

SUMMARY':

Since the period reported at the last California Transportation Commission (Commission) meeting,
the California Department of Transportation (Department) allocated or sub-allocated:
e $2,175,000 for four emergency construction projects, pursuant to the authority granted
under Resolution G-11 (2.5f.(1)).
e $7,793,000 for six safety projects, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution
G-03-10 (2.51.(3)).
e $3,071,000 for five 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 December 12, 2014, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for
Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15:

e $21,620,000 for 28 emergency construction projects.

e $14,761,000 for 13 safety delegated projects.

e $8,675,000 for 15 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.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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c. Persons in the area to reach their homes or employment.
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 2014-15 Lump Sum Minor Construction
Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM-13-05.

The SHOPP, as approved by the Commission, is a four-year program of projects with the total
annual proposed expenditures limited to the biennial Commission-approved Fund Estimate. The
Commission, subject to monthly reporting and briefings, has delegated to the Department the
authority to amend programmed projects, the authority to allocate funds for safety projects, and the
authority to allocate funds to emergency projects. The Department uses prudent business practices
to manage the combination of individual project cost increases and savings to meet Commission
policies.

In all cases, the delegated authority allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the
next Commission meeting to receive an allocation.

The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Work also includes painting new girder, replacing bridge
joint seals, and traffic control.

Initial G-11 Allocation 11/04/14: $ 900,000

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
1
$425,000 Near Happy Camp, from 1.3 miles east of Doolittle Creek 02-3568 2013-14
to 1.0 mile west of Benjamin Creek Road. An unstable SHOPP/13-14 302-0042 $425,000
Siskiyou slope at this location is causing debris, large rocks and 0214000077 SHA
02-Sis-96 boulders to impact the roadway and pose imminent risk 4 20.20.201.130
37.3/37.7 to roadway safety. The initial allocation was to remove 4G9404
and dispose of loose debris and construct a cable mesh
drapery system. The first supplemental allocation was Emergency
due to additional excavation following a series of winter
storms during construction and an increase in the size of
the cable mesh drapery system. The project
experienced additional delay during construction due to
area wildfires. This second supplemental is required
because on October 23, 2014, heavy rains and rockfall
severely damaged a portion of the wire mesh drapery
already placed on the slope. The slide area has again
grown in size and the area to be covered by wire mesh
drapery has increased, causing additional cost.
Furthermore, work requires repairing the damaged
drapery wire mesh.
Initial G-11 Allocation 01/16/14: $1,750,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 05/13/14: $1,600,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 11/13/14: $425,000
Revised Allocation: $3,775,000
2
$400,000 Near Pollock Pines, at Bridal Veil Falls. The “King” fire 03-3309 2013-14
began on September 13, 2014 and burned the existing SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $400,000
El Dorado pipelining material inside the Bridal Veil culvert under 0315000079 SHA
03-ED-50 Route 50. This project is to remove the damaged liner 4 20.20.201.130
36.8 and metal retaining straps, spanning two separated pipe 0H1304
sections, and re-line the culvert. Work includes traffic
control and should be completed before heavy rain flows Emergency
and snowmelt runoff that can cause further damage to
the culvert and roadway..
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/17/14: $ 400,000
(Additional $5,000 was allocated for right of way
purposes).
3
$450,000 In Torrance, from north of W230th Street to W225th 07-4756 2013-14
Street. In late October 2014, a sinkhole developed in the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $450,000
Los Angeles roadway at this location. Roadway surface was patched 0715000134 SHA
07-LA-107 as a temporary measure. Video inspection shows the 4 20.20.201.130
1.0/1.3 drainage pipes under the roadway are in advanced 4X3604
stages of deterioration and caused the roadway sinkhole.
This project will repair three existing drainage pipes with Emergency
pipe liners and partial replacement. All voids will be filled
and pavement permanently repaired as needed.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/04/14: $ 450,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way
purposes).
4
$900,000 In Stockton, at Route 99. On October 21, 2014 a truck 10-3086 2013-14
loaded with over-height equipment hit and damaged the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $900,000
San Joaquin outside steel girder on the Route 4/99 Separation bridge 1015000052 SHA
10-SJ-4 (no. 29-0155). Bridge was partially closed and traffic 4 20.20.201.130
19.8 detoured. This project is to remove and replace partial 1E4704
bridge deck and damaged girder. The project includes
removal and re-installation of signs and bridge railing. Emergency

Page 1 of 1
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(Construction Support: $135,000)

Allocation date: 12/02/14

] PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
1
$3,751,000 Near Chico, at the Rock Creek Bridge #12-27. 03-2427 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Widen shoulder of bridge and the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $75,000
Butte adjacent roadway to reduce the frequency and severity of $3,400,000 SHA
03-But-99 collisions. 0300001119 302-0890 $3,676,000
40.6/40.8 4 FTF
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $350,000 $580,016
PS&E $1,050,000 $975,238
R/W Sup $195,000 $78,824
(Construction Support: $850,000)
Allocation date: 11/16/14
2
$1,959,000 In Sacramento County, on Routes 5, 50 and 80 at various 03-6237 2013-14
locations; also in Butte County, on Route 191 (PM7.1/7.3). SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $39,000
Sacramento Outcome/Output: Place high friction surface treatment to $1,660,000 SHA
03-Sac-50 increase the pavement friction and to reduce the frequency 0314000040 302-0890 $1,920,000
Var and severity of wet collisions. 4 FTF
4F1304 20.20.201.010
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $110,000 $71,768
PS&E $120,000 $136,757
R/W Sup $7,000 $5,497
(Construction Support: $290,000)
Allocation date: 12/12/14
3
$542,000 In Sacramento County, on Route 51 at PM L4.3; also in 03-8568 2013-14
Yolo and El Dorado counties on Route 5 (PM 9.3 ) and SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $16,000
Sacramento Route 50 (PM 61.1/61.3). Outcome/Output: Apply High $515,000 SHA
03-Sac-51 Friction Surface Treatment (HFST) on roadway to 0314000151 302-0890 $526,000
L4.3 reduce the frequency and severity of wet pavement 4 FTF
collisions. 4F3604 20.20.201.010
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $125,000 $68,110
PS&E $90,000 $0
R/W Sup $10,000 $0

Page 1 of 2
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operation.

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0

PS&E $487,000 $549,435
R/W Sup $26,000 $47,187

(Construction Support: $256,000)

Allocation date: 11/04/14

PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
4
$307,000 In Millbrae, at the intersection of Route 82 and Millwood 04-0686A 2013-14
Drive. Outcome/Output: Install traffic signals, lighting, SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $6,000
San Mateo traffic striping, motorist advisory signs and markings and $307,000 SHA
04-SM-82 ADA curb ramps to reduce left-turn collisions and 0400020033 302-0890 $301,000
17.1 pedestrian accidents. 4 FTF
1G5404 20.20.201.010
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $180,000 $180,000
R/W Sup $35,000 $29,000
(Construction Support: $60,000)
Allocation date: 12/08/14
5
$471,000 San Jose, south of Route 101 and north of Airport Parkway 04-2205A 2013-14
undercrossing. Outcome/Output: Replace K-Rail and SHOPP/14-15 302-0890 $471,000
Santa Clara metal beam guardrail with concrete barrier. $515,000 FTF
04-SCI-87 0412000549 20.20.201.010
9.0/9.2 Preliminary 4
Engineering Programmed Expended 4G6104
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $135,000 $232,734
R/W Sup $18,000 $0
(Construction Support: $90,000)
Allocation date: 11/07/14
6
$763,000 In Tehachapi, at the Tehachapi Summit Interchange. 06-6648 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Widen westbound on/off ramp SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $15,000
Kern intersection and add right and left turn channelization to $714,000 SHA
06-Ker-58 meet Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) truck 0600020488 302-0890 $748,000
R94.5 template standards and improve traffic safety and 4 FTF
ON5604 20.20.201.010

Page 2 of 2
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Original
Program Est.
# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA Code FM-09-06 Allocation
2.5f. Informational Report — Minor Construction Program — Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4))
1 03 Nev 49 3.4 Construct right-turn pocket at northbound  4F6704 201.310  $400,000 325,000

Route 49 onto Brewer Road to reduce
congestion, potential rear end collisions
and improve sight distance.

2 05 SLO 58 37.7 Construct legal left-turn lane at the 1C8004  201.310 $1,000,000 $615,000
southbound off-ramp terminus near the
City of Santa Margarita from Route 101
southbound off-ramp to Route 58.

3 08 Riv 10 R135.0 Replace septic system and install 25,000  0L5904 201.250  $980,000 $911,000]
gallon septic tank and 845 feet of
sewage disposal leach field at Wiley's
Well Safety Roadside Rest Area (SRRA).

4 09 Mno 395 46.2/96.0 Install bridge transition railing at the West =~ 359704 201.015 $300,000 $466,000
Walker River and Rush Creek Bridges.

5 11 SD 8 L5726 Cold plane and repave Descanso 410304 201.352 $1,000,000 $754,000
Maintenance Yard in the Cleveland
National Forest.

Page 1 of 1
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NORMA ORTEGA
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Rachel Falsetti, Chief
Division of
Transportation Programming

Prepared by:

MONTHLY REPORT ON PROJECTS AMENDED INTO THE SHOPP BY
DEPARTMENT ACTION

SUMMARY':

Since the October 2014 report to the California Transportation Commission (Commission), the
California Department of Transportation (Department) amended 28 new capital projects into the
2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), as summarized in
Attachment 1. The amendments noted below will be funded from the Major Damage
Restoration, Safety Improvement, Mandates, Bridge Preservation, Roadway Preservation
Reservations and 2014 SHOPP programming capacity.

2014 SHOPP Summary of No. | FY2014/15 | FY 2015/16 FY 2016/17 FY 2017/18

New Projects by Category : ($1,000) ($1,000) ($1,000) ($1,000)

Major Damage Restoration 13 $14,165 $21,375

Collision Reduction $1,000 $1,710

Mandates $57,382

Bridge Preservation $5,764

Roadway Preservation $57,770 $21,264 $5,512
Total Amendments 28 $72,935 $1,710 $42,639 $68,658

The Department amended 8 new contingency projects as summarized in Attachment 2. The
amendments noted below will be funded from the programming capacity provided through the

2014 SHOPP.

2014 SHOEEW?;’;?;%?”CV (G13) \o. | FY 2014115 | FY2015/16 | FY2016/17 | FY2017/18
New Projects by Category . ($1,000) ($1,000) ($1,000) ($1,000)
Bridge Preservation 3 $24,415
Roadway Preservation 5 $73,568

Total Amendments 8 $97,983

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system

to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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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 36 new capital projects amended into the 2014
SHOPP.

The “List of New 2014 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments”, provides specific project
information.

Attachments

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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List of New 2014 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments

This list provides an overview of projects the Department has amended into the 2014
SHOPP since the August 2014 report. Copies of the actual amendments have been
provided to Commission staff.

1

Dist-Co-Rte
Amend #| PM R/W Cost Program Code
EA Project Location and Const. Cost Support Costs Leg. /Congr. Dists.
PPNO Project ID Description of Work ($1,000) FY ($1,000) Perf. Meas.
Major Damage Restoration
14H-253 3-ED-50 Near Pollock Pines, at Bridal Veil $5 (R/W) |14/15| PA&ED $5 201.130
36.8 Falls. Repair culvert damaged by $400 (C) PS&E $0 Assembly: 4
wildfire. RW Sup $0 Senate: 1
3309 0H130 Con Sup $88 Congress: 4
03 1500 0079 Total $93
1 Location
14H-254 7-LA-107 In Torrance, from north of W230™ $10 (R/W) |14/15| PA & ED $0 201.130
1.0/1.3 Street to W225™ Street. Repair $450 (C) PS&E $0 Assembly: 53
culverts and pavement. RW Sup $10 Senate: 28
4756 4X360 Con Sup $65 Congress: 36
07 1500 0134 Total $75
1 Location
14H-255 10-SJ-4 In Stockton, at Route 99. Repair $900 (C) |14/15| PA&ED $10 201.130
19.8 bridge No. 29-0155. PS&E $30 Assembly: 26
RW Sup $0 Senate: 5
3086 1E470 Con Sup $120 Congress: 11
10 1500 0052 Total $160
1 Location
14H-267| 1-Hum-Var In Humboldt, Del Norte, Mendocino $825 (C) |14/15| PA&ED $0 201.131
Var and Lake Counties, at various PS&E $0 Assembly: 1
locations. RW Sup $0 Senate: 2
7014 0E540 Con Sup $50 Congress: 1
01 1400 0098 | PAED: 01/07/2015 Total $50
R/W: 01/13/2015 18 Locations
RTL: 01/14/2015
CCA: 06/30/2015
14H-269 6-Ker-Var In Kern, Kings, and Fresno counties $112 (R/\W) |16/17| PA & ED $647 201.131
Var at various locations on Routes 5, 46, | $21,263 (C) PS&E | $2,151 | Assembly: 31, 32,
58, 99, 178, and 204. Repair traffic RW Sup | $1,019 34
6724 0S610 operation and irrigation systems. Con Sup $2,498 | Senate: 08, 14, 16
06 1400 0253 Total $6,315 | Congress: 21, 22,
PAED: 04/15/2015 23
R/W: 03/15/2017 .
RTL: 03/22/2017 700 Locations
CCA: 03/16/2020
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Major Damage Restoration (Cont.)
In Kern, Tulare and Kings Counties
14H-275 6-Ker-Var on Route 5, 58, 99, 178, 65, 190, and $2,437 (C) |14/15| PA& ED $0 201.131
Var 198 at various locations. Upgrade PS&E $10 | Assembly: 23, 26,
irrigation system. RW Sup $0 31, 32, 34, 36
6742 0T410 PAED: 12/15/14 Con Sup $430 Senate: 16, 18
06 1500 0087 | R/W: 12/15/14 Total $440 | Congress: 20, 21,
RTL: 03/15/15 22
CCA: 11/01/15
14 Locations
In Fresno County on Routes 5, 41,
14H-276 6-Fre-Var 99, 168, and 180. Upgrade irrigation $3,312 (C) |14/15| PA& ED $0 201.131
Var system. PS&E $10 | Assembly: 23, 31
PAED: 12/15/14 RW Sup $0 Senate: 14, 16
6743 0T420 R\W: 12/15/14 Con Sup $590 | Congress: 18, 19,
06 1500 0088 | RTL: 03/15/15 Total $600 20,21
CCA: 11/01/15
5 Locations
14H-277 7-LA-5 In the cities of Burbank and Los $1,186 (C) |14/15| PA& ED $0 201.131
31.4/39.4 Angeles, from north of Winona PS&E $0 | Assembly: 39, 43
Avenue to Route 118; also on Route RW Sup $0 Senate: 18
4781 30870 170 from north of W Victory Con Sup $176 | Congress: 28, 29
07 1400 0253 | Boulevard to north of Arleta Avenue Total $176
(PM R17.7/R20.1), at various 305 Locations
locations. Improve water irrigation
system.
PAED: 11/24/14
R/W: 02/01/15
RTL: 02/01/15
CCA: 09/30/15
14H-282 7-LA-101 In the city of Los Angeles, from Route | $1,488 (C) |14/15| PA & ED $0 201.131
0.0/1.7 10 to Route 110; also on Route 110 PS&E $0 | Assembly: 51, 53
from south of W Washington RW Sup $0 Senate: 24
4783 30890 Boulevard to south of Stadium Way Con Sup $222 Congress: 34
07 1400 0255 | (PM 21.2/24.7), at various locations. Total $222
Improve water irrigation system. 914 Locations
PAED: 11/24/14
R/W: 02/01/15
RTL: 02/01/15
CCA: 09/30/15
In San Joaquin County on Routes 4,
14H-286 10-SJ-Var 5, and 99 at various locations. $350 (C) 14/15| PA & ED $6 201.131
Var Upgrade irrigation system. PS&E $12 Assembly: 17
RW Sup $0 Senate: 5
3085 1E390 PAED: 03/30/15 Con Sup $68 Congress: 11
10 1500 0049 | RW:  xx/Xx/Xx Total $86

RTL: 04/01/15
CCA: 09/30/15

19 Locations
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Major Damage Restoration (Cont.)
14H-287| 12-Ora-Var In various cities on various routes, at $888 (C) 14/15| PA & ED $0 201.131
Var various locations. Improve the PS&E $0 | Assembly: 68, 69,
existing irrigation system. RW Sup $0 73,74
2530M 0P180 Con Sup $119 Senate: 34
121500 0048 | PAED: 12/01/14 Total $119 | Congress: 45 , 46,
RW: 12/01/14 48, 49
RTL: 12/01/14
CCA: 02/01/16 900 Locations
14H-288| 12-Ora-405 In Costa Mesa, from Red Hill Avenue $1,026 (C) |14/15| PA & ED $0 201.131
8.4/10.0 to Bear Street; also on Route 55 from PS&E $0 Assembly: 74
Paularino Avenue to Main Street (PM RW Sup $0 Senate: 34
5011B 0P170 R5.5/R6.4), at various locations. Con Sup $108 Congress: 48
12 1500 0047 | Improve the existing irrigation system. Total $108
900 Locations
PAED: 12/01/14
R/W: 12/01/14
RTL: 12/01/14
CCA: 02/01/16
14H-289| 12-Ora-Var In various cities on various routes, at $888 (C) 14/15| PA & ED $0 201.131
Var various locations. Improve the PS&E $0 | Assembly: 55, 65,
existing irrigation system. RW Sup $0 69, 72,74
4926E 0P160 Con Sup $119 Senate: 34
121500 0046 | PAED: 12/01/14 Total $119 | Congress: 39, 45,
R/W: 12/01/14 46, 48
RTL: 12/01/14
CCA: 02/01/16 900 Locations
Collision Reduction
14H-268 3-Sac-51 In Sacramento, at 0.1 mile north of $10 (R/W) |15/16| PA & ED $160 201.010
4.1/4.4 Arden Way undercrossing. Construct | $1,700 (C) PS&E $320 Assembly: 7
concrete median barrier. RW Sup $40 Senate: 6
6407 4F980 Con Sup $500 Congress: 6
03 1500 0019 | PAED: 09/01/2015 Total $1,020
R/W: 02/15/2016 11 Collisions
RTL: 04/15/2016 reduced
CCA: 12/15/2016
14H-274 3-Sac-99 In Sacramento County, at PM $1,000 (C) |14/15| PA&ED $140 201.010
Var 35.1/36.8; also in Sutter County, on PS&E $149 Assembly: 7
Route 99, at PM 0.0/0.1. Install RW Sup $9 Senate: 6
6922 0H150 double thrie beam median barrier. Con Sup $298 Congress: 6
03 1500 0081 Total $596
PAED: 02/15/2015 10 Collisions
R/W: 05/01/2015 reduced
RTL: 05/01/2015
CCA: 11/01/2015

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”




Reference No.: 3.1

January 22, 2015
Attachment 1
Page 4 of 6

Dist-Co-Rte
Amend #| PM R/W Cost Program Code
EA Project Location and Const. Cost Support Costs Leg. /Congr. Dists.
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Mandates
14H-278 7-LA-5 Near Gorman, from north of Vista Del $68 (R/W) |17/18| PA & ED $250 201.335
R75.0/R81.8 | Lago Road to Route 138, at various $8,940 (C) PS&E $1,100 Assembly: 36
locations. Construct storm water RW Sup $50 Senate: 21
4836 31260 mitigation devices. Con Sup $1,100 Congress: 25
07 1500 0067 Total $2,500
PAED: 10/30/15 55.4 Acres treated
R/W: 02/24/17
RTL: 03/24/17
CCA: 10/09/19
14H-279 7-LA-5 Near Gorman, from Route 138 to $18 (R/W) |17/18| PA & ED $200 201.335
R81.8/R87.8 | south of Frazier Mountain Park Road, | $11,025 (C) PS&E $1,200 | Assembly: 34, 36
at various locations. Install storm RW Sup $100 Senate: 16, 21
4835 31250 water mitigation devices. Con Sup $1,500 | Congress: 23, 25
07 1500 0065 Total | $3,000
PAED: 12/18/15 62 Acres treated
R/W: 11/15/16
RTL: 12/15/16
CCA: 10/31/19
14H-280 7-LA-14 In and near Santa Clarita, from north $60 (R/W) |17/18| PA & ED $270 201.335
R25.5/35.0 of Sierra Highway to south of Soledad | $14,459 (C) PS&E | $2,014 | Assembly: 38, 39
Canyon Road, at various locations. RW Sup $42 Senate: 21, 27
4833 31230 Install storm water mitigation devices. Con Sup $2,100 | Congress: 25, 29
07 1500 0063 Total | $4,426
PAED: 09/11/15 55.6 Acres treated
R/W: 08/22/16
RTL: 10/27/16
CCA: 07/28/18
14H-281 7-LA-14 Near Santa Clarita and Palmdale at $34 (R/W) |17/18| PA & ED $240 201.335
35.0/R53.5 various locations, from south of $8,710 (C) PS&E $1,264 | Assembly: 36, 38
Soledad Canyon Road to south of RW Sup $20 Senate: 21
4838 31280 Mountain Spring Road. Install storm Con Sup $1,360 Congress: 25
07 1500 0069 | water mitigation devices. Total $2,884
38.3 Acres treated
PAED: 09/11/15
R/W: 08/22/16
RTL: 10/27/16
CCA: 07/26/18
14H-283| 7-Ven-Var In various cities, at various locations $37 (R/W) |17/18| PA & ED $75 201.335
Var on various Routes. Install storm water | $1,750 (C) PS&E $500 | Assembly: 37, 44
mitigation devices. RW Sup $5 Senate: 19, 27
4842 31330 Con Sup $650 | Congress: 24, 26
071500 0085 | PAED: 11/27/15 Total $1,230
R\W: 12/28/15 1 Acres treated
RTL: 01/15/16
CCA: 05/15/17
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Mandates (Cont.)
14H-284| 7-Ven-101 In Thousand Oaks and Camarillo, $130 (R/W) |17/18| PA & ED $420 201.335
1.2/14.2 from north of S. Westlake Boulevard $9,000 (C) PS&E $930 Assembly: 44
to north of Arneill Road, at various RW Sup $30 Senate: 19, 27
4837 31270 locations. Install storm water Con Sup $1,400 Congress: 26
07 1500 0068 | mitigation devices. Total $2,780
145 Acres treated
PAED: 02/02/15
R/W: 02/03/15
RTL: 04/13/15
CCA: 09/14/17
14H-285| 7-Ven-126 In and near the city of Ventura, at $51 (RIW) |17/18| PA & ED $230 201.335
1.0/R8.2 various locations from west of Victoria | $3,100 (C) PS&E $360 Assembly: 37
Avenue to east of Route 118. Install RW Sup $20 Senate: 19
4832 31220 storm water mitigation devices. Con Sup $510 Congress: 26
07 1500 0066 Total $1,120
PAED: 12/15/14 40.1 Acres treated
R/W: 10/03/16
RTL: 10/17/16
CCA: 11/16/18
Bridge Preservation
14H-257 7-LA-110 In the city of Los Angeles, at Los $133 (R\W) |17/18 PA & $50 201.119
25.5 Angeles River Bridge (No. 53- $5,631 (C) ED $900 Assembly: 51
0421R/L). Spot blast, clean, and PS&E $50 Senate: 24
4730 30570 paint steel bridge members. RW Sup $900 Congress: 34
07 1400 0105 | PAED: 07/15/2015 Con $1,900
RW: 12/04/2017 Sup 2 Bridges
RTL: 01/08/2018 Total
CCA: 01/27/2020
Roadway Preservation
14H-256 5-SLO-1 Near San Simeon, from Piedras $14,170 (R/W)|14/15| PA&ED | $3,570 201.150
64.0/R66.9 Blancas Lighthouse Road to Arroyo $43,600 (C) PS&E $5,819 Assembly: 35
De La Cruz Bridge. Realign RW Sup $1,341 Senate: 17
4928A 49280 Roadway. Con Sup $6,270 Congress: 24
05 0000 0576 Total | $17,000
PAED: 08/11/2010 1 Location
R/W: 12/01/2014
RTL: 12/01/2014
CCA: 01/01/2023
Near Shaver Lake, from west of
14H-270 6-Fre-168 Prather Pond Road to west of South $470 (RW) |17/18| PA & ED $948 201.151
T32.1/57.6 Fork Tamarack Creek. Repair $2,203 (C) PS&E $963 Assembly: 23
drainage culverts. RW Sup $53 Senate: 08
6314 0H120 PAED: 12/01/16 Con Sup $500 Congress: 04
06 1300 0046 | R/W: 02/15/18 Total | $2,464
RTL: 03/15/18 20 Drainage systems|
CCA: 08/15/19
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Roadway Preservation (Cont.)
Near Huntington Lake, from west of
14H-271 6-Fre-168 South Fork Tamarack Creek to west $75 (R/W) 17/18| PA & ED $962 201.151
57.8/65.4 of Rancheria Creek. Repair drainage | $2,764 (C) PS&E | $1,363 Assembly: 23
culverts. RW Sup $97 Senate: 08
6326 OH110 PAED: 12/01/16 Con Sup $654 Congress: 04
06 1300 0045 | R/W: 12/01/17 Total $3,076
RTL: 03/15/18 25 Drainage systems|
CCA: 08/15/19
14H-272| 11-SD-Var In various cities, at various locations. $10,671 (C) |16/17| PA&ED $640 201.170
Var Upgrade existing guide signs to PS&E $1,224 | Assembly: 71, 75-
current standards. RW Sup $5 80
1129 41910 Con Sup $1,486 Senate: 36, 38,
11 1400 0125 | PAED: 01/25/16 Total | $3,355 39,40
R/W: 01/25/16 Congress: 49, 50,
RTL: 04/22/16 51, 52,53
CCA: 04/18/18
928 Signs and
Lighting fixtures
14H-273 11-SD-Var In various cities, at various locations. $10,593 (C) |16/17| PA & ED $640 201.170
Var Upgrade existing guide signs to PS&E $1,224 | Assembly: 76-80
current standards. RW Sup $5 Senate: 36, 38,
1130 41911 ConSup | $1,486 39, 40
11 1400 0126 | PAED: 08/10/15 Total | $3,355 | Congress: 49, 50,
R/W: 08/10/15 51, 52,53
RTL: 12/18/15
CCA: 11/15/17 936 Signs and
Lighting fixtures
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PPNO Project ID Description of Work ($1,000) FY ($1,000) Perf. Meas.
Bridge Preservation
14H-260| 3-Gle-162 Near Butte, at Sacramento Bridge $1,000 (RW) |16/17| PA & ED $1,000 201.113
76.7 #11-0017. Seismic retrofit. $18,000 (C) PS&E $3,000 Assembly: 2
(G13 Contingency Project) RW Sup $500 Senate: 4
2633 3F060 Con Sup $4,000 Congress: 2
03 1200 0052 | PAED: 12/15/2015 Total $8,500
R/W: 09/01/2016 2 Bridges
RTL: 10/01/2016
CCA: 10/01/2017
14H-264 11-SD-79 Near Warner Springs and Oak Grove, $2 (R/W) |16/17| PA & ED $310 201.112
31.3/49.9 at various locations from Buena Vista $2,187 (C) PS&E $944 Assembly: 66
Creek Bridge (No. 57-0063) to RW Sup $4 Senate: 36
1123 41430 Chihuahua Creek Bridge (No. 57- Con Sup $830 Congress: 49
11 1400 0024 | 0014). Upgrade bridge rails. Total $2,088
(G13 Contingency Project) 1277 Linear feet
PAED: 12/31/15
R/W: 03/01/17
RTL: 03/22/17
CCA: 05/18/18
14H-265 11-SD-94 In the cities of San Diego and Lemon $80 (R/W) |16/17| PA & ED $577 201.112
5.8/9.3 Grove, at Kelton Road Overcrossing $3,146 (C) PS&E $961 Assembly: 78
(No. 57-0300) and Grove Street RW Sup $117 Senate: 39
1124 41440 Overcrossing (No. 57-0322). Con Sup $1,161 Congress: 51
11 1400 0023 | Upgrade bridge rails. Total $2,816
(G13 Contingency Project) 990 Linear feet
PAED: 12/18/15
R/W: 03/01/17
RTL: 03/22/17
CCA: 08/17/18
Roadway Preservation
14H-259 3-Col-20 In Colusa, between Market Street and | $200 (RW) |16/17| PA & ED $1,100 201.120
31.8/32.8 Butte Vista Way. Rehabilitate $9,700 (C) PS&E $500| Assembly: 3,4
roadway. RW Sup $500 Senate: 4
2950 2F980 (G13 Contingency Project) Con Sup $1,500 Congress: 3
03 1200 0026 Total $3,600
PAED: 05/15/2016 2 Lane miles
R/W: 04/15/2017
RTL: 05/01/2017
CCA: 12/01/2018
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Roadway Preservation (Cont)
14H-261 3-Yub-20 Near Marysville, from Marysville Road | $4,400 (RW) |16/17| PA & ED $3,400 201.120
13.3/R17.6 to Yuba River (Parks Bar) bridge. $26,600 (C) PS&E $2,000 Assembly: 3
Rehabilitate roadway. RW Sup $1,500 Senate: 4
9579 0A570 (G13 Contingency Project) Con Sup $4,700 Congress: 3
03 0002 0593 Total | $11,600
PAED: 12/15/2015 9.9 Lane Miles
R/W: 09/01/2016
RTL: 10/01/2016
CCA: 10/01/2017
In Visalia, from Lovers Lane to west
14H-262 6-Tul-198 of Route 245. Rehabilitate pavement. | $10 (R/W) |16/17| PA & ED $335 201.122
R11.7/R19.8 | (G13 Contingency Project) $13,700 (C) PS&E $636 Assembly: 26
RW Sup $48 Senate: 16
3034 0S340 PAED: 07/15/16 Con Sup $760 Congress: 22
06 1400 0114 | R/W: 12/16/16 Total | $1,779
RTL: 03/20/17 32.4 Lane miles
CCA: 12/15/18
In Merced and Stanislaus Counties
14H-263| 10-Mer-99 | near Turlock, from north of Bradbury | $11,600 (C) |16/17| PA & ED $281 201.122
R35.9/R37.3 | Road to north of the Stanislaus PS&E| $954 | Assembly: 10
Courty Ine. Refliae pavement Rwsup| 54| Senaeios
3091 1C180 gency Frol ConsSup| $2,000| Congress: 11
10 1400 0101 | pAED: 12/08/15 Total $3,239 '
RW: 05/08/17 8.4 Lane miles
RTL: 06/08/17
CCA: 04/30/19
14H-266| 12-Ora-39 In Anaheim and Buena Park, at $36 (R/W) |16/17| PA & ED $0 201.121
12.4/17.2 Lincoln Avenue (PM 12.4/12.9); at $7,322 (C) PS&E $1,251| Assembly: 65
Route 91 (PM 14.3/14.5) and from RW Sup $220| Senate: 29, 32
3174 0J400 Route 5 to Rosecrans Avenue (PM Con Sup $1,472 Congress: 39
12 0002 0177 | 15.1/17.4). Roadway rehabilitation Total $2,943
(G13 Contingency Project) 3 Lane miles
PS&E: 11/02/14
R/W: 03/03/17
RTL: 04/03/17
CCA: 06/06/19
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Reference No.:  3.2a.
Information Item

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

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, FY
2013-14, and FY 2014-15.

In FY 2012-13, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) voted 278 state-administered
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), State Highway Operation and Protection Program
(SHOPP), and Proposition 1B projects on the State Highway System. As of December 19, 2014, 276
projects totaling $1.56 billion have been awarded. Funds for one project have lapsed.

In FY 2013-14, the Commission voted 310 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B
projects on the State Highway System. As of December 19, 2014, 292 projects totaling $1.38 billion
have been awarded. Funds for two projects have lapsed.

In FY 2014-15, the Commission has voted 133 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B

projects on the State Highway System. As of December 19, 2014, 64 projects totaling $238.2 million
have been awarded.

BACKGROUND:

Starting with July 2006 allocations, projects are subject to Resolution G-06-08 (adopted June 8, 2006),
which formalizes the condition of allocation that requires projects to be ready to proceed to construction
within six months of allocation. The policy also requires that projects that are not awarded within four
months of allocation be reported to the Commission.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability.”
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FY 2012-13 Allocations
No Pr’:'(;cts No. No.
No. Voted No. Pro'e.cts Awarded Penjdin Projects Projects
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fujn ds Projects Bid 9 Awarded Awarded
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 - within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award
August 2012 74 $484,107 74 0 $408,644 0 39 56
September 2012 15 $88,281 15 0 $77,497 0 7 13
October 2012 18 $35,814 18 0 $34,465 0 12 17
December 2012 26 $133,477 26 0 $123,279 0 18 24
January 2013 14 $53,491 14 0 $46,820 0 12 13
March 2013 40 $120,390 40 0 $117,158 0 33 39
May 2013 47 $277,203 45 1 $214,824 1 23 40
June 2013 44 $557,253 44 0 $541,747 0 16 35
TOTAL 278 $1,750,016 276 1 $1,564,434 1 160 237

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

No.

No Projects No. No.

No. Voted No. Pro'e.cts Awarded Penjdin Projects Projects

Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fujn ds Projects Bid 9 Awarded Awarded

Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 - within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award

August 2013 58 $321,690 56 2 $302,326 0 35 47
October 2013 34 $149,696 33 0 $128,771 1 24 30
December 2013 27 $105,410 27 0 $85,943 0 18 25
January 2014 22 $93,599 21 0 $93,417 1 15 17
March 2014 37 $256,087 37 0 $256,944 0 24 35
May 2014 81 $456,494 71 0 $302,324 10 62 69
June 2014 51 $352,364 47 0 $208,704 4 36 47
TOTAL 310 $1,735,340 292 2 $1,378,429 16 214 270

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 2014-15 Allocations
No Prg'?a.cts No. No.
No. Voted No. Pro'écts Awarded Peanin Projects Projects
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fan ds Projects Bid 9 Awarded Awarded
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 - within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award
August 2014 87 $569,470 44 0 $220,835 43 44 44
October 2014 15 $71,486 8 0 $8,977 7 7 7
December 2014 31 $123,108 12 0 $8,460 19 12 12
TOTAL 133 $764,064 64 0 $238,272 69 63 63

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 2014-15 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects.
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FY 2012-13 Project Allocation Status

Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
01-0125X |26202  MEN-101 Willits Bypass mitigation 7-May-13 31-Jul-15 $26,290 |Project will be re-advertised. A time
project. extension for this project was
approved on 12/10/13.
FY 2013-14 Project Allocation Status
Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
04-0685P 23562 SM-101 Replace Bridge. 8-Oct-13 31-Dec-15 $16,584 | A time extension for this project was
approved on 5/21/14.
06-6465 OMO020 FRE-168 |Vista point enhancements. 29-Jan-14 31-Jul-15 $1,553 |Project will be re-packaged and re-
advertised. A time extension for this
project was approved on 8/20/14.
03-3708 1F280"Y GLE-5 Native tree planting. At 21-May-14 | 31-Mar-15 $640 Delay to award due to the need for a
03-3782 1F280" GLE-5 various locations from Colusa | 21-May-14 = 31-Mar-15 $43 separate contract for a mulch vendor.
County line to Tehama County A time extension for this project was
03-3783 1r280" | GLE-5 line. 21-May-14 | 31-Mar-15 $87 approved on 12/10/14.
03-3915 1F280"Y |GLE-5 21-May-14 | 31-Mar-15 S44
03-2788 1F290 COL-5 Native tree planting. At 21-May-14 | 31-Mar-15 $640 Delay to award due to the need for a
various locations from the separate contract for a mulch vendor.
Yolo County line to the Glenn A time extension for this project was
County line. approved on 12/10/14.
04-0133A |2G860 ALA-580 |Construct retaining wall, 21-May-14 31-Aug-15 $2,252 |Bids opened 10/16/14. Atime
planting, and modify lighting. extension for this project was
approved on 12/10/14.
07-2163A |18312 | LA-710 |Perform highway plantingand 21-May-14 = 31-May-15 $1,934 Bids opened 8/14/14. Pending award.
install irrigation system.
07-4416 28810? |LA-210 |Construct concrete 21-May-14 | 31-May-15 $64,615 |Bids opened 10/16/14. A time
07-4686  30230'Y LA-210 |pavement, precast concrete | 21-May-14 | 31-May-15 = $46,914 extension for this project was
07-4525 293007 LA-210  panels, and slabs. 21-May-14 = 31-May-15  $21,471 approved on 12/10/14.
02-3359 0OE360 |TEH-5 Rehabilitate roadside rest 25-Jun-14 30-Jun-15 $6,000 |Bids opened 9/17/14. All bids have
area. been rejected. A time extension for
this project was approved on
12/10/14.
05-2266 0T070 |SB-101 Install native trees and 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $1,250 |Delay to award due to interagency
shrubs. agreement. Concurrent time
extension is being requested.
08-0217F 04351 SBD-58 |Realign and widen to 4 lane 25-Jun-14 31-Mar-15 = $122,384 An addendum was issued that
expressway. delayed the bid opening to 11/14/14.
A time extension for this project was
approved on 12/10/14.
11-0744 27550 SD-67 Cold Plane, Place RHMA-G, 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $16,145 |Bids opened 10/16/14. Pending
Concrete Barrier and award.
Guardrail.
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Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
01-3073 48860 LAK-20 Improve Intersection 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $4,326 |Bids opened 10/22/14. Pending
award.
(1) Same project voted under different PPNOs.
(2) Projects are combined for consturction purposes under EA 2881U.
FY 2014-15 Project Allocation Status
Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
08-0258N |0M200 RIV-371 |Construct 4-foot right 1-Jul-14 31-Jan-15 $7,177 Bids opened 12/4/2014. Pending
shoulder in both directions. award.
03-5843 4F120 |SAC-5 Treat bridge deck; apply High 21-Jul-14 31-Jan-15 $670 |Bids opened 12/3/2014. Pending

Friction Surface Treatment &
striping.

award.
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Reference No.: 3.2b.
Information Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of 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) 2012-13, FY 2013-14 and FY 2014-15.

In FY 2012-13, the Commission allocated $62,832,000 to construct 65 locally-administered STIP
projects. As of December 12, 2014, 64 projects totaling $61,289,000 have been awarded. One
project has been approved for a time extension.

In FY 2013-14, the Commission allocated $70,281,000 to construct 55 locally-administered STIP
projects. As of December 12, 2014, 34 projects totaling $50,559,000 have been awarded. A
concurrent time extension has been submitted for one project. Seven projects have been approved
for a time extensions. One project (PPNO 07-4542) has lapsed.

In FY 2014-15, the Commission allocated $11,768,000 to construct eight locally-administrated
STIP projects. As of December 12, 2014, no projects have been awarded.

BACKGROUND:

Resolution G-06-08, adopted June 8, 2006, requires projects to be ready to proceed to construction
within six months of allocation. The policy also requires Department to report to the Commission
on those projects that have not been awarded within four months of allocation.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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No. No. Projects No. Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within
Month Allocated Voted $ X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 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 6 0 0 2 1
May 2013 11 $9,789 11 0 0 2 6
June 2013 29 $33,651 28 0 1 8 12
Total 65 $62,832 64 0 1 18 27
EFY 2013-14 Allocations
No. No. Projects  No. Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Projects Projects Projects Projects  Pending within within
Month Allocated Voted $ X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months
August 2013 8 $14,111 7 1 0 2 4
October 2013 7 $14,871 7 0 0 0 6
December 2013 4 $3,905 3 0 1 1 2
January 2014 5 $10,669 5 0 0 2 2
March 2014 10 $6,633 8 0 2 3 5
April 2014 $0 0 0 0 0 0
May 2014 4 $4,251 3 0 1 1 2
June 2014 17 $15,841 1 0 16 1 0
Total 55 $70,281 34 1 20 8 11
FY 2014-15 Allocations
No. No. Projects  No. Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded within
Projects  Projects Projects Projects Pending within 6 months
Month Allocated Voted $ X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months
August 2014 2 $6,968 0 0 2 0 0
October 2014 3 $2,038 0 0 3 0 0
November 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
December 2014 3 $2,762 0 0 3 0 0
Total 8 $11,768 0 0 8 0 0

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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2015

Note: Excludes STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring allocations and locally-administered STIP Regional Rideshare

Program allocations, as no contract is awarded for these programs.

Local STIP Projects, Beyond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded

Allocation Award Allocation Project
Agency Name Project Title PPNO Date Deadline Amount Status
City of Santa Monica Santa Monica Bike Share Program  07-4544 12-Jun-13 30-Jun-15 @ $1,543,000  The project will be awarded by
the extended deadline
City of Arcata Arcata Rails with Trail Project 01-03021 20-Mar-14 30-Dec-14 @ $842,000  The project will be awarded by
Phase 1 the extended deadline
Tuolumne County Jamestown Main Street to 10-0020C 20-Mar-14 31-Dec-14 @ $911,000  The project will be awarded by
Railtown Sidewalk Project the extended deadline
City of Long Beach City of Long Beach Phase 1l Bike =~ 07-4541 11-Dec-13 30-Jun-15 @ $2,262,000  The project will be awarded by
Share Program the extended deadline
City of Arcata Foster Ave to Sunset Ave Extension 01-2071 25-Jun-14 31-Mar-15  ©® $1,771,000  The project will be awarded by
Project the extended deadline
Humboldt County Red Cap Road Bicycle and 01-0302G 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $356,000  The project will be awarded by
Pedestrian Improvements the deadline
Plumas County Bucks Lake Road Pavement 02-2542 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $1,153,000  The project will be awarded by
Rehabilitation the deadline
Tehama County Evergreen/Bowman Safety 02-2529 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $80,000  The project will be awarded by
Improvements the deadline
Glenn County County Road 200E Rehabilitation ~ 03-3L62 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $1,082,000  The project will be awarded by
Project the deadline
Glenn County County Road P Improvements 03-3L66 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $1,186,000  The project will be awarded by
Project the deadline
City of Grover Grand Ave Streetscape, Phase 3 05-2373 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $465,000  The project will be awarded by
project the deadline
City of Morro Bay Morro Creek Multi-Use Trail & 05-2374 25-Jun-14 31-dun-15 © $980,000  The project will be awarded by
Bridge Project the extended deadline
City of Atascadero Route 41 Multi-purpose Pathway to 05-2376 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $526,000  Concurrent three-month time
Park Project extension has been submitted
Kern County Bernard street pedestrian Path 06-6614 21-May-14 31-Jan-15  © $248,000  The project will be awarded by
the extended deadline
Kern County Diamond Street Beautification 06-6611 25-June-14 31-Mar-15  ©® $1,000,000  The project will be awarded by
Landscape Project the extended deadline
City of Porterville Oak Ave Pedestrian Walkway 06-6632 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $224,000  The project will be awarded by
Project the deadline
City of Los Angeles West Third Street Pedestrian 07-4305 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $486,000  The project will be awarded by
Improvement Project the deadline
City of Pasadena North Fair Oaks Ave Pedestrian 07-4311 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $550,000  The project will be awarded by
Improvements the deadline
City of Los Angeles Watts Streetscape Enhancements 07-4313 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $738,000  The project will be awarded by
Project the deadline
City of Bishop Warren Street Improvement Project 09-2588 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $2,142,000  The project will be awarded by
the deadline
Mariposa County Mt. Bullion cut off road 10-0209B 25-Jun-14 31-Dec-14 $2,149,000  The project will be awarded by
rehabilitation Phase 2. the deadline
Grand Total $20,694,000

(1) This extended deadline was approved in Dec 2013 (Waiver-13-52)

(2) This extension deadline was approved in August 2014 (Waiver-14-35)
(3) This extension deadline was approved in October 2014 (Waiver-14-40)
(4) This extension deadline was approved in October 2014 (Waiver-14-44)
(5) This extension deadline was approved in December 2014 (Waiver-14-45)

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 29
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 4.18
Information Item

rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subject: TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF PROGRAM - ANNUAL REPORT

SUMMARY::

The California Transportation Commission’s (Commission) Traffic Congestion Relief Program
(TCRP) guidelines require lead agencies to periodically report on project status; Commission policy
requires these reports annually. The California Department of Transportation (Department) assists
the Commission in reporting on TCRP activity and does so by administering the annual reporting
process.

The Department reported on TCRP activity for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14 by compiling and
summarizing data provided by lead agencies, which the Commission used in its annual report to the
Legislature on the status of the TCRP.

BACKGROUND:

The Traffic Congestion Relief Act of 2000 (Assembly Bill [AB] 2928, Chapter 91, Statutes of 2000
and Senate Bill [SB] 1662, Chapter 656, Statutes of 2000) created the Traffic Congestion Relief
Program (TCRP) and the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF), and committed $4.9 billion to 141
specific projects. The $4.9 billion in revenues for the TCRP were comprised of:

o $1.6 billion to the TCRF in FY 2000-01 from a General Fund transfer and directly from
gasoline sales tax revenues.

J $3.3 billion to the TCRF from Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) transfers over five years
($678 million per year for the first four years, and the remaining balance of $602 million in
the fifth year).

AB 438 (Chapter 113, Statutes of 2001) delayed the five-year schedule for the TIF transfers by two
years, from the original FY 2001-02 through 2005-06, to FY 2003-04 through 2007-08. AB 438
also authorized a series of loans to the General Fund, including a $482 million loan from the TCRF.
The Governor proposed to repay the loan with tribal gaming revenues. The current projection is that
these repayments are not slated to begin earlier than FY 2016-17.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Proposition 42, approved by California voters in 2002, suspended TIF transfers into the TCRF, with
partial suspension in FY 2003-04 ($389 million) and full suspension in FY 2004-05 ($678 million),
and only allowed enough transfers to reimburse prior TCRP allocations. As a result, a total of

$1.1 billion in Proposition 42 transfers were suspended and loaned to the General Fund. After a
$323 million repayment in FY 2006-07 the loan balance was $744 million.

Proposition 1A, approved by voters in November 2006, addressed the Proposition 42 suspensions
occurring on or before July 1, 2007, and required the balance be repaid no later than June 30, 2016.
The $744 million balance is being repaid in nine equal installments of $82.7 million per year through
FY 2015-16. As of the end of FY 2013-14, a total of $578.7 million has been repaid with a
remaining outstanding balance of $165.3 million. Combined with $482 million TCRF loan balance,
approximately $647.3 million remains available for future TCRP allocations.

TCRP Allocation Plan

In August 2008, the Commission directed Commission Staff to work with the Department and the
Regions to develop allocation criteria recommendations for future fiscal years beyond 2008-09. The
TCRP Allocation Plan was adopted at the Commission’s September 2008 meeting.

The Allocation Plan aligns the available annual allocation capacity with allocation priorities by fiscal
year. The Allocation Plan consists of two tiers: Tier 1 includes projects that have higher priority for
funding; and Tier 2 includes all other projects which would be allocated on a first-come, first-served
basis only after the annual Tier 1 allocations have been met. All Tier 1 allocations have been limited
to the funding level provided by the annual Proposition 1A loan repayments, the only reliable funds
available for future TCRP allocations. Tier 2 projects would receive allocations upon availability of
the Tribal Gaming revenues.

PROGRAM STATUS

The Commission has approved $4.6 billion in TCRP applications through June 30, 2014, including
at least a partial programming of funds for each of the 141 designated projects. Application
approval is equivalent to programming a project, and defines the scope, cost, and schedule of a
project or project component, and generally includes expenditures projected for future years.

The Commission allocated a total of $78.142 million for TCRP activities in FY 2013-14. As of
June 30, 2014, approximately $4.26 billion has been allocated to TCRP projects, of which
approximately $3.95 billion has been expended for ongoing TCRP projects.

Traffic Congestion Relief Fund
($1000s)

In Statute Programmed | Allocated Expended

Total All
Projects $4,909,000 $4,580,000 | $4,263,000 | $3,956,000

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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According to TCRP statutes (Government Code Sec.14556-14556.52) and Commission guidelines,
agencies may substitute alternate projects, subject to approval by the Commission. Of the 141
projects identified in statute, 37 have been subdivided into 104 sub-projects, for a total of 206
projects approved by the Commission. Of the total 206 approved projects, a total of 133 projects
have been completed as of June 30, 2014. Agencies reported one additional project was completed
during FY 2013-14. Of the total 133 completed projects, about half have been completed without
being subdivided.

Number of TCRP Projects

141 Undivided Projects originally Identified in Statute
(37) Projects Subdivided, for a Total of 102 Projects
104 Undivided Projects
104 Undivided Projects
102 Subdivided Projects
206 Total Approved Projects, Undivided and Subdivided
206 Total Projects, Undivided and Subdivided
133 Total Projects Completed by 06/30/2014

73 Ongoing Projects

Completed/Ongoing TCRP Projects
72 Undivided Projects Completed
61 Subdivided Projects Completed
133 Total Approved Projects Completed
104 Undivided Projects
(72) Undivided Projects Completed
32 Undivided Projects Ongoing
102 Subdivided Projects
(61) Subdivided Projects Completed
41 Subdivided Projects Ongoing

73 Ongoing Projects

Projects in TCRP Allocation Plan

15 Tier 1 Projects in Allocation Plan

4 Tier 1 Projects with components in Tier 2
37 Tier 2 Projects in Allocation Plan
56 Total Projects in Allocation Plan

Attachments

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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TCRP Allocation Plan - TIER 1 Projects
TCRP Total Previously Future
Dist Co Title Type Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP
TCRP Amount
SCL/ |BART to San Jose; extend BART from Warm Mass
1.2 04 /A Springs to Downtown San Jose . $ 648,567 | $ 609,528 | $ 39,039 | $ -1 s -8 -8 -8 -[$ 39039 (% -1 s -8 -1$ -8 -
Route 680; add NB and SB HOV lanes over Sunol| Capital
4 04 | ALA Grade Outlay $ 58500 [$ 58,500 |$ - $ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -
MRN/ |Route 101; widen to 6 lanes, Novato-Petaluma Capital
18 04 1 son (Novato Narrows) - Marin-Sonoma Narrows Outlay $ 16500 [$ 16,500 | $ ) $ ki ki ki ki ki ik ki ki 8 8 )
MRN/ |Route 101; widen to 6 lanes, Novato-Petaluma Capital
182 04 SON _|(Novato Narrows) - San Antonio Curve Corr. Outlay $ 2,900 (% 2900 | $ ) $ 13 13 13 13 13 ¢ 8 | ® | ® | ® )
28 | 04 | cc [BART Richmond Station Additional Parking T"f:jz $ 4000 |$ 1180 |s 2820]s -ls s -|s -|s -|s -|s 28203 -|s -|s s -
Route 580; add EB and WB HOV lanes from Capital
31 04 | ALA Tassajara Road to Vasco Road Outlay $ 18,000 | $ 18,000 | $ - $ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -
s9 | o7 | La [ROUIe 405 addnortibound HOV over Sepulveda giﬁgﬁ' $ 90,000 |$ 66,000 |$ 24,000 s s s s -|s so000|$ 8o000|s 8000|$ s s -
Route 10; add HOV lanes on San Bernardino Capital
40 07 LA Freeway over Kellog Hill Outlay $ 90,000 |$ 59,073 |$ 30927 |$ -8 -1 s -1$ -1$ -[$ 10309 ($ 10,309 ($ 10,309 | $ -1$ -1$ -
412 | 07 | LA |HOV Lanes on Rte 5 from Rte 170 to Rte 118 gi{’lx‘ $ 40251 |$ 34142 |$ 6109]$ -|s -|s -|s -|s -|s -|s 61098 -|s -ls -|s -
42 | 07| La |15 widening; Orange County Line to Route 605 giﬁg‘;" $ 125000 |$ 85334 | $ 39,666 | s s s - -|$ 19833 (3% 19833 (% s s s -
52 07 | LA [HOV & aux lanes, Waterford-Rt 10 giﬁxl $ 9648 |$ 9648]|8$ - $ - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s -
98 06 | FRE |Peach Avenue; Widen to four-lane (R/W Only) ALSZ(::L $ 2050 |$ 650 | $ 1,400]$% -8 -8 -8 -1$ S -[$ 1400(3% -8 S -1$ -
111 06 | KIN [Route 198 Expressway, Rte 43 to Rte 99 giﬁxl $ 14,000 [ $ 14,000 | $ - $ - $ - % - % - % - % - % -1 s -1 s -1 s -1 s -
113 | 06 | KER |Route 46 Expressway, Segment 3 8355' $ 280 |% 280]% - $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -1$ -1$ -1$ -1$ -
146 08 RIV |Construction of Palm Avenue Interchange gigl $ 10,000 | $ - |$ 10,000 | $ -1$ - % - $ - % - % -1$ 10,000 | $ -1$ -1% s -
TIER 1 Allocations - | $423,403 | $ 99,145 |$ 69,835 |$ 88,139 | $ 88,142 |$ 78,142 | $ -1 -1 -1$ -1$ -1 -
I
TIER 1 Totals - | $577,364 | $ 99,145 ($ 69,835 ($ 88139 ($ 88142 ($ 78142 ($ 77181 ($ 58471 ($ 18309 ($ - $ - $ -
I
PROPOSITION 1A Payments - | $578,746 | $ 82,678 | $ 82678 ($ 82,678 |$ 82678 |$ 82678 |% 82678 |$ 82678
I I
Running Total - TCRP Available after Tier 1 Allocs - | $ (16,467)| $ (3,624)[ $ (9,085)| $ (14,549)[ $ (10,013)| $ (4,516)[ $ 19,691 |$ 1,382
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY 2019-20
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 and after
Tribal Gaming Payments - | $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 68,000 | $ 100,000 | $ 314,000
Yearly Total Available (Prop 1A + Tribal Gaming)- | $ 82,678 | $ 82678 ($ 82678 |$ 82678 |$ 82678|% 82678 (% 82678 |$ - $ 68,000 [ $ 100,000 | $ 314,000
Running Total Available - | $ 82,678 | $ 165,356 | $ 248,034 [ $ 330,712 | $ 413,390 | $ 496,068 | $ 578,746 | $ 578,746 | $ 646,746 | $ 746,746 | $ 1,060,746
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TIER 2 Projects - Future TCRP Allocations
Previously Future
TCRP Dist Co Title Type Total Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP +older
TCRP Amount
2 04 ALA Route 680; add NB and SB HOV lanes over Sunol| Capital $ } $ } $ 1500 | $ $ $ $ $ 1500 | $ $ $ s s $
Grade Outlay
122 | 04 CC [Hercules Train Station Project Rail |$ 3,000|$ 2300]$% 7001 % $ $ $ $ 700 | $ $ $ -1$ - s $
123 | 04 | Aa |/580 Livermore Corridor studies and Planning| $ 7,000 [$ 5300 |$ 1700 $ $ $ $ 1,700 |8 $ $ s s $
improvements
19 04 | SF |Bay Area Water Transit System _:f?:sz $ 2,000 |$ 150|$ 1850]$% $ $ $ 1,850 | $ $ $ -1$ -1$ $
23 04 | SM |Poplar, 25th, Linden Grade Separations .I’Y::rs]: $ 15,000 | $ 4,000 $ 11,000]$ $ $ $ $ 11,000 | $ $ $ -1$ -8 $
26 04 | ALA |Livermore Valley Siding _:f?:sz $ 1,000 | $ - |$ 1000]$% $ $ $ $ 1,000 | $ $ $ -1$ -1$ $
325 [ 01 | HUM |NCRA; environmental remediation projects .I’Y::rs]: $ 4100 ($ 1435]|$% 2665]% $ $ $ $ 2,665 | $ $ $ - s - s $
327 | o1 | HUM [NCRA: local match funds ass s 1800 |3 - |s 1800]s $ $ $ $ 15800 |$ $ $ s s $
382 | 07 | LA |North-South Bus Transit Project T“f:jz $ 100,000 |$ 11,000 | $ 89,000 | $ $ $ $ $ 89,000 | $ $ $ -|s s $
46 07 LA |Rte 1; Reconstruct intersection at Rte 107 _:f?:sz $ 2,000 |$ 817 |$ 1,183]% $ $ $ $ 1,183 | $ $ $ -1$ -1$ $
47 o7 | ven Route 101; California Street off-ramp in Ventura Capital $ 15000 | $ 726 | s 14274 | $ $ $ $ 14274 | $ $ $ s s $
County Outlay
Hollywood Intermodal Transportation Center; Mass R R
49.2 | 07 LA Facility Trans | $ 7150 | $ -|$ 7150] % $ $ $ $ 7,150 | $ $ $ $ $ $
50 | 07| La gé‘; 71 Expwy to Fy Conversion (Rte 10 to Rte giﬁgﬁ' $ 30,000 |$ 20805]|$ 9,195[$ $ $ $ $ 91953 $ $ s s $
51 07 LA |Route 101/405; add auxiliary lane and widen ramp 83523' $ 21,000 |$ 9990 |$ 11010} % $ $ $ $ -8 $ $ 11,010( $ -1$ $
52 | 07| LA |HOV&auxlanes, Waterford Rt 10 ol |8 15352 |8 - |s 153523 $ $ $ $ s $ $ 15352 (8 s $
552 | 08 | SBD |Alameda Corridor East; Ontario ALSZ(::L $ 21432 |$ 8207 |$ 13225]$% $ $ $ $ 13225|% $ $ -1$ - s $
553 | 08 | SBD |Alameda Corridor East; SANBAG ALszfi $ 34410 |$ 30610 |$ 3,800 | $ $ $ $ $  3800(% $ $ -ls -|s $
55.4 | 08 | SBD |Alameda Corridor East; SANBAG (Colton) ALSZ(::L $ 27122 | $ - 1$ 27122 $ 27,122
61 08 | RIV |Route 10; reconstruct Apache Trail Interchange giﬁxl $ 30,000 [$ 1,222]% 28778]$% $ $ $ $ 28778 ($ $ $ - % -1 s $
74 11 | SD |Pacific Surfliner; within San Diego County Rail |$ 230 | $ - 1% 230 | $ $ $ $ $ 230 | $ $ $ S -1$ $
7410 [ 11 | SD [Pacific Surfliner; Carlshad Double Track Rail |$ 1,480 |$ 1,000]|$ 480 | $ $ $ $ $ 480 | $ $ $ -1 s -8 $
77 | 11| sp |Route 94; add capacity 8:52\3' $ 20,000 |$ 10,000 |$ 10000 |% $ $ $ $ 10,000 | $ $ $ s s $
87.2 | 11 SD |Routes 94/125; build freeway connector ramps giﬁxl $ 59,219 |$ 6550 |$ 52669]% $ $ $ $ 52669 |$ $ $ - s - s $
88.1 | 11 SD [Route 5; realign freeway 83523' $ 9700 | $ 300|$ 9400]% $ $ $ $ 9,400 | $ $ $ -1$ - s $
89 06 | FRE [Route 99; Improve Shaw Avenue Interchange giﬁxl $ 5,000 |[$ 833|$ 4167]9% $ $ $ $ 4,167 | $ $ $ - % -1 s $
94 06 | FRE [Route 43; Widen Expressway 83523' $ 5000 |$ 525 |$ 44751 % $ $ $ $ 4475 | $ $ $ -1$ - s $
972 06 FRE (F)perational Improvements on streets near CSU, Local $ 6,300 | $ 5002 | $ 308 | s $ $ $ $ 308 | 3 $ $ s s $
resno Asstce
98 06 | FRE |Peach Avenue; Widen to four-lane (CON) ALSZ(::L $ 7950 |$ - 1$ 79501 % $ $ $ $ 7,950 | $ $ $ -1$ -1$ $
99.2 | 10 SJ  |Capacity Improvements Ral |$ 10,257 |$ - |$ 10257]$% $ $ $ $ 10257 | $ $ $ - % -1 s $

California Transportation Commission




Traffic Congestion Relief Program Reference No. 4.18
January 22, 2015

Future Allocations Plan Attachment 1
($in 1,000s) Page 3 of 3
TIER 2 Projects - Future TCRP Allocations
Previously Future
TCRP Dist Co Title Type Total Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP +older
TCRP Amount
1023 os sB Route 101 Access; Advanced Traffic Corridor Local $ 1032 | s 110 | $ 922 | s s s s s 922 | s s s s s
System Asstce
106 | 10 | MER |Campus Parkway el 1 23000 |$ 17526 |$ 54748 s -ls s -|s  s47a|s s s s s s
109 | 10 | STA |Route 132 Expressway ol |8 12000 |8 eos|s 113923 s s s s 113028 s s s s s
110 | 10 | STA |sR-132 West widening gjfl';' $ 20003 453|s 15478 | -ls s -|s 1478 s s s s s
112 06 KIN JerseyA_ven_ue;widenfr0m17thAvenuet018th Local $ 1500 | $ } $ 1500 | $ s s s s 1500 | $ s s s s s
Avenue in Kings County Asstce
Route 46 Expressway, Capital . . . . _ _ _ _ _
113 06 | KER Segments 1 & 2 (non-CMIA) Outlay $ 27120 |$ 4690 |$ 22430]% $ $ $ $ 22430 (% $ $ $ $ $
114 06 KER RouleGS; passing lanes & intersection Capital $ 12,000 | $ 376 |s 116243 s s s s 2125 | $ 0,499 | $ s s s s
improvement Outlay
South Sacramento Light Rail Extension- Mass . . . . _ _ _ _ _
115 03 | SAC Phase 2 Trans $ 70,000 |$ 12,100 | $ 57900]|$ $ $ $ $ 57,900 | $ $ $ $ $ $
116 | 03 | sac [Route 80 Light Rail T“f:sz $ 25000 |$ 19,900 |$ 5100 |$ -|s -|s -|s -|s 51008 -ls -|s -ls -|s -|s
126 03 | SAC |Route 50/Watt Avenue Interchange 8355' $ 7,000 |$ 720l$ 62801 % -1 % -1 % - % -8 6,280 | $ -1$ -1$ -1$ - s - s
120 | 08 | sBD |Route 62; Utiity Undergrounding giﬁgﬁ' $ 3200[$ 990 |s 2210|$ s s s -|s 22108 s s s s s
1481 | 11 | MP |widen State Route 98 giﬁg@' $ 8900 [$ 2500 |s 6400]$ s s -3 -|$  6400]|$ s s s s s
1582 | o7 LA Intersection of Olympic Blvd/Mateo Street/Porter Local $ 1275 | $ 680 | $ 505 | $ s s s s 505 | $ s s s s s
Street Asstce
TIER 2 PROJECTS TOTALS - | $ 475,704 | $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 439843 |3% 9,49 | $ - $ 26362 (% - $ - $ -

California Transportation Commission




Traffic Congestion Relief Program Reference No.: 4.18
Completed Projects January 22, 2015

Attachment 2
Attachment 2 Page 1 of 2

Total Completed Projects: 133

TCRP #| PPNO District| County Title
3 TO003 4 SCL | Route 101; widen freeway from four to eight lanes-Bernal Road to Burnett Avenue.
5 0468E 4 SCL | Rte 101; add NB lane to fwy thru San Jose, Rte 87 to Trimble Rd
6 TO060 4 SCL | Route 262; major investment study, Route 680 to Route 880 near Warm Springs.
7.1 TO071 4 SCL | CalTrain; expand service to Gilroy.
7.2 TO072 4 SCL | CalTrain; Caltrain Service Improvement Project
8 0409C 4 SCL | Route 880; reconstruct Coleman Avenue Interchange near San Jose Airport.
9.1 T0091 4 ALA/SCL Capitol Corridor; improve intercity rail line between Oakland and San Jose. Harder Road Overcrossing Project.
9.2 2086 4 ALA | Capitol Corridor; Emeryville Station track and platform improvements.
9.4 2064 4 ALA/SCL Capitol Corridor; Oakland to San Jose intercity track improvements.
10 4 Bay Area Regional Express Bus; acquire low-emission buses in nine counties.
11 T0110 4 Bay Area| San Francisco Bay Southern Crossing; complete feasibility and financial studies for new San Francisco Bay crossing (new bridge,
111 TO111 4 MTC | San Francisco Bay Southern Crossing; Video Tolling
121 2011H 4 CC  BART Extension Eastward From Pittsburg/Bay Point
13 T0130 4 Bay Area CalTrain Peninsula Corridor; acquire rolling stock, add passing tracks, and construct pedestrian access structure at stations.
15 29491 4 ALA | Caldecott Tunnel; add 4th bore tunnel w/ additional lanes in Ala & CC Cos.
16.1 0190D 4 CC Route 4; widen freeway to eight lanes from Railroad through Loveridge Road.
20.1 2134 4 SF San Francisco Muni 3rd Street Light Rail Extension
20.2 T0202 4 SF San Francisco Muni Third Street Light Rail
21 T0210 4 SF San Francisco Muni Ocean Avenue Light Rail.
22 0619A 4 SF Doyle Drive Replacement
24 T0240 4 SOL | Vallejo Baylink Ferry; expand Baylink Vallejo-San Francisco service.
25.1 T0251 4 SOL |1-80/1-680/Route 12 Interchange in Fairfield Major Investment Study/Corridor Study.
25.2 5301K 4 SOL | 1-80/1-680/Route 12 Interchange Connector, Phase 2
25.3 5301K 4 SOL |1-80/I-680/Route 12 Interchange
27.1 2009L 4 ALA/CC |Vasco Road Safety and Transit Enhancement Project-Parking Structure for VC Project.
27.2 T0272 4 ALA/CC |Vasco Road Safety and Transit Enhancement Project-Parking Structure for VC Project.
27.3 T0273 4 ALA/CC |Vasco Road Safety and Transit Enhancement Project-Parking Structure for VC Project.
29 T0290 4 ALA/CC |AC Transit; buy two fuel cell buses and fueling facility for demonstration project.
30 TO300 4 MRN | Implementation of commuter rail passenger service from Cloverdale south to San Rafael & Larkspur in Marin and Sonoma Counties.
32.1 T0321 1 HUM | North Coast Railroad; repair and upgrade track. Subparagraph (a)(2) defray administrative costs.
32.2 T0322 1 HUM | North Coast Railroad; repair and upgrade track. Sub-paragraph (b) completion of rail line from Lombard to Willits.
32.3 T0323 1 Various |North Coast Rail Authority; Complete Rail Line
32.6 T0326 1 HUM | North Coast Railroad; repair and upgrade track. Sub-paragraph (f) debt reduction.
32.8 1 HUM | North Coast Railroad; Repayment of Q Fund
32.9 T0329 1 Various |North Coast Railroad; long-term stabilization
33 T0330 7 LA Bus Transit-Acquire low-emision buses for LA County MTA bus service.
34 T0340 7 LA Blue Line to Los Angeles; new rail line Pasadena to Los Angeles.
35.1 T0351 7 LA Pacific Surfliner; triple track intercity rail line add run-through-tracks thru LA Union Station.
35.3 T0353 7 LA Pacific Surfliner; triple track intercity railline
36 2890 7 LA Eastside Transit Corridor
37.1 4025 7 LA Los Angeles Mid-City Transit Improvements.
37.2 3447 7 LA Exposition Light Rail Transit Corridor, Phase 1
38.1 2891 7 LA Los Angeles - San Fernando Valley Transit Extension.
38.2 T0382 7 LA LA-S Fernando Vly Transit Ext; (B) build an N-S corridor bus transit project interfacing w/ East-West Burbank-Chandler corridor project &
44 T0440 7 LA Route 47 (Terminal Island Freeway)
45 T0450 7 LA Route 710; complete Gateway Corridor Study, Los Angeles/Long Beach ports to Route 5.
46 T0460 7 LA Route 1; reconstruct intersection at Route 107 in Torrance in Los Angeles County.
48 T0480 7 LA/VEN |Route 101; corridor analysis and PSR to improve corridor from Route 170 to Route 23 in Thousand Oaks.
51 TO510 7 LA NB Route 405/101 Connector Gap Closure
52 2333 7 LA GARVEE Debt Service (Rte 405-Waterford Ave-Rte 10)
53 TO0530 7 LA Automated Signal Corridors (ATSAC).
54.1 2318 7 LA Alameda Corridor East; build grade seps on BNSF & UP RR ines, downtown LA to co line ACE
56 3071 8 SBD |Metrolink; track and signal improvements on Metrolink; San Bernardino line.
59 T0590 8 SB 1-10/Live Oak Canyon Interchange Improvement
60.1 T0601 8 SB Route 15; Southbound Truck Climbing Lane
60.2 0176A 8 SB Route 15 ; Southbound Truck Climbing Lane
61 T0610 8 RIV  |Rte 10; reconst Apache Trail IC east of Banning in Riverside County.
62 0092A 8 RIV  |Route 91; Add HOV Lanes; Adams Street to Route 60/215 Junction
62.1 0121L 8 RIV  |Route 215 Corridor; Rte 60/91/215 Connectors
64.2 4678 12 ORA |Rte 91; E,B aux lane & E/B 91 to N/B 71 connector ramp
70.1 TO701 12 ORA | Route 22; add HOV lanes on Garden Grove Freeway, Route 1-405 to Route 55 in Orange Co. — Construction of soundwalls .
70.2 T0702 12 ORA | Route 22; Add HOV lanes on Garden Grove Freeway
73 9656 12 ORA |Alameda Corridor East; (Orangethorpe Corridor) build grade seps on BNSF line.
74.1 2071 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line w/n San Diego Co, add maintenance yard (Oceanside Double Tracking).
74.2 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - improvements to the LOSSAN Corridor.
74.4 TO0744 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - Track and signal improvements at Fallbrook.
74.5 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - Encinitas Passing Track.
74.6 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - Leucadia Blvd Grade Separation.
74.7 75 SD In Encinitas, between La Costa Boulevard and Chesterfield Drive. Construct a grade separated pedestrian crossing in the vicinity of Santa
74.8 TO748 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - CP O’Neil to CP Flores Double Track.
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TCRP # | PPNO District| County Title
74.9 TO749 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; Santa Margarita River Bridge and Doubletrack
74.10 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; within San Diego Co. (Carlsbad Doubletrack)
75.1 TO751 11 SD  San Diego Transit Buses — Acquire CNG buses, purchase three fueling facilities, and expand one fueling facility.
75.2 TO752 11 SD | San Diego Transit Buses; acquire 85 low-emission buses.
76 TO760 11 SD | Coaster Commuter Rail; acquire one new train set to expand commuter rail.
76.1 TO761 11 SD | Coaster Commuter Rail; acquire one new train set to expand commuter rail.
78 7413 11 SD East Village access; improve access to light rail from new in-town East Village development.
79 8192A 11 SD North County Light Rail; build new 20-mile light rail line from Oceanside to Escondido.
80 7307 11 SD Mid-Coast University City Extension, PS&E
81 TO810 11 SD | San Diego Ferry; acquire low-emission high-speed ferryboat for new off-coast service.
82.1 0129X 11 SD Route 5/805 Widening & Interchange (Stage 3)
82.2 0701 11 SD Route 5/805 North Coast Corridor Project (Stage 1A)
83.1 0683 11 SD Route 15; managed lanes north of San Diego (State 1-Transit elements)
83.2 0223B 11 SD 1-15 Managed Lanes
85 0271E 11 SD Route 56; new freeway between I-5 and I-15 in the city of San Diego
87.1 TO871 11 SD Routes 94/125; build two new freeway connector ramps at Route 94/125 in Lemon Grove.
89 T0890 6 FRE | Route 99; improve Shaw Avenue interchange in northern Fresno
90 1530 6 FRE | Route 99; widen freeway to 6 lanes, Kingsburg to Selma in Fresno County
91 0090F 6 FRE | Route 180 - Clovis Ave to Temperance Ave
92 2092 75 KIN San Joaquin Corridor; improve track & signals near Hanford in Kings Co
93 T0930 6 FRE | Rte 180; complete envl studies to extend Rte 180 w. fr. Mendota to I-5
94 1490 6 FRE | Highland Avenue 4 Lane
96 TO096 6 FRE | Friant Rd; widen to 4 In from Copper Ave to Rd 206.
97 T0970 6 FRE  Operational improvements on Shaw, Chestnut, Willow, and Barstow Avenues near CSU, Fresno.
99.1 T0991 6 SJ San Joaquin Corridor; improve track and signals along San Joaquin intercity rail line in seven counties. CALWA to BOWLES.
99.3 2025 75 MAD  Madera Amtrak Station Relocation
100 T1000 10 SJ SJ Valley Emergency Clean Air Attainment Program; incentives for the reduction of emissions from heavy-duty diesel engines operating
101 T1010 5 SC | Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District bus fleet; acquisition of low-emission buses.
102.1 916 5 SB Route 101 access; State Street smart corridor Advanced Traffic Corridor System (ATSC) technology — Outer State Street Signal System.
103 EO013 6 KER |7th Standard Road Widening
107 7965B 10 SJ Widen freeway to 6 lanes, Tracy to I-5
108 7213 10 SJ Rte 5; add NB lane to fwy thru Mossdale "Y", Rte 205 to Rte 120
111 A4360B 6 KIN | Rte 198; build 10 miles of new 4-lane expway from Rte 99 to Hanford
117 ORO1 3 SAC |Folsom Light Rail; extend light rail tracks from 7th Street and K Street to the Amtrak Depot in Sacramento, and extend Folsom light rail.
118 T1180 3 SAC |Sacramento Emergency Clean Air/Transportation Plan (SECAT).
119.1 T1191 3 SAC |Convert Sacramento Regional Transit bus fleet to low emission and provide Yolobus service by the Yolo County Transportation District.
119.2 T1192 3 SAC |Convert Sacramento Regional Transit bus fleet to low emission and provide Yolobus service by the Yolo County Transportation District.
121 T1210 6 KER |Metropolitan Bakersfield System Study; to reduce congestion in the city of Bakersfield.
123 2029 11 SD | Oceanside Transit Center; parking structure.
127 T1270 4 SCL | Route 85/Route 87; interchange completion; addition of two direct connectors.
128 2308F 2 SHA | Airport Road; Reconstruction and Intersection Improvement Project
129 T1290 8 SBD |Route 62; traffic & pedestrian safety and utility
133 T1330 3 SAC |Feasibility studies for grade separation projects for Union Pacific Railroad at Elk Grove Boulevard and Bond Road.
134 0223A 3 SAC | Route 50/Sunrise Boulevard; interchange modifications.
135 0247J 3 SAC |Route 99/Sheldon Road; interchange project.
138 T1380 6 KIN/TUL |Cross Valley Rail; upgrade track from Visalia to Huron.
139.1 T1391 4 SF Balboa Park BART Station; phase | expansion - BART Project Improvements.
139.2 T1392 4 SF Balboa Park BART Station; phase | expansion - Historic Geneva Office Building.
140 T1400 6 TUL |City of Goshen; overpass for Route 99.
141 2110 4 ALA | Union City; pedestrian bridge over Union Pacific rail lines.
142 T1420 7 LA |West Hollywood; repair, maintenance, and mitigation of Santa Monica Boulevard.
144 T1440 4 SF/MRN | Seismic retrofit of the national landmark Golden Gate Bridge.
145 T0145 7 LA Construction of a new siding in Sun Valley between Sheldon Street and Sunland Boulevard.
148.2 T1482 11 IMP | Route 98; widening of 8 miles between Route 111 and Route 7 from 2 lanes to 4 lanes.
149 T1490 5 SCr  Purchase of low-emission buses for express service on Route 17.
150 T1500 5 SCr  Santa Cruz Metro Center
151 TO151 7 LA Purchase of 5 alternative fuel buses for the Pasadena Area Rapid Transit System.
152 T1520 7 LA Pasadena Blue Line transit-oriented mixed-use development.
153 T0153 7 LA Pasadena Blue Line utility relocation.
154 TO0154 7 LA Route 134/I-5 interchange study.
156 1014 4 ALA BART Trans Bay Tube Seismic Retrofit
158.1 T1581 7 LA Remodel the intersection of Olympic Boulevard, Mateo Street, and Porter Street.
159 0789A 4 SON | Route 101 HOV Lanes; Route 12 to Steele Lane
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Memorandum Tab 30

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.:  2.1a.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Transportation Programming

STIP AMENDMENT 14S-05

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) Amendment 14S-05. This item was noticed at the Commission’s December 2014 meeting.

ISSUE:

The Cities of San Jose/Palo Alto and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) propose to
amend the 2014 STIP to delete $1,350,000 Regional Improvement Program (RIP) construction funds
in Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17 from the Alameda Grand Boulevard - Phase 2 project (PPNO 0416Q)
and reprogram these funds to FY 2016-17 for construction for the US-101/Adobe Creek Bicycle and
Pedestrian Bridge project (PPNO 2015D) in Santa Clara County.

BACKGROUND:

The Alameda Grand Boulevard - Phase 2 project is currently programmed for construction with
$1,350,000 RIP in FY 2016-17. The City of San Jose is the implementing agency. Since the project
is ready for delivery now, it is proposed to swap $1,350,000 RIP funds with an equal amount of
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds and local funds in which are currently programmed to
the US-101/Adobe Creek Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge project (PPNO 2015D). That project is
currently programmed with $3,000,000 RIP for construction in FY 2016-17. The City of Palo Alto
is the implementing agency for that project.

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission concurs with the changes described above and
tabulated on the following pages.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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DELETES: The Alameda Grand Boulevard - Phase 2 project (PPNO 0416Q)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Santa Clara 4 0416Q LA 2016-17
Implementing Agency: (by |[PA&ED |City of San Jose PS&E City of San Jose
component) R/W City of San Jose CON City of San Jose
RTPA/CTC: Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Project Title: The Alameda Grand Boulevard Phase 2
Location In the city of San Jose, on the Alameda between Newhall to Fremont.
Description: Construct edestrian infrastructure improvements such as enhanced and new crosswalks, enhanced centerline median, curb

ramps, pedestrian bulb-outs, traffic signal modifications, and other improvements.

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 R/W CON [PA&ED| PS&E | Supp Supp

Regional Improvement Program funds
Existing 1,350 1,350 1,350
Change (1,350) (1,350) (1,350)
Proposed 0 0 0
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds
Existing 2,150 0 2,150 2,150
Change 1,000 3,150 (2,150) 1,000
Proposed 3,150 3,150 0 3,150

Local funds
Existing 930 930 0 40 0 890
Change 350 0 350 0 350 0
Proposed 1,280 930 350 40 350 890
Total
Existing 4,430 930 0 3,500 40| 3,500 890
Change 0 0| 3,500 (3,500) 0 0 0
Proposed [ 4,430 930 3,500 0 40 3,500 890

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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REVISES: US-101/Adobe Creek Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge project (PPNO 2015D)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Santa Clara 4 2015D CO 2016-17 50.6 50.6 101
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED |City of Palo Alto PS&E City of Palo Alto
component) R/W City of Palo Alto CON City of Palo Alto
RTPA/CTC: Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Project Title: Adobe Creek/ Highway 101 Bicycle Pedestrian Bridge
Location In Palo Alto.
Description: Construct a Bicycle/Pedestrian Overcrossing.
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | 17/18 | 18/19 R/W CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
Regional Improvement Program funds
Existing 3,000 3,000 3,000
Change 1,350 1,350 1,350
Proposed | 4,350 4,350 4,350
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds
Existing 1,000 I 1,000 1,000
Change (1,000)f (1,000) (1,000)
Proposed 0] 0 0
Local funds
Existing | 5,500 | 1,500 4,000 4,000 1,500
Change (350)] 0 (350) (350) 0
Proposed | 5,150 | 1,500 3,650 3,650 1,500
Total
Existing 9,500 | 1,500 8,000 8,000 1,500
Change 0 0] 0 0 0
Proposed | 9,500 | 1,500 8,000 8,000 1,500

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the 2014 STIP to
delete $1,350,000 Regional Improvement Program (RIP) construction funds in Fiscal Year (FY)
2016-17 from the Alameda Grand Boulevard - Phase 2 project (PPNO 0416Q) and reprogram these
funds to FY 2016-17 for construction for the US-101/Adobe Creek Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge
project (PPNO 2015D), in Santa Clara County.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Reference No.:  2.24.
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

NOTICE OF PREPARATION - ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
GLEASON BEACH STATE ROUTE 1 REALIGNMENT PROJECT

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, provide comments in response to the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be prepared for the Gleason
Beach State Route 1 Realignment Project?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission make no comments regarding the environmental issues
to be addressed in the EIR for this project; however Staff recommends that a letter be sent to
Caltrans 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.

— As this project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program,
notification should be provided to the Commission as a Responsible Agency.

BACKGROUND:

Caltrans is the designated CEQA Lead Agency responsible for the environmental review of this
project. For project summary information and a copy of the NOP, please see Caltrans’
memorandum included as agenda item 2.2a.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.2a.

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Katrina Pierce, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Environmental Analysis

subject: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, review and comment at the
January 2015 Commission meeting on the following Notice of Preparation (NOP):

ISSUE:

« 04-Son-1, PM 15.1/15.8. State Route 1(SR 1) in Sonoma County. Construct roadway
improvements including realigning a portion of SR 1 near the town of Jenner.
(PPNO 0748E)

PROGRAMMING:

This project in Sonoma County will realign a portion of SR 1, moving the roadway eastward
away from the coast. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and
Protection Program. The total estimated cost is $36,870,000 for capital and support.
Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2017-18. The scope, as described for the
preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the
2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.

ALTERNATIVES BEING CONSIDERED:

Alternatives for the project include:

Alternative 19A — This alternative would remove the existing Scotty Creek culvert structure
and propose beach visitor parking at Gleason Beach. The proposed highway alignment north
of the proposed bridge touchdown would be to the east of the residences located north of
Gleason Beach. South of the proposed bridge the highway would be aligned eastward a short
distance from the existing highway.

Alternative 19B — This alternative would be similar to alternative 19A except the highway
alignment south of the proposed bridge would be located farther east of the existing highway.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2a.
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 2

Alternative 20 — This alternative would be similar to Alternative 19A except that the proposed
bridge and the highway south of the proposed bridge would be aligned approximately 150 feet
east of the other alternatives.

No-build Alternative

POTENTIAL SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:

e Biological, including rare and endangered species and coastal wetlands.
e Visual.

Based on the potential for significant impacts to the areas listed above, an Environmental
Impact Report is being prepared for the project.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”
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SCH NO._201102200

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

To: From: California Dept. of Transportation
P.O. Box 23660, MS-8B
Qakland, CA 94623-0660

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report -
Reference: California Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(a), 15103,
156375.

Project Title: Gleason Beach Highway 1 Realignment Project

Project Location: State Route 1, between Jenner and Bodega Bay in unincorporated Sonoma

County

Project Description: The California Department of Transportation proposes to realign a two-lane
section of State Route 1, moving the roadway eastwards and away from the coast. The purpose
of the proposed project is to provide a safe transportation facility that is no longer vulnerable to
rapidly advancing coastal erosion.

This is to inform you that the California Department of Transportation will be the lead agency and
will prepare an environmental impact report for the project described below. Your participation
as aresponsible agency is requested in the preparation and review of this document.

We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental
information that is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the
proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when
considering your permit or other approval for the project.

A more detailed project description, location map, and identification of potential environmental
effects that may result from this project are contained in the attached materials.

A copy of the Initial Study is not aftached.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible
date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.

Please direct your response to Stefan Galvez-Abadia, Office Chief, E-mail

stefan.galvez@dot.ca.gov, Telephone 510.286.5506 at the address shown above. Please
supply us with the name for a contact person in your agency.

Date J/ Z ;{ZQ /o Signature o
Title Offieé Chief

/ 4




To:

From:

Subject:

Memorandum Tab 32

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

Reference No.:  2.2D
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
(DEIR/EA) FOR THE INTERSTATE 680 (1-680) NORTHBOUND HIGH OCCUPANCY
VEHICLE (HOV)/EXPRESS LANE PROJECT

04-SCL-680, PM 6.5/9.9, 04-ALA-680, PM 0.0/12.4 (PPNO 0177, 0587E, TCRP Project #4)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, provide comments in response to the DEIR/EA for
the 1-680 Northbound HOV/Express Lane Project in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission make no comments relative to the alternatives or environmental
impacts addressed in the DEIR/EA. However, staff recommends that a letter be sent to Caltrans that
states the following:

— The Commission has no comments with respect to the alternatives or environmental impacts
addressed in the DEIR/EA.

— The Commission recommends that Caltrans and its partners identify and secure the necessary
funding to complete the project.

— As this project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program
(SHOPP) and the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), and actions under the purview of
the Commission are anticipated, upon completion of the final environmental document,
notification should be provided to the Commission as a Responsible Agency.

BACKGROUND:

Caltrans is the designated CEQA/NEPA Lead Agency responsible for the environmental review of
the project. The 1-680 Northbound HOV/Express Lane Project will construct an approximately 15-
mile HOV/Express Lane on northbound 1-680 from south of State Route (SR) 237 in Santa Clara
County to north of SR 84 (Vallecitos Road) in Alameda County. For additional project information
and summaries of the alternatives and environmental impacts please see Caltrans’ memorandum
included as agenda item 2.2b.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.2b.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA prepared by:  Katrina C. Pierce, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Environmental Analysis

COMMENTS ON DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) review and comment at the January 2015 Commission
meeting on the following Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR):

ISSUE:

04-SCI-680, PM 6.5/9.9, 04-ALA-680, PM 0.0/12.4

This project in Santa Clara and Alameda Counties will construct a high occupancy vehicle/express
lane on northbound Interstate 680 (1-680), and rehabilitate the existing roadway. The project is
programmed in the Traffic Congestion Relief Program and the 2014 State Highway Operation and
Protection Program. The project is not fully funded. Depending on the alternative selected, the total
estimated cost is approximately $380,500,000 for capital and support. Depending on the availability
of funding, construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2016-17.

Alternatives considered for the proposed project include:

e Build Alternative — This alternative proposes to construct, in multiple phases, an
HOV/express lane facility on northbound 1-680 from State Route 237 to State Route 84.

e No Build Alternative.

The decision to prepare an EIR was made due to a substantial amount of public controversy
surrounding the project associated with the proposed removal of five historic trees. Impacts
of the project include:

e Biological Resources
e Noise
e Paleontological Resources

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance
California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2h.
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 2

The following measures would be incorporated to minimize impacts of the project:

e Compensatory mitigation for jurisdictional water features.

e Compensatory mitigation for the California Tiger Salamander.

e Compensatory mitigation for the California Red-Legged Frog.

e Compensatory mitigation for the Alameda Whipsnake.

e Compensatory mitigation for Oak Woodlands.

e Potential compensatory mitigation for central California coast steelhead.

¢ Noise abatement measures as required.

e A Paleontological Evaluation Report will be prepared and, if needed, a
Paleontological Mitigation Plan will be prepared and implemented.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance
California’s economy and livability”
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I-680 Northbound HOV/Express Lane Project

SANTA CLARA AND ALAMEDA COUNTIES, CALIFORNIA
DISTRICT 04 - SCL-680 (PM 6.5/9.9) — ALA-680 (PM 0.0/12.4)
EA 04-4G0500/0412000437

Draft Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA)

e

|
|

Prepared by the State of California epatment of Transportation

The environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in accordance with applicable
Federal laws for this project is being, or has been, carried out by Caltrans under its assumption of
responsibility pursuant to 23 USC 327.

latrans:

November 2014
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General Information About This Document

WHAT'S IN THIS DOCUMENT

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), as assigned by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), has prepared this Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Assessment (EIR/EA), which examines the potential environmental impacts of the alternatives
being considered for the proposed project located in Alameda and Santa Clara Counties,
California. Caltrans is the lead agency for preparing the environmental document in compliance
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). The document tells you why the project is being proposed, alternatives considered,
how the existing environment could be affected by the alternatives, the potential impacts of each
of the alternatives, and the proposed avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures.

WHAT YOU SHOULD DO:
= Please read the document

= This document is available in electronic format at:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist4/envdocs.htm

= Additional copies of this document are available for review at:
= Caltrans District 4, 111 Grand Avenue, Oakland, CA

= Alameda County Transportation Commission, 1333 Broadway, Suite 300, Oakland,
CA

= City of Fremont, Planning Division, 39550 Liberty St, Fremont, CA
= City of Pleasanton, Planning Division, 200 Old Bernal Avenue, Pleasanton, CA
= City of Milpitas, Planning Division, 455 East Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA

= Attend the public meetings scheduled for:

JANUARY 8, 2015 6:30-8:30 PM JANUARY 13, 2015 6:30-8:30 PM
Mission High School Hearst Elementary School
41717 Palm Avenue 5301 Case Avenue

Fremont, CA 94539 Pleasanton, CA 94566



= We would like to hear what you think. If you have any comments regarding the
proposed project, please attend the public meeting and/or send your written comments

to Caltrans by the deadline.
= Submit comments via postal mail to:

California Department of Transportation, District 4
Attn: Wahida I. Rashid

111 Grand Avenue

Office of Environmental Analysis, MS-8B
Oakland, CA 94612

= Submit comments via email to: wahida.rashid@dot.ca.gov

Be sure to submit comments by the deadline: Friday, January 23, 2015

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT

After comments are received from the public and reviewing agencies, Caltrans, as assigned by
the FHWA, may: (1) give environmental approval to the proposed project, (2) do additional
environmental studies, or (3) abandon the project. If the project is given environmental approval
and funding is appropriated, Caltrans could design and construct all or part of the project.

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, in large
print, on audiocassette, or on computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats,
please call or write to California Department of Transportation, Attn: Wahida |. Rashid, 111
Grand Avenue, Office of Environmental Analysis MS-8B, Oakland, CA, 94612; (510) 286-5935,
Voice, or use the California Relay Service TTY number, 711.



SCH No. 2012092028

DISTRICT 04-SCL-680 PM 6.5/9.9
04-ALA-680 PM 0.0/12.4

EA 04-4G0500/Project No. 0412000437

Construct an approximately 15-mile High Occupancy Vehicle/express lane (HOV/express lane)
project on northbound Interstate 680 (1-680) from south of State Route (SR) 237 in Santa Clara
County to north of SR 84 (Vallecitos Road) in Alameda County.

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Submitted Pursuant to: (State) Division 13, California Public Resources Code
(Federal) 42 USC 4332(2)(C)

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Department of Transportation

And

Cooperating Agency: Alameda County Transportation Commission

11414 o Y

Date of Approval Bijan Safipi, Digtrict Directcﬁ‘
Californfa Department of Trahsportation
NEPA and ZEQA Lead Agency

The following persons may be contacted for additional information conceming this document:

California Department of Transportation Alameda County Transportation Commission
Attn: Wahida |. Rashid Attn: Stewart D. Ng

Office of Environmental Analysis 1111 Broadway, Suite 800

111 Grand Avenue, MS-8B Oakland, CA 94607

Oakland, CA 94612 (510) 208-7437

(510) 286-5935
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SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the Alameda
County Transportation Commission (Alameda CTC) and Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), propose to construct an approximately 15-mile High Occupancy Vehicle/express
lane (HOV/express lane) project on northbound Interstate 680 (1-680) from south of State
Route (SR) 237 in Santa Clara County to north of SR 84 (Vallecitos Road) in Alameda County.
The HOV /express lane would be a specially-designated freeway lane that is free for carpools
and other eligible HOV users, but also gives single-occupancy-vehicles the option to pay tolls
to use the HOV /express lane. Figure S-1 shows the general location of the proposed
improvements extending along [-680 from Post Mile 6.5 in Santa Clara County to 12.4 in
Alameda County. The new HOV/express lane would pass in or near the cities of Milpitas,
Fremont, and Pleasanton, and the community of Sunol. The 1-680 Sunol Smart Carpool Lane
Joint Powers Authority (SSCLJPA) would operate the express lane.l

Caltrans is the lead agency responsible for preparing this draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA) in compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

OVERVIEW OF THE PROJECT LIMITS

The proposed improvements are located within a mixture of urban, suburban, and rural
development patterns, with a diverse mixture of land uses through the cities of Milpitas,
Fremont, and other communities in the East Bay hills. The southern portion of the study
area, from SR 237 in Milpitas to the Alameda County line, is surrounded by residential,
commercial, office, and public facility uses. Travelling north, through the City of Fremont, the
[-680 corridor is surrounded by a mix of commercial, industrial, institutional, residential,
parks and open space uses. From the northeastern Fremont hills through the community of
Sunol, in unincorporated Alameda County, land uses are predominantly large agricultural
properties and open space.

1 [n 2004, the State Legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 2032, authorizing two pilot express lanes in
Northern California. The Streets and Highway Code Section 149.5, established the SSCLJPA, and
further authorized the SSCLJPA and its members, consisting of Alameda CTC (formerly ACCMA and
ACTIA), and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) to conduct, administer, and operate a
value pricing HOV program in the I-680 corridor in Alameda and Santa Clara counties.

I-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
EXPRESS LANE PROJECT S-1 DRAFT EIR/EA
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SUMMARY

PROJECTS IN THE STUDY AREA

There are 27 planned developments within the communities adjacent to the project limits,
which are predominately residential development projects (refer to Section 2.4.2,
Cumulative Analysis). Other planned development projects include several institutional,
commercial, and mixed-use commercial /residential land uses. Construction is also underway
for two new Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) stations in the Warm Springs area of Fremont
and in downtown Milpitas.

Planned and approved transportation improvements along local routes may be implemented
by local agencies or under other projects (see Section 2.4.2, Cumulative Analysis, for a
detailed discussion). Such projects include the following:

= [-680 Ramp Metering Project
= [-680 Pavement Rehabilitation Project
= [-680 Northbound Express Lane Extension (from SR 84 to south of Alcosta Boulevard)

» [-680 Express Lanes Project, Bay Area Infrastructure Financing Authority (BAIFA)
(HOV conversion from Rudgear Road to Alcosta Boulevard in the southbound
direction and from Alcosta Boulevard to Livorna Road in the northbound direction)

= SR 84 Expressway Widening Project (Ruby Hills Drive to Jack London Boulevard)
= SR 84 Expressway Widening Project (1-680 to Pigeon Pass)

= [-680/1-880 Cross Connector

= [-580 Express Lanes (east of [-680)

= Mission Boulevard Streetscape Improvements (between Verde Way and Mission
Creek, Fremont)

PURPOSE AND NEED

PURPOSE

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Transportation 2035 Plan establishes
the implementation of a regional express lanes network to effectively improve throughput
and reduce delays on the major travel corridors within the San Francisco Bay Area, including
northbound [-680. To address these issues, the proposed project would fulfill the following
goals:

1-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
EXPRESS LANE PROJECT S-3 DRAFT EIR/EA
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= Increase the efficiency of the transportation system on northbound I-680 between SR
237 and SR 84 to accommodate current and future traffic demand

= Improve travel time and travel reliability for all users, including HOV and transit
users

= (Optimize freeway system management and traffic operations

= Maintain consistency with the provisions defined in California State Assembly Bill
(AB) 2032 and AB 574 to implement an HOV/express lanes system in Alameda
County

NEED

= Capacity and Transportation Demand. The existing roadway features and freeway
mainline capacity of northbound [-680 within the project limits are inadequate to
accommodate the existing traffic demand.2 The result is traffic congestion and delay
during afternoon peak travel periods, when the corridor serves as a major commute
route for people who work in Silicon Valley and live in eastern Alameda County,
Contra Costa County, or the northern part of the San Joaquin Valley.? Tables 2.1.7-1
and 2.1.7-2, in Section 2.1.7, Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle
Facilities, of this EIR/EA summarize current and forecast mainline and ramp
operations along [-680 within the traffic study area, respectively. A substantial
number of drivers divert off of I-680 and use local roads. The additional traffic
diverted from the freeway is resulting in traffic congestion on city streets during peak
commute periods.

Projections of future conditions on the I-680 corridor within the project limits
indicate that the demand for travel is expected to far exceed the available capacity
during peak periods, adversely affecting travel speeds and creating bottlenecks at
constrained locations. It is projected that the number of vehicles using this segment
of 1-680 will increase by up to 28 percent, and the period of LOS F conditions will
extend for more than six hours by the year 2040.*

= Travel Time Delay for all Users. Current data on corridor travel speeds indicate that
travelers experience substantial delays during the peak period; the time required to
traverse the corridor is twice as long as during off-peak periods, and each traveler
experiences delays of 15 to 20 minutes when compared to free-flowing conditions.
Forecasted conditions indicate a level of traffic congestion that is also expected to
reduce transit service reliability.

2 The freeway “mainline” refers to the general mixed-flow travel lanes that are open to all drivers.

3 According to 2011 traffic count data, the weekday three-hour peak commute period for the project
corridor occurs from 3:45 to 6:45 PM, with the heaviest hour of traffic occurring from 5:15 to 6:15PM.
4 Caltrans, 2014n. [I-680 Express Lane, Traffic Operations Analysis Report.

I-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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® Traffic Diversion and Unused Capacity. Based on fall 2011 traffic counts at all of
the ramps, there is a sharp increase in traffic using the Sheridan Road off-ramp and a
very similar spike in traffic using the Andrade Road on-ramp on weekdays between
the 5:00 and 7:00 PM time period. This indicates a substantial number of drivers
(approximately 600 vehicles in the peak hour alone) are choosing to divert off of I-
680 and use local roads to avoid congestion on the freeway. Similarly, a large amount
of traffic diversion occurs on Mission Boulevard, between SR 262 and SR 238, and on
Calaveras Road, between SR 237 and SR 84. In the case of Mission Boulevard, the
additional traffic diverted from the freeway is resulting in traffic congestion (LOS F
conditions) on city streets during peak commute periods. Traffic diversion is likely to
further increase as freeway traffic conditions worsen with anticipated growth,
creating even more congestion on city streets during peak commute periods.

Because this corridor primarily serves commuters that tend to follow similar daily
and weekly travel patterns, the experience with the southbound HOV /express lane
indicates that there is a demand for this type of facility in the northbound direction.
Based on future traffic forecasts, the HOV lane usage for the majority of the project
limits would be in the range of 700 to 1,300 vehicles per hour during the peak
commute periods in year 2020, while the capacity of an HOV lane is approximately
1,650 vehicles per hour. These numbers indicate that while there is substantial
demand for an HOV lane, there would be unused capacity in the HOV lane, where the
potential exists to “sell” the available capacity to toll-paying single-occupancy-
vehicles.

= Legislation. On January 1, 2005, AB 2032 authorized the Alameda CTC and VTA to
implement express lanes on 280 miles of freeway network. As partofa
demonstration program, AB 2032 authorized both agencies to conduct, administer,
and operate value pricing programs on two of their congested transportation
corridors, including the I-680 corridor within the project limits. AB 2032 originally
included a sunset provision that authorized the pilot program to operate for a period
not to exceed four years after the agency first collects revenues. California State AB
574; approved October 11, 2007, eliminated the sunset provision in AB 2032,
authorizing the program to operate indefinitely. The enabling legislation stipulates
that revenue collected from the express lanes will be reinvested in projects and
services that provide traffic congestion relief within the express lane corridor.

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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AB 2032 also includes provisions that require HOV/express lanes to operate at level
of service (LOS) C conditions.5¢ This LOS C requirement generally corresponds to a
minimum average operating speed of 45 miles per hour (mph) for HOV/express lanes
with a speed limit of 50 mph or higher.” The minimum LOS C requirement is intended
to provide HOV /express lane users with reliable travel times.

PROPOSED ACTION

This section describes the proposed action and the design alternatives that were developed
to meet the previously identified project purpose and need, while avoiding or minimizing
environmental impacts. The alternatives are the “Build Alternative” and the “No-Build
Alternative”.

Other alternatives were considered but eliminated as none were deemed viable because of
physical constraints and feasibility, or because they did not meet the project’s purpose and
need. See Section 1.3.3, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further
Discussion. Caltrans and ACTC are continuing to evaluate additional design refinements that
may reduce the project footprint and minimize environmental effects.

BUILD ALTERNATIVE

The Build Alternative proposes to construct a new HOV/express lane facility on northbound
[-680 from SR 237 (Calaveras Road) in Santa Clara County to SR 84 (Vallecitos Road) in
Alameda County, a distance of approximately 15 miles. The Build Alternative is anticipated to
be constructed in multiple phases and represents the long-term vision for build out of the
HOV/express lane facility on northbound [-680 from SR 237 to SR 84. The Build Alternative
would consist of the following primary improvements, discussed in detail further below:

= addition of a new HOV/express lane in the northbound direction on I-680 extending
from SR 237 in Santa Clara County to SR 84 (Vallecitos Road) in Alameda County

= installation of electronic tolling equipment and signage

= widening of existing paved surfaces in the median and to the outside of the mainline

5 California Streets and Highways Code Section 149.5(b); LOS D operating conditions in the HOV lane
are only allowed with written approval of Caltrans.

6 Level of Service (LOS) is a measure of traffic conditions and the perception of such conditions by
motorists. There are six LOS ratings, ranging from LOS A (free traffic flow with Jow volumes and high
speeds, resulting in low vehicle densities) to LOS F (traffic volumes exceeding the capacity of the
infrastructure, resulting in forced flow operations, slow speeds, and high vehicle densities). LOSE or F
is typically considered unacceptable by Caltrans, and indicates a need for improvement. Refer to
Section 2.1.7, Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities, for a detailed
discussion of LOS criteria.

7 USC Title 23, Section 166(d)(2)

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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® construction of auxiliary lanes at various locations on northbound I-680 to improve
weaving operations at both ramp locations and express lane access points

= widening or modification of overcrossing and undercrossing structures to
accommodate freeway widening

® demolition and replacement of the Sheridan Road overcrossing
" widening the east side of Alameda Creek Bridge

= construction of retaining walls at various locations to accommodate the northbound
widening

= new and replacement sound walls, as required
* modification of existing ramp metering and Traffic Operations System (TOS) facilities

® pavement rehabilitation on northbound I-680 between Auto Mall Parkway and
Koopman Road

Appendix G includes detailed exhibits of the improvements that would be constructed under
the Build Alternative.

Phase 1 - Initial Construction Phase

The Build Alternative is anticipated to be constructed in multiple phases and represents the
long-term vision for build out of the HOV/express lane facility on northbound 1-680 from

SR 237 to SR 84. A first phase of the Build Alternative (Phase 1) would include the
construction of a new HOV/express lane facility on northbound I-680 from Auto Mall
Parkway to SR 84 (Vallecitos Road), a distance of approximately 8 miles, and an auxiliary lane
between the Washington Boulevard on-ramp and SR 238 (Mission Road) off-ramp. Figure S-
1 shows the general location of the proposed improvements within Phase 1, extending along
[-680 from Post Mile 3.4 to Post Mile 12.4, in Alameda County.8

Chapter 2.0, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance,
Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures, of this environmental document evaluates the
potential effects of the full Build Alternative, including the initial phase of construction (Phase
1). Where appropriate, the environmental consequences and avoidance, minimization,
and/or mitigation measures specific to the Phase 1 segment are identified.

8 The Phase 1 limits start at South Grimmer Boulevard (PM 3.4) to include an approximately
1-mile-long auxiliary lane leading up to the start of the HOV/express lane construction at Auto Mall
Parkway.

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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CONSTRUCTION COST

The estimated construction cost of the proposed improvements, in 2014 dollars, for the
Build Alternative and Phase 1 is $299,374,000 and $205,789,000, respectively.
The breakdown of the cost is provided in Table §-1.

Table S-1 Construction Cost Estimate Summary

| Build Alternative Phase 1
Roadway $162,650,000 $97,319,000
Structures $45,399,000 $38,853,000
Pavement Rehab $ 14,068,000 $ 14,068,000
Time Related Overhead $2,063,000 $1,375,000
Contingency (20%) $44,840,000 $30,320,000
Right-of-way $264,000 $264,000
Utility Relocation $7,290,000 $7,290,000
Environmental Mitigation $7,800,000 $6,300,000
Tolling System Integration (design, $15,000,000 $10,000,000
installation, and maintenance)

Total Cost $299,374,000 $205,789,000

Source: WMH Corporation, 2014

NO-BUILD (NO ACTION) ALTERNATIVE

Under the No-Build Alternative, none of the project features described above would be
constructed. The freeway travel lanes along the [-680 corridor would remain as they
currently exist. No bridge structures would be widened or replaced. Under the No-Build
Alternative, the planned and approved transportation improvements described below may be
implemented by local agencies or under other projects (see Section 2.4.2, Cumulative
Analysis, for a detailed discussion).

The No-Build Alternative includes the potential for these improvements to be implemented
through design year 2040. The No-Build Alternative is the baseline for comparing
environmental impacts under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).?

9 Under the California Environmental Quality Act {(CEQA), the baseline for environmental impact
analysis consists of the existing conditions at the time the Notice of Preparation (NOP) or at the time
the environmental studies began. Near-term impacts (2020) and long-term impacts (2040) are also
considered under CEQA; similar to the No-Build baseline used for NEPA.

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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= [-680 Ramp Metering Project
= [-680 Pavement Rehabilitation Project?0
= [-680 Northbound Express Lane Extension (from SR 84 to south of Alcosta Boulevard)

= [-680 Express Lanes Project, Bay Area Infrastructure Financing Authority (BAIFA)
(HOV conversion from Rudgear Road to Alcosta Boulevard in the southbound
direction and from Alcosta Boulevard to Livorna Road in the northbound direction)

= SR 84 Expressway Widening Project (Ruby Hills Drive to Jack London Boulevard)
= SR 84 Expressway Widening Project (I-680 to Pigeon Pass)
= [-680/1-880 Cross Connector

= [-580 Express Lanes (east of [-680)

Traffic volumes within the project corridor would increase under the No-Build Alternative.
The No-Build Alternative would not achieve the project purpose of increasing the efficiency
of the transportation system by adding capacity on northbound I-680 between SR 237 and
SR 84 to accommodate current and future traffic demand. In addition, the increased traffic
volumes without capacity improvements would worsen the traffic congestion and slow traffic
flow on the highway and local roadway network, resulting in increased potential for traffic
congestion-related collisions.

JOINT CEQA/NEPA DOCUMENT

The proposed project is a joint project by the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and is subject to state and
federal environmental review requirements. Project documentation, therefore, has been
prepared in compliance with both the CEQA and the NEPA. Caltrans is the lead agency under
NEPA and CEQA. In addition, FHWA's responsibility for environmental review, consultation,
and any other action required in accordance with applicable federal laws for this project is
being, or has been, carried-out by Caltrans under its assumption of responsibility pursuant to
23 United States Code (USC) 327.

Some impacts determined to be significant under CEQA may not lead to a determination of
significance under NEPA. Because NEPA is concerned with the significance of the project as a
whole, quite often a “lower level” document is prepared for NEPA. One of the most common
joint document types is an EIR/EA. After receiving comments from the public and reviewing
agencies, a final EIR/EA will be prepared. Caltrans may prepare additional environmental
and/or engineering studies to address comments. The Final EIR/EA will include responses to
comments received on the draft EIR/EA and will identify the preferred alternative. If the

10 Excluding the segment between Auto Mall Parkway (PM M4.0) to Koopman Road (PM R12.4) that
would be rehabilitated under Phase 1of the Build Alternative.

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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decision is made to approve the project, a Notice of Determination (NOD) will be published
for compliance with CEQA, and Caltrans will decide whether to issue a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) or require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
compliance with NEPA. A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the FONSI will be sent to the
affected units of federal, state, and local government, and to the State Clearinghouse in
compliance with Executive Order 12372.

PROJECT IMPACTS

Table S-2 summarizes the adverse effects of the Build Alternative in comparison with the
No-Build Alternative. The proposed avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures to
reduce the effects of the Build Alternative are also presented. This environmental document
evaluates the potential effects of the full Build Alternative, including the initial phase of
construction. Where appropriate, the environmental consequences and avoidance,
minimization and/or mitigation measures specific to the Phase 1 segment are identified. For
a complete description of potential adverse effects and recommended measures, please refer
to the specific sections within Chapter 2.0, Affected Environment, Environmental
Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures.

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
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SUMMARY

COORDINATION WITH PUBLIC AND OTHER AGENCIES
NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND SCOPING

“Scoping” is the process of determining the scope, focus, and content of an environmental
document. The scoping process allows agencies and other interested parties to provide input
on the proposed project, range of alternatives, topics being evaluated, environmental effects,
methods of assessment, and mitigation measures being considered.

Scoping for this project included the use of several channels of communication, including the
Notice of Preparation (NOP), mailers, internet, and newspaper ads. In addition, two public
scoping meetings were held to solicit comments from agencies and the community. All
efforts were conducted to meet Caltrans Title VI goals to prevent discrimination. The scoping
meetings were held on Wednesday, October 3, 2012 at Hearst Elementary School in
Pleasanton between 6:30 PM and 8:30 PM and on Thursday, October 4, 2012 at Chadbourne
Elementary School in Fremont from 6:30 PM to 8:30 PM.

A Public Attendee Observation Tally Sheet was completed by Caltrans staff for each scoping
meeting. The tally sheet is used to obtain statistical data on the people attending the
meetings. Observation on gender, ethnicity, disabilities, and age were made and documented.
Based on personal observation and the information recorded on the tally sheets, a total of 22
people attended both meetings; 5 females and 17 males, of which, all were non-Hispanic
ethnicity. No attendees had a physical disability. All attendees were over the age of 40 except
for one individual.

The scoping meetings were organized in open house format, with informational stations
displaying exhibit boards staffed by representatives from Caltrans, Alameda CTC and its
consultant staff. The exhibit boards portrayed the following subjects: project map,
description of proposed project, how express lanes work, express lane access options being
studied, the environmental process, environmental studies to be performed, project timeline,
and proposed improvements throughout the I-680 corridor. The public was encouraged to
ask questions and to fill out and submit comment sheets at the meeting, or by mail or e-mail
before the close of the scoping period (October 16, 2012).

A total of 20 comments were submitted at the meetings, by mail, or by email. Meeting
attendees also provided verbal comments to the project team. Additionally, two letters were
received from local agencies, including the Alameda County Water District and the City of
Pleasanton. Common issues raised during the scoping process included aesthetics, air and
water quality, the environmental document, the auxiliary lanes, noise, funding, timeline,
safety, and traffic. Relevant CEQA and NEPA-related comments are addressed in Chapter
2.0, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance,
Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures and Chapter 3.0, California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Evaluation of this draft EIR/EA.

1-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
EXPRESS LANE PROJECT 8-21 DRAFT EIR/EA



SUMMARY

The concern of downstream traffic, air quality, and noise, impacts, as well as traffic
congestion along and through Pleasanton was raised by the City of Pleasanton during the
scoping process. The evaluation of downstream impacts and effects on the local circulation
system within Pleasanton has been evaluated and is presented in Chapter 4.0, Comments

and Coordination.

NECESSARY PERMITS AND APPROVALS

Table $-3 identifies the permits/approvals that would be required for project construction.

Table $S-3 Permits and Approvals

Agency

Permit/Approval

Status

United States Army Corps
of Engineers

Section 404 Permit — Nationwide

Issued during the final
design phase

United States Fish and
Wildlife Service

Biological Opinion

Issued prior to project
approval

California Department of
Fish and Wildlife

1602 Streambed Alteration
Agreement

Issued during the final
design phase

Incidental Take Permit

Issued during final design
phase

Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Section 401 Certification

Issued during the final
design phase

State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPQ)

Concurrence on Eligibility
Determinations/Finding of No Adverse
Effect with Standard Conditions —
Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA)

Concurrence issued
January 13, 2014

Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) Air
Quality Conformity Task
Force/ Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA)

Regional Air Quality Conformity

MTC Determination July
18, 2013

FHWA Determination
August 12, 2013

Project-Level Air Quality Conformity

MTC Determination
October 25, 2012

FHWA Determination
Pending

Department of
Conservation

Notification of Public Acquisition of
Williamson Act Land

Natification Letter Sent
October 30, 2014

Source: Circlepoint, 2014

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
EXPRESS LANE PROJECT

§-22

DrRAFT EIR/EA



SUMMARY

This page intentionally left blank.

[-680 NORTHBOUND HOV/
EXPRESS LANE PROJECT S-23 DRAFT EIR/EA



To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Tab 33
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.2C.(1)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA prepared By:  Katrina C. Pierce, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Environmental Analysis

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-15-01 and E-15-02.

ISSUE:

01-HUM-101, PM 111.4/111.6
RESOLUTION E-15-01

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 101 (SR 101) in Humboldt County. Construct roadway
improvements to restore and stabilize a portion of SR 101 near the town of
Orick. (PPNO 2341)

This project in Humboldt County will repair three slope failures on SR 101. The project is
programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program. The total estimated
cost is $8,364,000 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 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection
Program.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource areas may be
impacted by the project: biological resources and hydrology/water quality. Avoidance and
minimization measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment. These measures
include, but are not limited to, a biological monitor being on-site during excavation within the
Structural Root Zone, measures to avoid the introduction and spread of invasive species, and
implementing Best Management Practices. As a result, an MND was completed for this project.

Attachment 1

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2c.(1)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 2

ISSUE:

06-FRE-41, PM 33.3/33.4, 06-MAD-41, PM 0.0/0.2
RESOLUTION E-15-02

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

e State Route 41 (SR 41) in Fresno and Madera counties. Construct seismic
retrofitting on an existing bridge on SR 41 near the city of Herndon. (PPNO
6598)

This project in Fresno and Madera Counties will seismically retrofit the SR 41 San Joaquin
River Bridge and upgrade the railings on both this bridge and the San Joaquin River Overflow
Bridge. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection
Program. The total estimated cost is $6,029,000 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 2014 State Highway
Operation and Protection Program.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. 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 purchasing of habitat credits at an approved conservation bank, and the enhancement and/or
restoration of aquatic resources either onsite or offsite. As a result, an MND was completed for
this project.

Attachment 2

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”
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ATTACHMENT 1

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
01-HUM-101, PM 111.4/111.6
Resolution E-15-01

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a
Mitigated Negative Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

e State Route 101 (SR 101) in Humboldt County. Construct roadway
improvements to restore and stabilize a portion of SR 101 near the
town of Orick. (PPNO 2341)

WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has
considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future
consideration of funding.



ATTACHMENT 1

VICINITY MAP

PROJECT LOCATION
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ATTACHMENT 2

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
06-FRE-41, PM 33.3/33.4, 06-MAD-41, PM 0.0/0.2
Resolution E-15-02

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a
Mitigated Negative Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

o State Route 41 (SR 41) in Fresno and Madera counties. Construct
seismic retrofitting on an existing bridge on SR 41 near the city of
Herndon. (PPNO 6598)

WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has
considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future
consideration of funding.
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To:

From:

Subject:

Memorandum Tab 34

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

Reference No.:  2.2C (2)
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE EUREKA WATERFRONT TRAIL
PHASE A PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-15-03)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Eureka Waterfront Trail Phase A Project (project) in Humboldt County and approve
the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Eureka (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project is located in
northwestern Eureka paralleling the coast of Humboldt Bay from Del Norte Street to Truesdale
Street. The project will construct an approximately 1.2 mile long segment of Class 1 multi-use trail
from Del Norte Street south to Truesdale Street. The project would extend a trail to follow the
Humboldt Bay coastline along the Eureka waterfront.

On October 21, 2014 the City Council of the City of Eureka adopted the final MND for the project
and found that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to
aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and
hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise, utility and service
systems. Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to: the use of low-level and low-glare
lighting at nighttime where trail intersects with roadways and railroad tracks; implement a dust
control program to limit dust and vehicle emissions; implement measures to reduce potential impacts
on vegetation and aquatic resources in the project area as a result of an accidental spill of pollutants
or in the event that hazardous chemicals are encountered; implement measures to avoid or minimize

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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impacts on special-status plants, northern red-legged frogs, raptors migratory birds, and eel grass;
implement erosion control measures during construction; manage visitor use to avoid disturbance of
wildlife; implement measures to prevent the spread of invasive species; implement measures to
ensure that disturbed areas are restored to pre-project conditions; consult with a qualified
archeologist in the event undiscovered cultural resources are encountered for appropriate mitigation
measures; contact the Humboldt County Coroner in the event human skeletal remains are discovered
for appropriate mitigation measures; implement measures to inform the public in case of a tsunami
or any seismic activity; ensure the use of safe equipment to minimize potential of wildfire; obtain
appropriate land use permits; and measures to reduce potential impacts associated with construction
noise.

On November 14, 2014 the City confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work programmed by the
Commission.

The project is estimated to cost $2,390,000 and is fully funded through construction with Eureka
Non-Freeway Project Alternative Funds. Plans Specifications & Estimates is expected to begin in
fiscal year 2014/15 and Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2015/16.

Attachments
e Resolution E-15-03
e Project Location

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
01 — Humboldt County
Resolution E-15-03

WHEREAS, City of Eureka has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines for the following project:

. Eureka Waterfront Trail Phase A Project

WHEREAS, City of Eureka has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration
has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will construct approximately 1.2 mile long segment of
Class 1 multi-use trail from Del Norte Street south to Truesdale Street; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration; and

WHEREAS, City of Eureka found that the proposed project would not have a significant
effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, City of Eureka approved the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and approve
the above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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Subject:

Memorandum Tab 35

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

Reference No.:  2.2C (3)
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND ADDENDUM FOR THE EL CAMINO
AVENUE PHASE 2 STREET AND SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
(RESOLUTION E-15-04)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) and Addendum for the EI Camino Avenue Phase 2 Street and Sidewalk Improvement Project
(project) in Sacramento County and approve the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the MND and Addendum and approve the project for
future consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The County of Sacramento (County) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project is located
on ElI Camino Avenue between Watt Avenue and Verna Way in the unincorporated Sacramento
County. The project will implement Class Il bicycle and pedestrian facilities and other
improvements on El Camino Avenue including: sidewalk and walkway construction, improvements
to existing signalized and un-signalized intersections, installation of bicycle lanes, transit stops, and
other improvements to benefit bicycle and pedestrian access and safety.

On September 14, 2010, the County adopted the final MND and found that the project would not
have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation. In July 2012, an Addendum was
prepared due to a project modification to construct additional storm drain improvements along El
Camino Avenue which were not identified within the project scope in the previously adopted MND.
On September 25, 2012, the County adopted an Addendum to the September 14, 2010 MND and
certified that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment. On September 14,
2011 Caltrans determined that this project is categorically excluded from NEPA pursuant to 23 CFR
771.117(c)(3).

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to Public
Services, Transportation/Traffic, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, and Hazards/Hazardous
Materials. Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to: development of a bus route control
plan, development of a general traffic control plan, development of a school district bus traffic
control plan, implementation of optimized traffic signal timing at various intersections, oak tree
replacement plantings, pre-construction nesting surveys and measures to minimize or avoid impacts
to nesting birds, measures to address the inadvertent discovery of cultural resources, and pre-
construction soil/groundwater testing for hazardous materials as well as implementation of
remediation measures as needed.

On November 18, 2014, the County confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work programmed by the
Commission.

This project is being constructed in phases. Phase 1 improvements (Ethan Way to Watt Avenue)
were completed in September 2013. Phase 2 will include improvements from Watt Avenue to Verna
Way.

Phase 2 is estimated to cost $1,922,800, and is fully funded through construction with Local
($231,000) and Active Transportation Program ($1,691,800) funds. Construction is estimated to
begin in fiscal year 2014/15.

Attachments
e Resolution E-15-04
e Project Location

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
03 — Sacramento County
Resolution E-15-04

WHEREAS, Sacramento County has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration
and Addendum pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

. El Camino Avenue Phase 2 Street and Sidewalk Improvements Project.

WHEREAS, Sacramento County has certified that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Addendum have been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State
CEQA Guidelines for its implementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will implement Class |1 bicycle and pedestrian facilities
and other improvements on El Camino Avenue including: sidewalk and walkway
construction, improvements to existing signalized and un-signalized intersections,
installation of bicycle lanes, transit stops, and other improvements to benefit bicycle
and pedestrian access and safety; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Addendum; and

WHEREAS, Sacramento County found that the proposed project would not have a
significant effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, Sacramento County approved the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration and Addendum.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and Addendum
and approve the above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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The proposed project is located in the Sacramento Region, north east of the City of Sacramento downtown area.
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Memorandum Tab 36

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

ReferenceNo..  2.2C (4)
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE TROUT CREEK TRAIL PROJECT
(RESOLUTION E-15-05)

| SSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Trout Creek Trail Project (project) in Nevada County and approve the project for
future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The Town of Truckee (Town) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project would construct
a new Class 1 paved trail between Northwoods Boulevard in the Tahoe Donner Community and
Bridge Street in Downtown Truckee, with a spur connecting to the existing Trails End Class 1 trail
to Pioneer Center. The trail will be approximately 8,800 feet long, including the spur trail. A soft
surface trail is also considered and is proposed roughly parallel to the paved trail. The trail will
cross Trout Creek in 2 locations. A trailhead parking area is proposed near Northwoods Boulevard,
along with trail amenities such as benches and trash receptacles.

On April 22, 2014 the Truckee Town Council adopted the final MND for the project and found that
the project will not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, and Geology and Soils. Mitigation measures include, but
are not limited to: consulting with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to obtain authorization prior to
starting construction of any activities which may impact wetlands; consulting with California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and conducting pre-construction surveys for yellow
warbler, tree-nesting raptors and nesting migratory birds 15 days prior to any construction;

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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conducting a botanical survey within two years prior to construction and consulting with U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and CDFW if a rare plant is found; consulting with a qualified archeologist in
the event undiscovered cultural resources are encountered for appropriate mitigation measures;
contacting the Nevada County Coroner in the event human skeletal remains are discovered for
appropriate mitigation measures; and collecting soil samples prior to start of construction and
implementing appropriate measures in the event hazardous materials are discovered.

On December 7, 2014 the Town confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work programmed by the
Commission.

The project is estimated to cost $1,900,000 and is fully funded through construction with Active
Transportation Program ($1,520,000) and Truckee Special Service Area Funds ($380,000).
Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2014/15.

Attachments
e Resolution E-14-05
e Project Location

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
03 — Nevada County
Resolution E-15-05

WHEREAS, Town of Truckee has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines for the following project:

. Trout Creek Trail Project

WHEREAS, Town of Truckee has certified that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines
for itsimplementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will construct anew Class 1 paved trail between
Northwoods Boulevard in the Tahoe Donner Community and Bridge Street in
Downtown Truckee, with a spur connecting to the existing Trails End Class 1 trail
to Pioneer Center; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration; and

WHEREAS, Town of Truckee found that the proposed project would not have a
significant effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, Town of Truckee approved the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and approve
the above referenced project to alow for future consideration of funding.
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Path: M\\MAPS\Engineering\Trout Creek Trail, Phase 2\Trout Creek Trail Phase 2 - Tahoe Donner.mxd

Trout Creek Trail Project - Phase 2
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APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE
CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING:

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
NAPA VINE TRAIL PROJECT

RESOLUTION E-15-06

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Tab 38
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.3C.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA prepared by:  Timothy Craggs, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Design

RELINQUISHMENT RESOLUTION

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the relinquishment resolution, 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 the facility in the specific relinquishment resolution 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 resolution in
the county where the facility is located, all rights, title and interest of the State in and to the
facility to be relinquished will be transferred to the local agency identified in the summary. The
facility is safe and drivable. The local authority has been advised of the pending relinquishment
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 summary.

RESOLUTIONS:

Resolution R-3920 — 04-Sol-80-PM 20.9
(Request No. 56113) — 1 Segment

Relinquishes right of way in the city of Fairfield on Manuel Campos Parkway, consisting of
collateral facilities. The City, by letter dated October 28, 2014, waived the 90-day notice
requirement and agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 39
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No. 2.4D.

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent L. Green, Chief
Chief Financial Officer 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-21305,
C-21307 through C-21315 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.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4bh.
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 3

C-21305 - Rein A. Plakk

04-Nap-121-PM 9.4 - Parcel 62904 - EA 2A3209.

Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date: 04/01/16; Ready to List (RTL) Date: 04/01/16.
Conventional highway - Sarco Creek Bridge Replacement. Authorizes condemnation of land in
fee for a State highway, underlying fee, a permanent easement for slope and channel, and a
temporary easement for construction. Located in the unincorporated area of Napa County at
1954 Silverado Trail. Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 049-190-001.

C-21307- Halstead Family Credit Trust

06-Fre-99-PM 25.7 - Parcel 86953-1, 01-01 - EA 2HT109.

RWC Date: 08/07/15; RTL Date: 08/08/15. Freeway — State Route (SR) 99 alignment for High
Speed Rail. 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 have little market value.
Located in the city of Fresno at 3397 North Parkway Drive. APN 433-060-12, 13, 14.

C-21308 - Vitthal F.Patel and Indira V. Patel, et al.

06-Fre-99-PM 25.8 - Parcel 86959-1, 2, 3, 4 - EA 2HT109.

RWC Date: 08/07/15; RTL Date: 08/08/15. Freeway - SR 99 alignment for High Speed Rail.
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of
access, a temporary easement for construction of a brick wall, an easement for pipeline facilities to
be conveyed to Fresno Irrigation District, and leasehold interest of outdoor advertising company.
Located near the city of Fresno near the west side of Parkway Drive between Dakota and

Shields Avenue. APN 433-070-05.

C-21309 - Allan H. Dean, Successor Trustee of The Dean Family Living Trust, et al.
06-Fre-99-PM 25.20 - Parcel 86963-1 - EA 2HT1009.

RWC Date: 08/07/15; RTL Date: 08/08/15. Freeway - SR 99 alignment for High Speed Rail.
Authorizes condemnation of extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, and leasehold interest of
outdoor advertising company. Located in the city of Fresno at the west side of Parkway Drive and
north of West Shields Avenue. APN 433-032-05, 09.

C-21310 - Casa De Campo, LLC, a Limited Liability Company

06-Fre-99-PM 24.20 - Parcel 86973-1, 01-01 - EA 2HT109.

RWC Date: 08/07/15; RTL Date: 08/08/15. Freeway - SR 99 realignment for High Speed Rail.
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 city
of Fresno at 2345 North Parkway Drive. APN 442-090-04.

C-21311 - Somphet Southa and Loommany Thanh Southa, et al.

06-Fre-180-PM 76.74 - Parcel 84603-A - EA 342539.

RWC Date: 01/15/15; RTL Date: 02/02/15. Expressway two-lane conventional highway to
four-lane expressway. Authorizes condemnation of access easement. Located in the
unincorporated area of county of Fresno at 18044 E. Kings Canyon Road. APN 333-231-17.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 3 of 3

C-21312 - Michael Paul Shoffner, Trustee

06-Fre-180-PM 78.04 - Parcel 84631-1, 2, 3 - EA 3425309.

RWC Date: 01/15/15; RTL Date: 02/02/15. 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, and two permanent easements for a public road to be
conveyed to the County of Fresno. Located in the unincorporated area of County of Fresno at
19342 East Kings Canyon Road. APN 333-460-28, 333-100-33.

C-21313 - Michael Paul Shoffner, Trustee

06-Fre-180-PM 78.11 - Parcel 84632-1, 2 - EA 342539.

RWC Date: 01/15/15; RTL Date: 02/02/15. 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, and a permanent easement for a public road to be
conveyed to the County of Fresno. Located in the unincorporated area of County of Fresno at
19342 East Kings Canyon Road. APN 333-460-29.

C-21314 - RMC Pacific Materials, Inc., a Delaware Corporation

06-Fre-180-PM 78.23 - Parcel 84635-1, 2, 3 - EA 3425309.

RWC Date: 11/01/14; RTL Date: 12/01/14. Expressway - two-lane conventional highway to
four-lane expressway. Authorizes condemnation of extinguishment of abutter's rights of access,
and easements for utility purposes to be conveyed to Pacific Gas and Electric and Verizon.
Located near the city of Sanger at the north side of SR 180 at Alta Main Canal.

APN 332-100-32, 44.

C-21315 - Carson Successor Agency, a public body

07-LA-405-PM 9.0 - Parcel 80267-1, 2 - EA 4Y70009.

RWC Date: 03/27/15; RTL Date: 04/27/15. Freeway - Paint Steel Bridge Structure. Authorizes
condemnation of temporary easements for ingress, egress and construction purposes. Located in
the city of Carson at 2403 East 223" Street. APN 7315-012-900.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4d.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby: ~ Brent L. Green, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way

and Land Surveys

DIRECTOR’S DEEDS

RECOMMENDATION

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) authorize the execution of the Director’s Deeds summarized below. The
conveyance of excess State owned real property, including exchanges, is pursuant to Section 118 of the
Streets and Highways Code.

The Director’s Deeds included in this item involve an estimated current value of $11,993,500. The
State will receive a return of $12,211,500 from the sale of these properties. A recapitulation of the
items presented and corresponding maps are attached.

ISSUE

02-04-Ala-238 PM 11.9X Hayward
Disposal Unit #DD 039045-01-01 0.12 acre
Convey to: Splash Spring LLC $420,000

($300,000 Public Sale Estimate)
Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were five
active bidders out of nine registered.

03-04-Ala-238 PM 13.8 Hayward
Disposal Unit #DD 042495-01-01 0.12 acre
Convey to: Community Partnership LLC $308,000

($215,000 Public Sale Estimate)
Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the third public sale. There were eight
active bidders out of 12 registered.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

04-04-Ala-238 PM 13.8
Disposal Unit #DD 042496-01-01
Convey to: Lingfeng Yuan

Reference No.: 2.4d.
January 22, 2015
Page 2 of 3

Hayward
0.17 acre
$425,000
($420,000 Public Sale Estimate)

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the third public sale. There were two

active bidders out of two registered.
05-04-CC-80 PM 4.6

Disposal Unit #DD 024641-01-01
Convey to: Alice Ponti, et al

San Pablo

0.262 acre

$11,500

($11,500 Appraisal)

Direct sale to the adjoining owner. The highest and best use of the subject property is as plotted to the

only adjoining owner.

06-04-SCI-101 PM 47.8
Disposal Unit #DD 011831-04-01
Convey to: MV 101 Land Fee, LLC

Mountain View

3.055 acres
$11,045,000
($11,045,000 Appraisal)

Direct Sale. Conveyance is to the only adjoining leasehold owner. Subject property is landlocked.

07-04-SCI-85 PM 2.0
Disposal Unit #DK 048146-02-01

Convey to: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

Santa Clara County
4.476 acres

$0

(Appraisal N/A)

Direct Conveyance for no monetary consideration. Conveyance is pursuant to Section 18 of the March
26, 1982 Joint Powers Agreement for the Guadalupe Corridor Project and Cooperative Agreement

# 4-1667-RW.

08-08-SBd-215 PM 7.357
Disposal Unit #DD 019628-01-01
Convey to: Atef Nawar

San Bernardino
0.08 acre

$2,000

($2,000 Appraisal)

Direct sale to the adjoining owner. The highest and best use of the subject property is as plotted to the

only adjoining owner.

09-11-Imp-78 PM 11.8
Disposal Unit #DE 032662-2
Convey to: Imperial Irrigation District

Imperial County
0.34 acre

$0

(Appraisal N/A)

Direct Conveyance for no monetary consideration. Conveyance is pursuant to Utility Agreement No.
31925 dated October 19, 2009. The Department is conveying the subject utility easement as 100%

State’s obligations for the construction of State Route 78.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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10-11-SD-905 PM 8.5 San Diego County

Disposal Unit #DK 033278-5 0.002 acre

Convey to: San Diego Gas & Electric Company $0

(Appraisal N/A)
Direct Conveyance for no monetary consideration. Conveyance is pursuant to Utility Agreement
No. 31760 dated May 1, 2008. The Department is conveying the subject utility easement as 100%
State’s obligations for the construction of State Route 905.

Attachments

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



SUMMARY OF DIRECTOR'S DEEDS - 2.4d.

PRESENTED TO CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION - January 22, 2015

Table | - Volume by Districts

Recovery %
% Return
Direct Public || Non-Inventory || Other Funded Total Current Estimated Return From Sales
District Sales Sales Conveyances Sales Items Value From Sales Current Value
01
02
03 - -
04 3 3 6 11,991,500.00 12,209,500.00 102%
05
06
07
08 1 1 2,000.00 2,000.00 100%
09
10
11 2 - -
12 - - 0%
Total 6 3 $11,993,500.00 $12,211,500.00 102%
Table Il - Analysis by Type of Sale
Il Recovery %
# of Current Return || % Return From Sales
Type of Sale Items Estimated Value From Sales Current Value
Direct Sales 6 $11,058,500.00 $11,058,500.00]| 100%
Public Sales 3 $935,000.00 $1,153,000.00| 123%
Non-Inventory
Conveyances ||
Sub-Total 9 $11,993,500.00 $12,211,500.00]| 102%
Other Funded
Sales ||
Total 9 $11,993,500.00 $12,211,500.00]| 102%

Attachment A
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DISTANCES SHOWN ARE ON THE CALIFORNIA

COORDINATE SYSTEM OF 1927, ZONE 3.

MULTIPLY DISTANCES BY 1.0000478 TO
OBTAIN GROUND-LEVEL DISTANCES,

R—X115.6

STATE ROUTE 85

HERLONG
|| i

AVE,

)

LEAN AVE.

4

CTO315-38A, 39A, & 44A

CITY OF SAN JOSE
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

COTTLE RD.

DK-048146-02-01

PERIMETER RD.

COTTLE RD.

MYUKI DR.
~i
O
|y
7
2

STATE, OF CALIFORNIA
BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION
AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 4

EXHIBIT “B"

DIRECTOR’S QUITCLAIM DEED

DK-048146-02-01

DRAWN BY: MJS |[DATE: 0O1/2011

CHECKED BY: SCALE: NONE

CO.

RTE. | P.M. DR.NO.

SCl

85 | 2.0 1 0OF 2
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BESWICK DRIVE SANTA CLARA COUNTY

LOT 2
D.J. POST'S SgBDIVISION

o Q" '—‘M'_E
.............. 28T
; S 83
|8 | &%
RV 835—M-52 e o ‘
P OB P D.J. POST'S SUBDIVISION ©...........>n... N

" U
DK—048146-02-01) | Sl | ~M—83 : ‘
CTO315—~38A,39A, & 44A e
194,991 sq. ft. (4476 acres) ; L4-
0 L5 : \_STATE OF CALIFORNIA

0
g o
8 _. ......... 190540
A et o p.
P it N
0l
8 e 5
gt o K2
85 | GENERAL SOUTHERLY LINE OF PARCEL
ds R DESCRIBED IN BOOK L 578, PAGE 1271
: 630—-M—-27
GENERAL SOUTHERLY LINE ; .
OF PARCEL DESCRIBED IN £ ) UNT
BOOK L 578, PAGE 1271 § o 0)_ - otrs B
. POVt PLS 7871
5 ) N
[ ' CITY OF SAN JOSE ¥ N 0
-2 \ N
LINE TABLE
LINE BEARING | DISTANCE
N L1 SB80*14'42"E 243.29
E CURVE TABLE L2 S$76'57'07"E 151.54
= CURVE NO.| RADIUS | DELTA | LENGTH L3 S7214'03°F 34.46
>|< C1 826.00 | 17'52'22"|  257.66 L4 S72'02'06"E 219.34
i ca 205.94 | 32009'20"  115.58 L5 S7051"12°E 226.55
L6 S72°00°00°W 521.80
L7 NOQ'08'52"E 493,49

BASIS OF BEARINGS:

THE DISTANCES SHOWN ON THE ABOVE PLAT ARE BASED ON THE CALIFORNIA COORDINATE
SYSTEM OF 1927, ZONE 3, AS INDICATED ON THAT CERTAIN RECORD OF SURVEY FILED MARCH 15,
2010, IN BOOK 835 OF MAPS AT PAGE 52, RECORDS OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY. MULTIPLY
EXPRESSED DISTANCES BY 1.0000478 TO OBTAIN GROUND DISTANCES.

1 inch = 200 it

p—— R
z frrrrm ]
| ]

200 0 200 400

SANTA CLARA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
COTTLE PARK & RIDE FACILITY

REVISION DATE: 11—18—2014 SCALE 17=200'

DRWN. BY:RE  CHK. BY: JM | SHEET 2 OF 2

DIRECTOR'S QUITCLAIM DEED
DK-048146-02-01
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Memorandum Tab 41

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.9

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Local Assistance

TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO PREVIOUSLY APPROVED RESOLUTION
RESOLUTION FP-14-13

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) approve a technical correction to Resolution FP-14-13, originally approved on
October 8, 2014.

ISSUE:

At its October 2014 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution FP-14-13 allocating $3,573,000
for 16 locally-administered State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) projects. A technical
correction is needed for Project 7 — Eureka Waterfront and Coastal Trail (North) project, to revise
the Program Code from “20.30.600.621” to “20.30.600.731” in the vote box on the Book Item
Attachment.

There is no change to the Book Item Memorandum.
The required changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CTC Financial Vote List
2.5 Highway Financial Matters

October 8, 2014
Technically corrected January 22, 2015

(Project 7)
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-13
1
$25,000 Oregon Street Rehabilitation Project. In the city of Dorris 02-2485 2013-14
from First Street to Sly Street. Rehabilitate roadway. RIP/14-15 101-0042 $25,000
Siskiyou County PS&E SHA
SCLTC $25,000 20.30.600.620
02-Siskiyou Outcome/Output: The existing roadway base is failing and 0214000163
the roadway is in real need of rehabilitation. Completion of
this project will allow safe passage of failing local street.
2
$28,000 Scott Street Rehabilitation Project. In the city of Etna from 02-2486 2013-14
State Route 3 to Collier Way. Rehabilitate roadway. RIP/14-15 101-0042 $28,000
Siskiyou County PS&E SHA
SCLTC $28,000 20.30.600.620
02-Siskiyou Outcome/Output: The existing roadway base is failing and 0214000165
the roadway is in real need of rehabilitation. Completion of
the project will allow safe passage of failing local street.
3
$850,000 Gazelle Callahan Rehabilitation Project. In Siskiyou 02-2499 2013-14
County on Gazelle Callahan Road from PM 16.7 to PM 19. RIP/14-15 101-0042 $850,000
Siskiyou County  Rehabilitate roadway. CONST SHA
SCLTC $850,000 20.30.600.620
02-Siskiyou Outcome/Output: Restore existing roadway and provide a 0213000133
safer roadway for its users.
4
$417,000 Hayfork Creek Bridge 5C-086 on Wildwood Road. Near 02-2464 2013-14
Hayfork, on Wildwood Road. Replace bridge. HBP RIP/13-14 101-0042 $417,000
Trinity County maitch. CONST SHA
TCTC $417,000 20.30.600.620
02-Trinity (Future Consideration of Funding approved under 0200000427
Resolution E-13-05; January 2013.)
(Time extension for FY 13-14 CONST expires March 31,
2015.)
(Additional $130,000 coming from Trinity county
unprogrammed regional shares.)
Outcome/Output: New two-lane, structurally sound bridge
and safer road alignment.
5
$594,000 Rails to Trails Phase IV. In Taft, on Sunset Railroad 06-6615 2013-14
corridor, from 2nd Street to Route 119. Construct RIP/14-15 101-0890 $594,000
City of Taft bike/pedestrian path. CONST FTF
Kern COG $594,000 20.30.600.621
06-Kern (Contributions from other sources: $77,000.) 0614000246
Outcome/Output: Construct 2,900 feet landscaped bike
and pedestrian path; infill half mile of future 5 mile
bike/pedestrian path and decrease bike commute time.
6
$79,000 Convict Lake Road. Near Mammoth Lakes, on Convict 09-2604 2013-14
Road. Pulverize, repave, and widen 2.75 miles of roadway RIP/14-15 101-0042 $79,000
Mono County from US 395 to the turn-around at the end of Convict Lake PA&ED SHA
MCLTC Road. $79,000 20.30.600.620
09-Mono 0914000055

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate
approximately 2.75 miles of existing asphalt pavement
roads, add bike lanes, replace existing signs and snow
poles.
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CTC Financial Vote List
2.5 Highway Financial Matters

October 8, 2014
Technically corrected January 22, 2015

(Project 7)
Project #
Allocation Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Phase Item #
District-County Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by Fund
Project Description Project ID Program Code Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-13
7
$140,000 Eureka Waterfront and Coastal Trail (North). In Eureka 01-0302F 2013-14
adjacent to Eureka Slough and Humboldt Bay, beginning RIP FE/13-14 101-0890 $140,000
City of Eureka at north end of Tydd Street to the existing Target trail. RIP TE/13-14 FTF
HCAOG Construct Trail. PS&E 20-30-600-621
01-Humboldt $140,000 20.30.600.731
(Future Consideration of Funding approved under 0112000295
Resolution E-21-14; May 2014.)
(Time extension for FY 13-14 PS&E expires October 31,
2014.)
Outcome/Qutput: This multi-use trail will be an important
link for California Coastal Trail, provide improved access
to Humboldt Bay and Eureka Slough and connectivity to
regional trails. The connection to Tydd Street will improve
safety for pedestrians and bicyclists by providing access to
the waterfront and Eureka’s Old Town District without the
need to cross Highway 101.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-14-13
8
$118,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 01-2002P 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $118,000
Humboldt County CONST SHA
Assaociation of $118,000 20.30.600.670
Governments 0114000122
HCAOG
01-Humboldt
9
$140,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 02-2063 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $140,000
Tehama County CONST SHA
Transportation $140,000 20.30.600.670
Commission 0215000012
TCTC
02-Tehama
10
$147,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 02-2368 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $147,000
Shasta Regional CONST SHA
Transportation $147,000 20.30.600.670
Agency 0215000010
SRTA
02-Shasta
11
$322,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 06-6L01 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $322,000
Fresno Council of CONST SHA
Governments $322,000 20.30.600.670
Fresno COG 0615000014
06-Fresno
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CTC Financial Vote List
2.5 Highway Financial Matters

October 8, 2014
Technically corrected January 22, 2015

(Project 7)
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-14-13
12
$130,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 09-2003 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $130,000
Mono County Local CONST SHA
Transportation $130,000 20.30.600.670
Commission 0915000006
MCLTC
09-Mono
13
$60,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 10-0452 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $60,000
Tuolumne County (SB 184 Notification effective July 22, 2014) CONST SHA
Transportation $60,000 20.30.600.670
Council 1015000030
TICTC
10-Tuolumne
14
$200,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 10-7952 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $200,000
San Joaquin CONST SHA
Council of $200,000 20.30.600.670
Governments 1015000032
SJCOG
10-San Joaquin
15
$23,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 10-A1950 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $23,000
Alpine County CONST SHA
Local $23,000 20.30.600.670
Transportation 1015000031
Commission
ACLTC
10-Alpine
16
$300,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 11-7200 2013-14
RIP/14-15 101-0042 $300,000
Imperial County CONST SHA
Transportation $300,000 20.30.600.670
Commission 1115000025
ICTC
11-Imperial

Page 3 of 3




Tab 42

4.7

TECHNICAL ADJUSTMENT TO THE 2014 ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP)
RESOLUTION G-15-02,

AMENDING RESOLUTION G-14-25.

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Tab 43

4.15

FIRST QUARTER FY 14-15 PROJECT DELIVERY REPORT

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED AT THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Tab 44

2.5e.(1)

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION IN ADDITIONAL STIP FUNDS FOR THE
ROUTE 101 MARIN SONOMA NARROWS - PETALUMA BOULEVARD SOUTH
INTERCHANGE AND PETALUMA RIVER BRIDGE PROJECT

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED AT THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Tab 45

2.5e.(2)

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR ADDITIONAL SHOPP FUNDS FOR THE
DAMAGE RESTORATION PROJECT (PPNO 4446) ON ROUTE 1
IN MALIBU, IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED AT THE JANUARY 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Memorandum Tab 46

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

ReferenceNo.. 4.9
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

TRADE CORRIDORSIMPROVEMENT FUND PROGRAM (TCIF) PROJECT BASELINE
AGREEMENT —RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1415-06B

| SSUE:

Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the project Baseline
Agreement for TCIF Project 107, the Southbound State Route 99 Hammer Lane to Fremont Street
Ramp Metering Project in San Joaquin County?

RECOMMENDATION:
Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement
and establish this agreement as the basis for project delivery and monitoring.

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with the Commission’s TCIF Guidelines, the project’s sponsor agency has provided
an executed Project Baseline Agreement. Commission staff reviewed the Project Baseline
Agreement and determined that the agreement sets forth the proposed project scope, measurable
expected performance benefits, delivery schedule, project budget and funding plan, is consistent
with the Commission’s TCIF Guidelines, and includes the required signatures.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Memorandum Tab 47

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

ReferenceNo..  4.17
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

subjet: HIGHWAY RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT (HRCSA) PROJECT BASELINE
AGREEMENT —RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1415-2B

| SSUE:
Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the HRCSA project
Baseline Agreement for the Fullerton Road Grade Separation project in Los Angeles County?

RECOMMENDATION:
Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the HRCSA Project Baseline
Agreement and establish this agreement as the basis for project delivery and monitoring.

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with the Commission’s TCIF Guidelines, the project’s sponsor agency has provided
an executed Project Baseline Agreement. Commission staff reviewed the Project Baseline
Agreement and determined that the agreement sets forth the proposed project scope, measurable
expected performance benefits, delivery schedule, project budget and funding plan, is consistent
with the Commission’s TCIF Guidelines, and includes the required signatures.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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To:

From:

Subject:

Memorandum Tab 48

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015

Reference No.: 2.20.(6)
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Interim Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE YTI CONTAINER TERMINAL
EFFICIENCY ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM (RESOLUTION E-15-07)

| SSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact Report
(FEIR) and Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the YTI Container
Terminal Efficiency Enhancement Program in the Port of Los Angeles for future consideration of
funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR and Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations and approve the project for future consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Los Angeles — Harbor Department (POLA) is the CEQA lead agency for the YTI
Container Terminal Efficiency Enhancement Program (Project). The proposed project will: improve
an existing container terminal to accommodate the projected fleet mix of larger container vessels that
are anticipated to call at the YTI Terminal; deepen two existing berths (Berths 217-220, currently not
in operation, and Berths 214-2169, currently in operation); extend the 100-foot gauge crane rail to
Berths 217-220; add a single operational rail track to the Terminal Island Container Transfer Facility
on-dock rail; modify and replace cranes; and construct backland improvements.  These
improvements will increase the capacity of the YTI Terminal from 1,692,000 TEUs annually to
1,913,000 TEUs. There will be other improvements at other operating berths (Berth 212-213) but
will be limited to backlands repairs and crane modifications.

On November 7, 2014 the Board of Harbor Commissioners approved and certified the FEIR,
Findings of Facts, Statement of Overriding Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring Report
Program for the project. The FEIR determined that impacts related to air quality and meteorology,
biological resources, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic and other resource areas would be significant
and unavoidable.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2¢.(22)
May 7, 2013
Page 2 of 2

POLA adopted the FEIR, Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the
project on November 7, 2014. The proposed Project would allow POLA to meet its legal mandates
to accommodate growing international commerce, implement the San Pedro Bay Clean Air Action
Plan, optimize land use, accommodate projected changes to cargo ship fleet mix, and foster
economic growth. The benefits of the proposed Project outweigh the significant and unavoidable
environmental effects. POLA established a Mitigation Monitoring Program to ensure that the
mitigations measures specified for the project are implemented.

The project is estimated to cost $51,553,000. The project is anticipated to be funded with funds
from the Port of Los Angeles ($38,757,000) and the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program
($12,796,000). Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2015/16.

Attachment

e Resolution E-15-07

e Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations
e Project Location

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
07 — Los Angeles County
Resolution E-15-07

WHEREAS, City of Los Angeles — Harbor Department (Port of Los Angeles) has
completed a Final Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following
project:

e YTI Container Terminal Efficiency Enhancement Program

WHEREAS, Port of Los Angeles has certified that the Final Environmental Impact
Report has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for
its implementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will make improvements of an existing container terminal
to accommodate the projected fleet mix of larger container vessels that are
anticipated to call at the YTI Terminal; deepen two existing berths (Berths 217-220,
currently not in operation, and Berths 214-216, currently in operation); extend the
100-foot gauge crane rail to Berths 217-220; add a single operationa rail track to
the Terminal Island Container Transfer Facility on-dock rail; modify and replace
cranes, and construct backland improvements. Improvements at the other operating
berths (Berth 212-213) will be limited to backlands repairs and crane modifications,
and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Report; and

WHEREAS, Findings of Fact made pursuant to CEQA guidelines indicate that
specific unavoidable significant impacts related to air quality and meteorology,
biological resources, greenhouse gas emissions, traffic and other resource areas
make it infeasible to avoid or fully mitigate to aless than significant level the
effects associated with the project; and

WHEREAS, Port of Los Angeles adopted a Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the project; and

WHEREAS, Port of Los Angeles adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program for the
project; and

WHEREAS, the above significant effects are acceptable when balanced against the facts
as set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report, Findings of
Fact, and Statement of Overriding Considerations and approve the above referenced
project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF
OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

BERTHS 212-224 (YTI) CONTAINER TERMINAL
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)
APP # 130204-020 / SCH # 2013041017

Prepared By:

Los Angeles Harbor Department
Environmental Management Division
425 S. Palos Verdes Street

San Pedro, CA90731

Contact: Laura Masterson

Phone: (310) 732-3679

With Assistance From:
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Irvine, CA 92618

Contact: Chad Beckstrom
Phone: (949) 333-6625
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Chapter 1

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding

Considerations

Introduction

These Findings of Fact have been prepared by the Los Angeles Harbor Department
(LAHD) as the Lead Agency pursuant to Section 21081 of the Public Resources Code
(PRC) and Section 15091 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines to support a decision on the Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
Improvements Project (proposed Project). Section 21081 of the PRC and Section 15091
of the State CEQA Guidelines provide that no public agency shall approve or carry out a
project for which an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) has been certified that identifies
one or more significant environmental effects of the project unless the public agency
makes one or more written findings for each of those significant effects, accompanied by
a brief explanation of the rationale for each finding. The possible findings are:

1. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project,
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects as
identified in the Final EIR. Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and not the agency
making the finding.

2. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or can and should be
adopted by such other agency.

3. Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provisions of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make
infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the Final
EIR.

Additionally, the Lead Agency must not approve a project that will have a significant
effect on the environment unless it finds that specific overriding economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse
environmental effects (PRC 21081(b); 14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] 15093).
The Board of Harbor Commissioners (Board) adopts the Statement of Overriding
Considerations set forth below, which identifies the specific overriding economic, legal,
social, technological, or other benefits of the proposed Project that outweigh the
significant environmental impacts identified in the Final EIR.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13

September 2014
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Findings of Fact and
Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

The proposed Project includes project elements that will require a federal permit from the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). As such, an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) was also prepared for the proposed Project pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA). The USACE and LAHD prepared a joint EIS/EIR (EIS/EIR) in the
interest of efficiency and to avoid duplication of effort. The USACE, as the federal lead
agency, will consider approval of the EIS separate from the Board of Harbor
Commissioner’s consideration of the Final EIR. However, because these Findings of
Fact are based on information contained in the joint EIS/EIR, references to both the Draft
and Final EIS/EIR are made throughout this document.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal September 2014
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13
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Chapter 2
Project Overview

Introduction

This section describes the proposed Project analyzed in the Berths 212224 (YTI)
Container Terminal Improvements Project Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR). The EIS/EIR analyzes the
construction and operation of the proposed Project.

Project Purpose

LAHD operates the Port under the legal mandates of the Port of Los Angeles Tidelands
Trust (Los Angeles City Charter, Article VI, Section 601) and the California Coastal Act
(PRC Division 20 Section 700 et seq.), which identify the Port and its facilities as a
primary economic and coastal resource of the State of California and an essential element
of the national maritime industry for the promotion of commerce, navigation, fisheries,
and Harbor operations. Activities should be water dependent and LAHD must give
highest priority to navigation, shipping, and necessary support and access facilities to
accommodate the demands of foreign and domestic waterborne commerce. LAHD is
chartered to develop and operate the Port to benefit maritime uses, and it functions as a
landlord by leasing Port properties to more than 300 tenants.

The purpose of the proposed Project is to improve maritime shipping and commerce by
upgrading container terminal infrastructure in, over, and under water and on terminal
backlands to accommodate the projected fleet mix of larger container ships (up to 13,000
twenty-foot equivalent units [TEUs]) that are anticipated to call at the YTI Terminal
through 2026. The proposed Project would optimize the terminal’s efficiency and would
improve maritime shipping and commerce. This would be accomplished through
dredging to deepen two berths at the terminal, including the addition of subsurface king
piles and sheet piles to stabilize the existing wharf structure, replacing and/or extending
gantry cranes, extending the 100-foot gauge crane rail along the wharf deck to Berths
217-220, adding a new operational rail track within the existing Terminal Island
Container Transfer Facility (TICTF) on-dock rail yard, and repairing and strengthening
the backlands.

The proposed Project is needed for several reasons, primarily related to projected
increases in the size of vessels in the fleet mix throughout the life of the proposed Project.
Forecasts show that vessel fleets calling at the YTI Terminal will include larger vessels
(up to 13,000 TEUs). The existing berths that would be upgraded as part of the proposed

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13

September 2014
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Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

Project are currently dredged to -45 feet Mean Lower Low Water (MLLW) and are not
deep enough to accommodate the projected fleet mix through 2026. The deepest existing
berth can only accommodate 8,500 TEU vessels. In addition to depth restrictions, the
majority of the existing cranes and crane infrastructure cannot efficiently service the
larger vessels. The existing 50-foot gauge crane rail at Berths 217-220 is not of
sufficient size or gauge to accommodate the type and size of cranes capable of efficiently
loading and unloading the existing fleet mix calling at the terminal or the larger container
ships expected to call through 2026. Currently, all operating cranes have a 100-foot
width between the rails. A temporary 100-foot gauge crane rail extends partially onto
Berths 217-220 to allow cranes to be moved out of the way for storage, but the
temporary crane rail lacks the structural integrity to support operating cranes. Only four
of the existing 14 cranes at the terminal are tall enough and have an outreach long enough
to load and off-load the largest vessels anticipated to call at the terminal. Also, the
TICTF on-dock rail yard does not have the capacity to efficiently accommodate an
increase in peak container volumes associated with larger container ships calling at the
terminal. Consequently, an additional operational rail track is needed. Finally, the YTI
Terminal container yard backlands are deteriorating and in need of repair and
strengthening to prevent further damage to equipment and pavement throughout the life
of the proposed Project.

2.3 CEQA Objectives

The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15124(b)) require that the project description
contain a statement of objectives, including the underlying purpose of the proposed
Project. The overall proposed project objective is to optimize the container-handling
efficiency and capacity of the Port to accommodate the projected fleet mix of larger
container vessels (up to 13,000 TEUs) that are anticipated to call at the YTI Terminal
through 2026. To meet the proposed project objective, the following more detailed
objectives need to be met:

= optimize the use of existing land at the YTI Terminal and associated waterways
in a manner that is consistent with LAHD’s tidelands trust obligations;

» provide sufficient water depth to ensure the terminal’s ability to accommodate
larger container ships of up to 13,000 TEUs that are anticipated to call at the
terminal through 2026;

* improve the container terminal berthing facilities at the YTI Terminal to
accommodate the berthing and loading/unloading of the larger ships up to 13,000
TEUs that are anticipated to call at the terminal through 2026;

» increase on-dock rail facilities to accommodate projected daily peak increases in
container movement into and out of the YTI Terminal resulting from the
handling of larger ships; and

= improve the container terminal backlands to minimize ongoing needs for
pavement repair and maintenance.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13

September 2014
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The proposed project site is at 701 New Dock Street on Terminal Island, within an
industrial area in the vicinity of the East Basin and Turning Basin in Los Angeles Harbor
(Figure 2-2 in the Draft EIS/EIR). The site is generally bounded on the north by
confluence of the Cerritos and East Basin Channels, on the east by SA Recycling at
Berths 210-211, on the south by Seaside Avenue and State Route (SR) 47, and on the
west by the East Basin Channel. The site is within the Port of Los Angeles Community
Plan area of the City of Los Angeles, which is adjacent to the communities of San Pedro
and Wilmington. The proposed project site encompasses a total of approximately 185
acres, including the YTI Terminal and a portion of the TICTF (Figure 2-3 in the Draft
EIS/EIR). The berths and container yard occupy approximately 157 acres, YTI’s portion
of the TICTF on-dock rail is approximately 24 acres, and an additional 4 acres are
unused. The existing terminal consists of two operating berths, Berths 212-213 and
Berths 214-216, and one non-operating berth, Berths 217-220.

YTI plans to exercise an option to extend its lease through 2026. The proposed project
horizon year is 2026, the final year of the extended lease.

Physical improvements proposed at the existing YTI Terminal include dredging and
installing sheet piles and king piles at Berths 214-216 and Berths 217-220, adding and
replacing/extending wharf gantry cranes, extending the 100-foot gauge crane rail along
the wharf deck to Berths 217-220, improving/repairing backlands across the entire site,
and adding a new operational rail track within the existing TICTF on-dock rail yard. All
improvements would occur within the existing boundaries of the YTI Terminal. The
proposed Project does not include physical improvements at Berths 221-224 except for
resurfacing of backland areas. Improvements at Berths 212—-213 would be limited to
raising the height and extending the booms of cranes, and resurfacing backland areas.

All dredged material would be disposed of at an approved site, such as the LA-2 Ocean
Dredge Material Disposal Site (ODMDS) (LA-2), the Berths 243-245 confined disposal
facility (CDF), or another approved location. The Final Sediment Characterization
Report for Berths 212-224 YTI Container Terminal Improvements Project, Los Angeles
Harbor (Appendix F of the Final EIS/EIR, AMEC 2014) concluded that the vast majority
of the sediment is suitable for ocean disposal. Only the top two feet of Composite A at
Berths 214-216 (approximately 5,200 cubic yards) was determined not to be suitable for
ocean disposal, but could be placed in the Berths 243245 CDF. The Composite Area A
bottom material (approximately 15,800 cubic yards), as well as all of Composite Area B
(approximately 21,800 cubic yards), were deemed suitable for ocean disposal.

After construction, the terminal would have three operating berths. These improvements
would enable the terminal to accommodate the projected fleet mix of larger container
ships (up to 13,000 TEUs) that are anticipated to call at the terminal through 2026, and
would increase the capacity of the terminal from 1,692,000 TEUs to 1,913,000 TEUs
annually.

The proposed Project would be constructed in two phases over an approximately 22-
month schedule, expected to begin in mid-2015. Phase I is expected to last
approximately 12 months and would consist of deepening Berths 217-220 (including
installation of sheet piles), extending the 100-foot gauge crane rail, expanding the TICTF,
relocating two Port-owned cranes, relocating and realigning two YTI cranes, delivering

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13

September 2014
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Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

2.4.1
24.1.1

and installing up to four new cranes, raising and extending up to six YTI cranes, and
conducting backland surface improvements. During Phase I, two berths (Berths 212-213
and 214-216) would be in operation.

Phase Il is expected to take approximately 10 months and would involve deepening
Berths 214-216 (including installation of king piles and sheet piles) and conducting
backland surface improvements. No physical changes would occur at Berths 221-224
except for surface improvements in the backland area. During Phase 11, two berths
(Berths 212-213 and the newly improved Berths 217-220) would be in operation.

Below is a summary of the improvements that would occur at the terminal, with more
detailed descriptions following.

= extending the height and outreach of up to six existing cranes;
* replacing up to four existing non-operating cranes;

» dredging and installing sheet piles and king piles at Berths 214-216 and
217-220;

= extending the existing 100-foot gauge landside crane rail to Berths 217-220;
= performing ground repairs and maintenance activities in the backlands area; and

= expanding the TICTF on-dock rail by adding a single operational rail track.

Terminal Improvements

Dredging and Pilings

The proposed improvements to Berths 214-216 include: (1) dredging to increase the
depth from -45 to -53 feet MLLW (with an additional 2 feet of overdredge depth, for a
total depth of -55 feet MLLW); and (2) installing sheet piles and king piles to
accommodate the dredging activities and help to support and stabilize the existing wharf
structure. Dredging would remove approximately 21,000 cubic yards (cy) of sediment
from the berth. The king piles would be installed approximately 35 feet below the
mudline and the sheet piles would be installed 15 feet below the mudline, across
approximately 1,400 linear feet along the berth (Figure 2-8 in the Draft EIS/EIR).

The proposed improvements at Berths 217-220 would include dredging to increase the
depth from -45 to -47 feet MLLW (with an additional two feet of overdredge depth, for a
total depth of -49 feet MLLW). Dredging would require the removal of approximately
6,000 cy of sediment. Sheet piles would be installed approximately 15 feet below the
mudline and across approximately 1,200 linear feet along the berth (Figure 2-9 in the
Draft EIS/EIR).

All of the dredged material, approximately 27,000 cubic yards, would be disposed of at
an approved site, which may include the LA-2 ocean disposal site, the Berths 243-245
CDF, or another approved location. A sediment characterization study was performed at
Berths 212224 in 2013 to determine the suitability of sediments from the proposed
dredge footprint for unconfined aquatic disposal (AMEC 2013). Testing indicated that
the majority of sediments within the Berths 212224 footprint complied with the
chemistry, toxicity, and bioaccumulation suitability requirements for ocean disposal

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal

September 2014

Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13
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24.1.2

(Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 220-228), with some higher levels
associated with unconsolidated surface (top-layer) sediments at Berths 214-216.
Therefore, the majority of dredged material (21,800 cubic yards) would be suitable for
placement at LA-2.

Crane Extension/Replacement

Currently, there are 10 operating cranes (14 cranes total) at the terminal. Under the
proposed Project, there would be up to 14 operating cranes and two non-operating cranes.
The proposed Project includes raising and increasing the outreach of some of the existing
wharf cranes and replacing some existing cranes with super post-Panamax cranes'. The
four existing largest super post-Panamax cranes (cranes 5—8) would remain and would
not be modified. Up to six existing cranes (cranes 14 and 9-10) would be raised, and
the booms would be extended to match the size of the four largest cranes (197 feet) to
accommodate loading and unloading of 22-container-wide cargo vessels. A maximum of
four new super post-Panamax cranes would be added to replace smaller cranes at the YTI
Terminal. The existing non-operating cranes (cranes 11-12) would be moved to the far
end of Berths 217-220 and stored for non-use. Additionally, the existing non-operating
cranes owned by the Port (cranes P18—P19) would be relocated off site. Table 1
summarizes the proposed modifications to the cranes at the terminal. The crane locations
identified in Table 1 are reasonably likely locations that have been assumed for the
purposes of performing a visual analysis; however, the cranes are designed to move along
the wharves and would be located where needed to efficiently load and unload vessels.

! Super post-Panamax refers to the largest modern container cranes that are used for vessels of approximately 22 or more
containers wide (too large/wide to pass through the Panama Canal), and can weigh 1600-2000 metric tons. Currently, the
Panama Canal can only handle vessels up to about 5,000 TEUs, and after the expansion (to be operational in 2015) it will be able
to handle vessels of cargo capacity up to 13,000 TEUs.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal

September 2014

Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13
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24.1.3

24.1.4

Table 1: YTI Terminal Proposed Crane Modifications and Replacements

Existing Proposed

Crane Number Maximum Maximum

Outreach Containers Wide | Outreach Containers Wide
1 153' 17 197 22
2 153" 17 197" 22
3 180’ 20 197' 22
4 180 20 197 22
5 197 22 197 22
6 197 22 197 22
7 197 22 197 22
8 197 22 197' 22
9 145' 16 197 22
10 145' 16 197' 22
11* 145' 16 145" 16
12* 145' 16 145'* 16
P18* 110" 3" 13 N/A N/A
P19* 110'3" 13 N/A N/A
New N/A N/A 197' 22
New N/A N/A 197 22
New N/A N/A 197' 22
New N/A N/A 197 22
Note:

* Non-operating crane

Extension of Wharf Crane Rail

The existing 100-foot gauge landside crane rail at Berths 212-216 would be extended by
approximately 1,500 feet to accommodate 100-foot gauge cranes at Berths 217-220.
Approximately 1,500 linear feet of existing 1,000 amp crane bus bar® would be replaced
with a new 1,500 amp system to provide power to the 100-foot gauge cranes.

Backland Improvements

Backland improvements would occur on approximately 160 acres of the 185-acre
terminal and would consist of ground repairs and maintenance activities involving slurry
sealing, deep cold planning, asphalt concrete overlay, construction of approximately
5,600 linear feet of concrete runways for rubber tire gantry cranes, restriping, and
possible removal/relocation/modification of underground conduits and pipes, as needed
to accommodate the repairs.

2 A bus bar is a strip or bar of copper, brass, or aluminum that conducts electricity. At the YTI Terminal, a bus bar extends along
the water-side edge of the wharf to conduct electricity for the gantry cranes that move up and down the wharf, and is protected
from accidental contact by a metal enclosure.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal

September 2014

Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13
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24.1.5 TICTF Improvements

Expansion of the TICTF on-dock railyard would include the addition of a single 3,200-
linear-foot operational rail loading track, including two turnouts, and reconstruction of a
portion of the container terminal backlands to accommodate the rail expansion. These
improvements would involve grading, paving, lighting, drainage, utility
relocation/modifications, striping, relocation of an existing fence, and third-party utility
modifications, relocations, or removals, as needed. The relocation of the fence would
move approximately 5 acres from the YTI Terminal backlands to the TICTF.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal September 2014
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13
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Chapter 3
CEQA Findings

The Findings of Fact are based on information contained in the Draft EIS/EIR and the
Final EIS/EIR for the proposed Project, along with information contained within the
administrative record. The administrative record includes, but is not limited to, the
proposed Project application, project staff reports, project public hearing records, public
notices, written comments on the proposed Project and responses to those comments,
proposed decisions and findings on the proposed Project, and other documents relating to
the agency decision on the proposed Project. When making CEQA findings required by
PRC Section 21081(a), a public agency must specify the location and custodian of the
documents or other materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which its
decision is based. These records are in the care of the Director of Environmental
Management, Los Angeles Harbor Department, 222 W. 6 Street, San Pedro, California
90731.

The Draft EIS/EIR addresses the proposed Project’s potential effects on the
environment and was circulated for public review and comment pursuant to the State
CEQA Guidelines for a period of 45 days. Comments were received from a variety of
public agencies, organizations, and individuals. The Final EIS/EIR contains copies of
all comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIS/EIR, a list of persons,
organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIS/EIR, responses to
comments received during the public review, and changes to the Draft EIS/EIR. This
section provides a summary of the environmental effects of the proposed Project that
are discussed in the Draft EIS/EIR and provides written findings for each of the
significant effects, which are accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for
each finding.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Project

Environmental Impacts Found to Be Significant

and Unavoidable

The Draft EIS/EIR concludes that some, but not all, impacts of the proposed Project in
the following environmental resource areas would remain significant and unavoidable
despite imposition of all feasible mitigation:

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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= Air Quality and Meteorology

=  Greenhouse Gas Emissions

» Biological Resources

Findings of Fact and
Statement of Overriding Considerations

The Board hereby finds that the following environmental impacts of the proposed Project
are significant and unavoidable, as summarized in Table 2, which also lists the mitigation
measures (MM) and lease measures (LM) applied and the impacts after mitigation.

Table 2. Significant and Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts for the Proposed

Project
Impact Impacts after

Environmental Impact Determination Mitigation Measures Mitigation
AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY
AQ-1: The proposed Project would result  Significant MM AQ-1. Crane Delivery Significant
in construction-related emissions that Ships Used during and
exceed a SCAQMD threshold of Construction. unavoidable
significance. MM AQ-2. Harbor Craft Used

during Construction.

MM AQ-3. Fleet

Modernization for On-Road

Trucks Used during

Construction.

MM AQ-4. Fleet

Modernization for Construction

Equipment.

MM AQ-5. Dredging

Equipment

MM AQ-6. Construction Best

Management Practices.

MM AQ-7. Additional

Fugitive Dust Controls.

MM AQ-8. General Mitigation

Measure.
AQ-2: The proposed Project construction  Significant MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8  Significant
would result in off-site ambient air and
pollutant concentrations that exceed a unavoidable
SCAQMD threshold of significance.
AQ-3: The proposed Project would result  Significant MM AQ-9. Vessel Speed Significant
in operational emissions that exceed 10 Reduction Program (VSRP). and
tons per year of VOCs or a SCAQMD MM AQ-10. Alternative unavoidable
threshold of significance. Maritime Power (AMP).

LM AQ-1. Periodic Review of

New Technology and

Regulations.

LM AQ-2. Substitution of

New Technology by Tenant.

LM AQ-3. Container Ship

Engine Emissions Reduction

Technology Improvements

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 11 September 2014
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Table 2. Significant and Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts for the Proposed
Project

Impact Impacts after
Environmental Impact Determination Mitigation Measures Mitigation
AQ-4: The proposed Project operations Significant MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10; Significant
would result in off-site ambient air LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3 and
pollutant concentrations that exceed a unavoidable
SCAQMD threshold of significance.
AQ-7: The proposed Project would Significant MM AQ-1 through MM AQ- Significant
expose receptors to significant levels of 10; LM AQ-1 through and
toxic air contaminants (TACs). LM AQ-3 unavoidable
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BI1O-4: The proposed Project has the Significant MM BIO-1. Avoid Marine Significant
potential to introduce nonnative species into Mammals. and
the Harbor that could substantially disrupt unavoidable
local biological communities.
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
GHG-1: The proposed Project would Significant MM AQ-1. Crane Delivery Significant
generate GHG emissions, either directly or Ships Used during and
indirectly that would exceed the SCAQMD Construction. unavoidable
10,000 metric tons per year (mty) carbon MM AQ-5. Dredging
dioxide equivalent (CO,e) threshold. Equipment.

MM AQ-9. Vessel Speed
Reduction Program.

MM AQ-10. Alternative
Maritime Power

MM GHG-1. Energy Audit.
MM GHG-2. LED Lighting.
MM GHG-3. Recycling.
MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets
for Certain GHG Emissions.
LM AQ-1. Periodic Review
of New Technology and
Regulations.

LM AQ-2. Substitution of
New Technology by Tenant.

LM AQ-3: Container Ship
Engine Emissions Reduction
Technology Improvements.

3.1.2 Environmental Impacts Found to Be Less than
Significant after Mitigation

The Draft EIS/EIR concludes that significant impacts of the proposed Project in the
following environmental resource areas would be less than significant after mitigation:

=  Groundwater and Soils

=  Noise

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 12 September 2014
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Findings of Fact and

Statement of Overriding Considerations

In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR concludes that some, but not all, impacts of the proposed
Project in the following resource areas were found to be less than significant prior to
mitigation. However, mitigation measures and/or standard conditions (SC) of approval
were still identified for the less-than-significant impacts in the following areas, to further
ensure that impacts remain minimal.

= Biological Resources

= Cultural Resources

= Utilities and Service Systems

The Board hereby finds that the following environmental impacts of the proposed Project
are less than significant after implementation of mitigation measures, as summarized in
Table 3, which also lists the mitigation measures applied and the impacts after mitigation.
Mitigation measures and standard conditions of approval are also identified where
impacts would be less than significant prior to mitigation but are applied to ensure that

impacts would be minimal.

Table 3. Impacts that are Less Than Significant After Mitigation for the Proposed

Project
Impacts
Impact after
Environmental Impacts Determination ~ Mitigation Measures Mitigation
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BIO-1: The proposed Project would not cause a Significant MM BIO-1. Avoid Less than
loss of individuals or habitat of a state- or federally marine mammals significant
listed endangered, threatened, rare, protected, or MM AQ-9. Vessel
candidate species, or a Species of Special Concern Speed Reduction
or the loss of federally listed critical habitat. Program (VSRP)
B1O-3: The proposed Project would not interfere ~ Less than MM BIO-1. Avoid Less than
with wildlife movement/migration corridors. significant marine mammals significant
CULTURAL RESOURCES
CR-2: The proposed Project would not cause a Less than SC CR-1. Stop work in ~ Less than
substantial adverse change in the significance of an  significant the area if prehistoric significant
archaeological or ethnographic resource. and/or archaeological
resources are
encountered
GROUNDWATER AND SOILS
GW-1: Construction of the proposed Project Significant MM GW-1. Soil Less than
would not encounter toxic substances or other Sampling, Testing, and significant
contaminants associated with historical uses of the Treatment
Port, resulting in short-term exposure to MM GW-2.
construction/operations personnel and/or long-term Contamination
exposure to future site occupants. Contingency Plan
Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 13 September 2014
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Table 3. Impacts that are Less Than Significant After Mitigation for the Proposed

Project
Impacts
Impact after

Environmental Impacts Determination ~ Mitigation Measures Mitigation
NOISE
NOI-1: Construction of the proposed Project Significant MM NOI-1. Noise Less than
would result in daytime construction activities Reduction during Pile significant
lasting more than 10 days in a 3-month period that Driving
would exceed existing ambient exterior noise MM NOI-2. Erect
levels by 5 dBA or more at noise-sensitive Temporary Noise
receptors. Attenuation Barriers

Adjacent to Pile-Driving

Equipment or Employee

Temporary Shields to the

Pile Driving Equipment,

Where Necessary and

Feasible
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
UT-4: Implementation of the proposed Project Less than MM UT-1. Recycling Less than
would not result in an increase in solid waste significant Construction significant
generation due to project operations that would Materials
exceed the capacity of existing solid waste MM UT-2. Using
handling and disposal facilities. materials with recycling

content

MM GHG-3. Recycling

would further reduce any

potential impact.
UT-5: Implementation of the proposed Project Less than MM GHG-1. Energy Less than
would not require new, off-site energy supply and  significant Audit significant

distribution infrastructure or capacity-enhancing
alterations to existing facilities that are not
anticipated by adopted plans or programs.

MM GHG-2. LED
Lighting would further
reduce any potential

impact.

3.1.3
Significant

Environmental Impacts Found to Be Less than

The Draft EIS/EIR concludes that all impacts of the proposed Project in the following
environmental resource areas would be less than significant.

= Aesthetics and Visual Resources
= Geology

*  Ground Transportation

» Hazards and Hazardous Materials

= Land Use

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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Findings of Fact and

Statement of Overriding Considerations

= Water Quality, Sediments, and Oceanography

In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR concludes that some, but not all, impacts of the proposed
Project in the following environmental resource areas would be less than significant.

= Air Quality and Meteorology
= Biological Resources

=  Cultural Resources

» Greenhouse Gas Emissions

»  Groundwater and Soils

* Noise

= Utilities and Service Systems

The Board finds that the following environmental impacts of the proposed Project are
less than significant and hereby makes the same determination based on the conclusions
in the Final EIS/EIR, as summarized in Table 4. No mitigation measures are required for

impacts that are less than significant (14 CCR 15126.4(3)(a)).

Table 4. Less-than-Significant Impacts of the Proposed Project

Impact Mitigation  Impacts after

Environmental Impacts Determination ~ Measures Mitigation
AESTHETICS
AES-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in a substantial adverse effect on a scenic significant mitigation  significant
vista. is required
AES-2: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but  significant mitigation  significant
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings is required
along a state scenic highway.
AES-3: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or  significant mitigation  significant
quality of the site and its surroundings. is required
AES-4: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not create a new source of substantial light or glare that  significant mitigation  significant
would adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in the area. is required
AES-5: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in substantial negative changes to the overall significant mitigation  significant
visual character and quality of a landscape that has a significant is required
effect on viewer response.
AIR QUALITY AND METEOROLOGY
AQ-5: The proposed Project would not generate on-road Less than No Less than
traffic that would contribute to an exceedance of the 1-hour or  significant mitigation  significant
8-hour CO standards. is required
AQ-6: The proposed Project would not create an objectionable  Less than No Less than
odor at the nearest sensitive receptor. significant mitigation  significant

is required

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 15 September 2014
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Table 4. Less-than-Significant Impacts of the Proposed Project

Impact Mitigation  Impacts after

Environmental Impacts Determination =~ Measures Mitigation
AQ-8: The proposed Project would not conflict with or Less than No Less than
obstruct implementation of an applicable Air Quality significant mitigation  significant
Management Plan (AQMP). is required
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BI1O-2: The proposed Project would not result in a substantial ~ Less than No Less than
reduction or alteration of a state, federally, or locally significant mitigation  significant
designated natural habitat, special aquatic site, or plant is required
community, including wetlands.
BIO-5: The proposed Project would not result in a permanent  Less than No Less than
loss of marine habitat. significant mitigation  significant

is required
CULTURAL RESOURCES
CR-1: The proposed Project would not have a significant No impact No No impact
impact on built environment historical resources. mitigation

is required
CR-3: The proposed Project would not result in the permanent  Less than No Less than
loss of, or loss of access to, a significant paleontological significant mitigation  significant
resource. is required
GEOLOGY
GEO-1: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in significant impacts from fault rupture, significant mitigation  significant
seismic ground shaking, liquefaction, or other seismically is required
induced ground failure.
GEO-2: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
within the Port area would not expose people and structures to  significant mitigation  significant
substantial risk involving tsunamis or seiches. is required
GEO-3: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in substantial damage to structures or significant mitigation  significant
infrastructure or expose people to substantial risk of injury is required
from land subsidence/settlement.
GEO-4: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in substantial damage to structures or significant mitigation  significant
infrastructure or expose people to substantial risk of injury is required
from soil expansion.
GEO-5: Construction and operation of the proposed Project No Impact No No Impact
would not result in or expose people or property to a mitigation
substantial risk of landslides or mudflows. is required
GEO-6: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in or expose people or property to a significant mitigation  significant
substantial risk of unstable soil conditions from excavation, is required
grading, or fill.
GEO-7: Construction or operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
within the Port area would not result in substantial soil erosion  significant mitigation  significant
or the loss of topsoil. is required
GEO-8: Construction or operation of the proposed Project No Impact No No Impact
would not result in the destruction, permanent covering, or mitigation
material and adverse modification of one or more distinct and is required
prominent geologic or topographic features.
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Table 4. Less-than-Significant Impacts of the Proposed Project

Impact Mitigation  Impacts after

Environmental Impacts Determination =~ Measures Mitigation
GEO-9: Construction or operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in substantial damage to structures or significant mitigation  significant
infrastructure or expose people to substantial risk of injury is required
from sea level rise.
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
GHG-2: The proposed Project would not conflict with state or ~ Less than No Less than
local plans and policies adopted for the purpose or reducing significant mitigation  significant
GHG emissions. is required
GROUNDWATER AND SOILS
GW-2: Construction and operation of the proposed Project Less than No Less than
would not result in expansion of the area affected by significant mitigation  significant
contaminants. is required
GW-3: Construction and operation of the proposed Project No Impact No No Impact
would not result in a change to potable water levels. mitigation

is required
GW-4: Construction and operation of the proposed Project No impact No No impact
would not result in a demonstrable and sustained reduction in mitigation
groundwater recharge capacity (for potable water storage). is required
GW-5: Construction and operation of the proposed Project No impact No No impact
would not result in violation of regulatory water quality mitigation
standards at an existing production well. is required
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
RISK-1: The proposed Project would not substantially Less than No Less than
increase the probable frequency and severity of consequences significant mitigation  significant
to people or property as a result of accidental release or is required
explosion of a hazardous substance.
RISK-2: The proposed Project would not substantially Less than No Less than
increase the probable frequency and severity of consequences significant mitigation  significant
to people from exposure to health hazards. is required
RISK-3: The proposed Project would not substantially Less than No Less than
interfere with an existing emergency response or evacuation significant mitigation  significant
plan or increase the risk of injury or death. is required
RISK-4: The proposed Project would comply with applicable ~ Less than No Less than
regulations and policies guiding development within the Port. significant mitigation  significant

is required
RISK-5: Tsunami-induced flooding and seismic events could  Less than No Less than
result in fuel releases from construction equipment or significant mitigation  significant
hazardous substances releases from containers under the is required
proposed Project, which in turn could result in risks to persons
and/or the environment.
RISK-6: Proposed Project-related terminal modifications Less than No Less than
would not result in a measurable increase in the probability of a  significant mitigation  significant
terrorist attack and would not result in adverse consequences to is required
the proposed project site and nearby areas.
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Table 4. Less-than-Significant Impacts of the Proposed Project

Impact Mitigation  Impacts after
Environmental Impacts Determination =~ Measures Mitigation
LAND USE AND PLANNING
LU-1: The proposed Project would be consistent with the Less than No Less than
adopted land use/density designation in the Community Plan, significant mitigation  significant
redevelopment plan, or specific plan for the site. is required
LU-2: The proposed Project would be consistent with the Less than No Less than
General Plan or adopted environmental goals or policies significant mitigation  significant
contained in other applicable plans. is required
LU-3: The proposed Project would not substantially affect the  Less than No Less than
types and/or extent of existing land uses in the project area. significant mitigation  significant
is required
LU-4: The proposed Project would not cause a secondary Less than No Less than
impact on surrounding land uses. significant mitigation  significant
is required
NOISE
NOI-2: Construction of the proposed Project would not result ~ Less than No Less than
in noise levels that would exceed the ambient noise level by 5 significant mitigation  significant
A-weighted decibels (dBA) at noise-sensitive receptors is required

between the hours of 9 p.m. and 7 a.m. Monday through
Friday, before 8 a.m. or after 6 p.m. on Saturday, or at any time

on Sunday.

NOI-3: Operation of the proposed Project would not generate ~ Less than No Less than
noise levels that would exceed existing ambient noise levels at  significant mitigation  significant
noise-sensitive receptors by 5 dBA or greater in community is required

equivalent noise level (CNEL).

NOI-4: Construction or operation of proposed Project would Less than No Less than
not expose persons to or generate excessive groundborne significant mitigation  significant
vibration or groundborne noise levels. is required

PUBLIC SERVICES

PS-1: The proposed Project would not increase the demand for Less than No Less than
additional law enforcement officers and/or facilities such that significant mitigation  significant
U.S. Coast Guard (USCG), Los Angeles Police Department is required

(LAPD), or Port Police would be unable to maintain adequate
levels of service without additional facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental effects.

PS-2: The proposed Project would not require the addition of ~ Less than No Less than
a new fire station or the expansion, consolidation, or relocation  significant mitigation  significant
of an existing facility to maintain service. is required

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION—GROUND AND MARINE
Ground Transportation

TRANS-1: Proposed project construction would not result ina  Less than No Less than

short-term, temporary increase in truck and auto traffic. significant mitigation  significant
is required

TRANS-2: Long-term vehicular traffic associated with the Less than No Less than

proposed Project would not significantly impact significant mitigation  significant

volume/capacity ratios or level of service. is required
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Table 4. Less-than-Significant Impacts of the Proposed Project

Impact Mitigation  Impacts after

Environmental Impacts Determination =~ Measures Mitigation
TRANS-3: An increase in on-site employees due to proposed  Less than No Less than
project operations would not significantly increase public significant mitigation  significant
transit use. is required
TRANS-4: Proposed project operations would not Less than No Less than
significantly increase freeway congestion. significant mitigation  significant

is required
TRANS-5: Proposed project operations would not cause a Less than No Less than
significant impact in vehicular delay at at-grade railroad significant mitigation  significant
crossings within the proposed project vicinity or in the region. is required
TRANS-6: The proposed Project would not result in No Impact No No Impact
inadequate emergency access. mitigation

is required
Marine Transportation
VT-1a: Proposed project construction-related marine traffic Less than No Less than
would not substantially interfere with operation of designated significant mitigation  significant
vessel traffic lanes and/or impair the level of safety for vessels is required
navigating the Main Channel, harbor, or Precautionary Area.
VT-1b: Proposed project operation-related marine traffic Less than No Less than
would not substantially interfere with operation of designated significant mitigation  significant
vessel traffic lanes and/or impair the level of safety for vessels is required
navigating the Main Channel, harbor, or Precautionary Area.
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
UT-1: The proposed Project would not result in a substantial Less than No Less than
increase in wastewater flows that would exceed the wastewater ~ significant mitigation  significant
treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control is required
Board (RWQCB) or the capacity of existing treatment
facilities.
UT-2: The proposed Project would not result in a substantial Less than No Less than
increase in water demand that would exceed the water supplies  significant mitigation  significant
available from existing entitlements and resources, and would is required
not require new or expanded facilities or entitlements.
UT-3: The proposed Project would not generate substantial Less than No Less than
surface runoff that would exceed the capacity of existing significant mitigation  significant
municipal storm drain systems. is required
WATER QUALITY, SEDIMENTS, AND OCEANOGRAPHY
WQ-1: The proposed Project would not create pollution, Less than No Less than
contamination, or a nuisance as defined in Section 13050 of the  significant mitigation  significant
California Water Code (CWC) or cause regulatory standards to is required
be violated in Harbor waters.
WQ-2: The proposed Project would not result in increased Less than No Less than
flooding that would have the potential to harm people or significant mitigation  significant
damage property or sensitive biological resources. is required
WQ-3: The proposed Project would not result in a permanent ~ No impact No No impact
adverse change in movement of surface water in the Harbor. mitigation

is required

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 19 September 2014
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13



w

(o) & B

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22
23
24
25
26

27
28
29
30

31
32

Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

Table 4. Less-than-Significant Impacts of the Proposed Project

Impact Mitigation  Impacts after
Environmental Impacts Determination =~ Measures Mitigation
WQ-4: The proposed Project would not accelerate natural Less than No Less than
processes of wind and water erosion and sedimentation, significant mitigation  significant
resulting in sediment runoff or deposition that would not be is required

contained or controlled on site.

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.1.1

Findings Regarding Environmental
Impacts Found to Be Significant and
Unavoidable

The Final EIS/EIR concludes that unavoidable significant impacts on the following
environmental resources would occur if the proposed Project was implemented.

= Air Quality and Meteorology
* Biological Resources
= Greenhouse Gas Emissions

All available feasible mitigation measures have been incorporated into the proposed
Project to reduce significant impacts. However, even with the incorporation of all
feasible mitigation measures, impacts on these environmental resources would remain
significant and unavoidable. The Board has determined that no additional feasible
mitigation measures or alternatives would reduce significant impacts to less-than-
significant levels, and in light of specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other
considerations, the Board intends to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations (see
Chapter 1 of this document for additional details). The impacts, mitigation measures,
findings, and rationale for the findings are presented for all significant and unavoidable
impacts identified in the Final EIS/EIR below.

Air Quality and Meteorology

As discussed in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR, there would be five unavoidable
significant impacts on air quality and meteorology related to construction and operation
of the proposed Project. However, mitigation measures and lease measures were
identified for all or some of the significant and unavoidable impacts to comply with
LAHD air quality planning requirements. The impacts, mitigation measures, and lease
measures are discussed below.

Impact AQ-1: The proposed Project would result in
construction-related emissions that exceed an SCAQMD
threshold of significance.

As shown in Table 3.2-18, the unmitigated peak daily construction emissions would

exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) daily emission
thresholds for volatile organic compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrous oxides
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Finding

(NOx), and particulate matter less than 2.5 micrograms in diameter (PM,s) in 2015 and
2016 and for particulate matter less than 10 micrograms in diameter (PM;,) in 2015 prior
to mitigation. Overlapping construction and operations emissions as shown in Table 3.2-
19 would be significant for VOC, CO, NOx, PM,, and PM, s prior to mitigation in 2015,
the peak construction year.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. Implementation of the following mitigation
measures would substantially lessen emissions from criteria pollutants associated with
construction of the proposed Project, as well as overlap of construction and operation.
However, as shown in Table 3.2-20, emissions of NO, would remain significant during
construction in both 2015 and 2016, and emissions of VOC, CO, and PM, 5 in 2015
would remain significant. Additionally, as shown in Table 3.2-21, overlapping
construction and operations emissions would remain significant for VOC, CO, and NOy
in 2015, the peak construction year. Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations make any additional mitigation measures infeasible. The following
mitigation measures have been included to reduce impacts:

MM AQ-1: Crane Delivery Ships Used during Construction. All ships and barges must
comply with the expanded Vessel Speed Reduction Program (VSRP) of 12 knots between
20 nautical miles (nm) and 40 nm from Point Fermin.

MM AQ-2: Harbor Craft Used during Construction. Harbor craft must use Tier 3 or
cleaner engines.

MM AQ-3: Fleet Modernization for On-Road Trucks Used during Construction.
Trucks with a gross vehicle weight rating of 19,500 or greater, including import haulers
and earth movers, must comply with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 2010
on-road emission standards.

MM AQ-4: Fleet Modernization for Construction Equipment (except vessels, harbor
craft, on-road trucks, and dredging equipment). All diesel-powered construction
equipment greater than 50 horsepower must meet EPA Tier 4 off-road emission standards.

MM AQ-5: Dredging Equipment. All dredging equipment must be electric.

MM AQ-6: Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs). LAHD will implement
BMPs, per LAHD Sustainable Construction Guidelines, to reduce air emissions from all
LAHD-sponsored construction projects. The following measures are required for
construction equipment, including on-road trucks used during construction:

= Use diesel oxidation catalysts and catalyzed diesel particulate traps.

» Maintain equipment according to manufacturers’ specifications.

= Restrict idling of construction equipment to a maximum of 5 minutes when not in use.

= Install high-pressure fuel injectors on construction equipment vehicles.

LAHD will implement a process by which to select additional BMPs to further reduce air
emissions during construction. LAHD will determine the BMPs once the contractor

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal

21 September 2014

Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13



B W N -

o U1

10

11
12

13
14
15

16
17
18

19
20
21

22
23

24
25

26
27

28
29

30

31
32
33
34
35
36

37

38
39
40
41
42

Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

identifies and secures a final equipment list. Because the effectiveness of this measure
has not been established and includes some emission reduction technology that may
already be incorporated into equipment as part of the Tier level requirement in MM AQ-
3 and MM AQ-4, it is not quantified in this study.

MM AQ-7: Additional Fugitive Dust Controls. Contractor must adhere to the
following control measures, at a minimum:

= Active grading sites shall be watered at intervals of 2 hours.
= Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads must be limited to 15 mph or less.

= Contractors shall apply approved non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers to all
inactive construction areas or replace groundcover in disturbed areas.

= Contractors shall provide temporary wind fencing around sites being graded or
cleared.

= Trucks hauling dirt, sand, or gravel shall be covered or shall maintain at least 2
feet of freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the California Vehicle
Code (““Spilling Loads on Highways™).

= Construction contractors shall install wheel washers where vehicles enter and
exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off tires of vehicles and any
equipment leaving the construction site.

= The grading contractor shall suspend all soil disturbance activities when winds
exceed 25 mph or when visible dust plumes emanate from a site, and disturbed
areas shall be stabilized if construction is delayed.

= Open storage piles (greater than 3 feet tall and a total surface area of 150
square feet) shall be covered with a plastic tarp or chemical dust suppressant.

= Materials shall be stabilized while loading, unloading, and transporting to
reduce fugitive dust emissions.

= Belly-dump truck seals shall be checked regularly to remove trapped rocks to
prevent possible spillage.

» Track-out regulations shall be followed and water shall be provided while
loading and unloading to reduce visible dust plumes.

= Waste materials shall be hauled off site immediately.

MM AQ-8. General Mitigation Measure. For any of the above mitigation measures
(MM AQ-2 through MM AQ-7), if a California Air Resources Board (CARB)-certified
technology becomes available and is shown to be as good as, or better than, the existing
measure in terms of emissions performance, the technology could replace the existing
measure pending approval by LAHD. Measures will be set at the time a specific
construction contract is advertised for bid.

Rationale for Finding

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8, which would reduce criteria
pollutant emissions associated with proposed project construction. While mitigation
measures presented in the Final EIS/EIR reduce emissions, emissions would still exceed
SCAQMD significance criteria for PM, s, NOx, CO, and VOC in 2015 and for NOy in
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3.2.1.2

Finding

2016 during construction. In addition, although emissions from overlapping construction
and operation would be reduced with mitigation, they would remain significant and
unavoidable for NOyx, CO, and VOC during the 2015 peak construction year.

Emissions will largely come from off-road construction equipment (including dredging
equipment) and marine sources (including ships used to deliver cranes and tugboats used
to assist dredging barges), as well as haul trucked used for pile deliveries and disposal of
dredged material. As part of the Draft EIS/EIR, mitigation was developed aimed at
reducing these emission through construction equipment fleet modernization, fugitive
dust controls, and BMPs. Mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 represent
feasible means to reduce air pollution impacts from proposed construction sources.
Mitigation measure MM AQ-3 was modified in the FEIR based on comments during the
public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR, and requires all trucks used in construction to
meet model year 2010 on-road heavy-duty truck emission standards compared to 2007
standards in the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, mitigation measure MM AQ-7 was modified
in the Final EIS/EIR based on public comments, and requires the construction contractor
to comply with additional BMPs from the LAHD Sustainable Construction Guidelines
targeted at controlling fugitive dust. All mitigation measures determined feasible by
LAHD have been identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

Impact AQ-2: Proposed project construction would result
in offsite ambient air pollutant concentrations that exceed
a SCAQMD threshold of significance.

As shown in Tables 3.2-22 and 3.2-23, respectively, the maximum offsite NO, (federal 1-
hour, state 1-hour and state annual average) and incremental PM;, (24-hour and annual
average) and PM, 5 (24-hour average) concentrations from construction activities would
exceed SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, without mitigation, maximum offsite ambient
pollutant concentrations associated with the construction of the proposed Project would
be significant for NO, (federal 1-hour, state 1-hour, and state annual average), PM;, (24-
hour and annual average), and PM, s (24-hour average).

Additionally, as shown in Tables 3.2-24 and 3.2-25, respectively, the maximum offsite
NO, (federal 1-hour, state 1-hour, and state annual average) and incremental PM,, (24-
hour and annual average) and PM, 5 (24-hour average) concentrations from overlapping
construction and operational activities would exceed SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore,
without mitigation, maximum offsite ambient pollutant concentrations associated with the
combined construction and operation of the proposed Project would be significant for
NO; (federal 1-hour, state 1-hour, and state annual average), PM;, (24-hour and annual
average), and PM, s (24-hour average).

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. Implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8, as presented above under Impact AQ-1, would
substantially lessen offsite ambient pollutant concentrations associated with the
construction of the proposed Project, as well as overlap of construction and operation.
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Implementation of mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 would
substantially lessen offsite ambient air pollutant concentrations associated with
construction of the proposed Project and reduce the impact relative to the unmitigated
proposed project levels. Table 3.2-26 of the Draft EIS/EIR shows that the maximum
offsite state annual NO, concentration from construction activities would be reduced to a
less-than-significant level with mitigation. The federal and state 1-hour NO,
concentrations would be reduced with mitigation but would remain significant.

Table 3.2-27 of the Draft EIS/EIR shows that the maximum offsite incremental annual
PM,, and 24-hour PM, 5 concentrations from construction activities would be reduced to
less-than-significant levels with mitigation. The 24-hour PM, concentration would be
reduced with mitigation but would remain significant. Therefore, with mitigation,
maximum offsite ambient pollutant concentrations associated with the construction of the
proposed Project would be significant for NO, (federal 1-hour and state 1-hour average)
and PM, (24-hour average).

Additionally, Table 3.2-28 of the Draft EIS/EIR shows that the maximum offsite state
annual NO, concentration from overlapping construction and operational activities would
be reduced to a less-than-significant level with mitigation. The federal and state 1-hour
NO, concentrations would be reduced with mitigation but would remain significant.
Table 3.2-29 of the Draft EIS/EIR shows that the maximum offsite incremental annual
PM, and 24-hour PM, s concentrations from overlapping construction and operational
activities would be reduced to less-than-significant levels with mitigation. The 24-hour
PM, concentration would be reduced with mitigation but would remain significant.
Therefore, following mitigation, maximum offsite ambient pollutant concentrations
associated with the combined construction and operation of the proposed Project would
be significant for NO, (federal 1-hour and state 1-hour average) and PM;, (24-hour
average).

Emissions of NO, (federal 1-hour and state 1-hour average) and PM, (24-hour average)
during construction and associated with the combined construction and operation of the
proposed Project would remain significant. Specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make any additional mitigation measures
infeasible.

Rationale for Finding

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8, which would reduce the ambient
impact relative to proposed project levels. Emissions will largely come from off-road
construction equipment (including dredging equipment) and marine sources (including
ships used to deliver cranes and tugboats used to assist dredging barges), as well as haul
trucked used for pile deliveries and disposal of dredged material. As part of the Draft
EIS/EIR, mitigation was developed aimed at reducing these emissions through
construction equipment fleet modernization, fugitive dust controls, and BMPs.
Construction equipment emissions would be reduced as a result of the mitigation
measures, but would remain significant and unavoidable for NO, (federal 1-hour and
state 1-hour average) and PM,, (24-hour average). Mitigation measures MM AQ-1
through MM AQ-8 represent feasible means to reduce air pollution impacts from
proposed construction sources. Both mitigation measures MM AQ-3 and MM AQ-7
were modified in response to comments (See Rationale for Finding under Impact AQ-1
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3.2.1.3

Finding

above). All mitigation measures determined feasible by LAHD have been identified in
the Final EIS/EIR.

Impact AQ-3: The proposed Project would result in
operational emissions that exceed a SCAQMD threshold of
significance.

As shown in Table 3.2-30, emissions from the proposed Project’s peak daily operations
would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds for NOy, CO, and VOC in all analysis
years prior to mitigation. The largest contributors to peak daily operational emissions in
all analysis years would be emissions from container ship transit. Trucks, container ship
hoteling, and locomotives would be key secondary contributors. Emissions for all
analyzed pollutants would increase between years 2017 and 2020 due to terminal
throughput increase. Emissions would decline for NOx and VOC from year 2020 to 2026
as regulatory requirements for trucks, locomotives, and cargo handling equipment offset
emissions due to terminal throughput increase. Therefore, air quality impacts associated
with proposed project daily peak operations would be significant for NOx, CO, and VOC
prior to mitigation.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 would reduce operational emissions.

MM AQ-9. Vessel Speed Reduction Program (VSRP). Starting January 1, 2017 and
thereafter, 95% of ships calling at the YTI Terminal will be required to comply with the
expanded VSRP at 12 knots between 40 nm from Point Fermin and the Precautionary
Area.

MM AQ-10. Alternative Maritime Power (AMP). By 2026, NYK Line-operated ships
calling at the YTI Terminal will use AMP for 95% of total hoteling hours while hoteling
at the Port.

Additionally, implementation of the following lease measures would further reduce
operational emissions.

LM AQ-1. Periodic Review of New Technology and Regulations. LAHD will require
the tenant to review any LAHD-identified or other new emissions-reduction technology,
determine whether the technology is feasible, and report to LAHD. Such technology
feasibility reviews will take place at the time of LAHD’s consideration of any lease
amendment or facility modification for the proposed project site. If the technology is
determined by LAHD to be feasible in terms of cost and technical and operational
feasibility, the tenant will work with LAHD to implement such technology.

Potential technologies that may further reduce emissions and/or result in cost-savings
benefits for the tenant may be identified through future work on the Clean Air Action
Plan (CAAP). Over the course of the lease, the tenant and LAHD will work together to
identify potential new technology. Such technology will be studied for feasibility, in
terms of cost, technical and operational feasibility, and emissions reduction benefits. As

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal

o5 September 2014

Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13



15
16
17

18
19
20
21
22
23

24

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33

34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

partial consideration for the lease amendment, the tenant will implement not less
frequently than once every five years following the effective date of the permit new air
quality technological advancements, subject to mutual agreement on operational
feasibility and cost sharing, which will not be unreasonably withheld. The effectiveness
of this measure depends on the advancement of new technologies and the outcome of
future feasibility or pilot studies.

LM AQ-2. Substitution of New Technology by Tenant. If any kind of technology
becomes available and is shown to be as good as or better than the existing measure in
terms of emissions reduction performance, the technology could replace the requirements
of MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10, pending approval by LAHD.

LM AQ-3: Container Ship Engine Emissions Reduction Technology Improvements.
The tenant will encourage NYK Line to determine the feasibility of incorporating all
emissions reduction technology and/or design options for vessels calling at the YTI
Terminal.

Following the implementation of the mitigation and lease measures, the proposed
Project’s peak daily operational emissions for NOyx, CO, and VOC would be reduced but
would remain above the level of significance for all analysis years.

Therefore, the Board finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or proposed project
alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation measures
determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been incorporated
into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of feasible
mitigation measures, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

Rationale for Finding

Table 3.2-31 of the Draft EIS/EIR shows that for years 2017 and 2020, total emissions
for all pollutants would decline from unmitigated levels due to higher VSRP compliance.
For a peak day, VSRP compliance in the 20 nm to 40 nm zone would increase from

2 container ships to 3 container ships starting in year 2017. For year 2026, total
emissions for all pollutants would decline from unmitigated levels due to higher AMP
compliance. For a peak day, AMP compliance would increase from 2 to 3 container
ships using AMP in year 2026. Emissions from operation of the proposed Project would
be reduced with mitigation but would remain significant and unavoidable for NOy, CO,
and VOC in all analysis years.

Operational emissions would vary over the life of the proposed Project due to several
factors, such as regulatory requirements, activity levels, source (container ships, tugboats,
trucks, locomotives, CHE, and worker vehicles) characteristics, and emission factors.
The combination of these factors can result in emissions that do not always decrease or
increase consistently over time. As part of the Draft EIS/EIR, mitigation was developed
aimed at reducing these emissions through compliance with the VSRP, implementation of
AMP while hoteling at the Port, and period review and substitution of new technology
and regulations. Mitigation measures MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 and lease measures
LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3 have been incorporated into the project, which
substantially lessen significant daily peak operational emissions and represent feasible
means to reduce air pollution impacts from project operational sources. Peak day

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13

26 September 2014



OO Ul WN -

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17

18

19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

3.2.14

Finding

emissions of NOx, CO, and VOC from operations associated with the proposed Project
would be reduced as a result of the mitigation measures, but would remain significant and
unavoidable. Lease measure LM AQ-3 was added to the FEIR based on comments
during the public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR related to consistency with all
applicable CAAP measures for ocean going vessels. LM AQ-3 encourages NYK Line to
determine the feasibility of incorporating all emissions reduction technology and/or
design options for vessels calling at the YTI Terminal. All mitigation measures
determined feasible by LAHD have been identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

Impact AQ-4. The proposed project operations would
result in offsite ambient air pollutant concentrations that
exceed a SCAQMD threshold of significance.

As shown in Tables 3.2-33 and 3.2-34, respectively, the maximum offsite NO, (federal 1-
hour average) and incremental PM;, (24-hour and annual average) concentrations from
operational activities would exceed SCAQMD thresholds. Therefore, maximum offsite
ambient pollutant concentrations associated with operation of the proposed Project would
be significant for NO, (federal 1-hour average) and PM,, (24-hour and annual average)
prior to mitigation.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. Implementation of mitigation measures MM AQ-9
and MM AQ-10 and lease measures LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3, as presented above
under Impact AQ-3, would substantially lessen offsite ambient air pollutant concentrations
associated with the operation of the proposed Project. However, ambient pollutant levels
would remain significant and unavoidable for the national 1-hour NO, standard and 24-
hour and annual PM;, SCAQMD thresholds. Specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make any additional mitigation measures infeasible.

Rationale for Finding

Similar to Impact AQ-3, operational emissions would vary over the life of the proposed
Project due to several factors, such as regulatory requirements, activity levels, source
characteristics (container ships, tugboats, trucks, locomotives, cargo handling equipment,
and worker vehicles), and emission factors. The combination of these factors can result
in emissions that do not always decrease or increase consistently over time. As part of the
Draft EIS/EIR, mitigation was developed aiming at reducing these emissions through
compliance with the VSRP, implementation of AMP while hoteling at the Port, and
periodic review and substitution of new technology and regulations.

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
mitigation measures MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 and lease measures LM AQ-1 through
LM AQ-3, which would reduce the ambient impact relative to proposed project levels
and represent feasible means to reduce air pollution impacts from proposed operation
sources. As discussed under Impact AQ-3 above, lease measure LM AQ-3 was added to
the FEIR based on comments during the public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR.
Ambient pollutant levels during operations would be reduced as a result of the mitigation
measures, but would remain significant and unavoidable for the national 1-hour NO,
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3.2.1.5

Finding

standard and 24-hour and annual PM;, SCAQMD thresholds. All mitigation measures
determined feasible by LAHD have been identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

Impact AQ-7: The proposed Project would expose
receptors to significant levels of TACs.

The Health Risk Assessment indicates that approximately 99% of the cancer risk at all
receptors would be caused by exposure to diesel particulate matter. In relation to the
Future CEQA baseline, the maximum incremental cancer risk is predicted to be less than
the significance threshold at all receptor types except at marina-based residential and
occupational receptor. As shown in Table 3.2-38, cancer risk at marina-based liveaboard
and occupational receptor would exceed the significance threshold of 10 in 1 million.
Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a less-than-significant cancer risk at land-
based residential, non-residential sensitive, student, and recreational receptors, but would
result in a significant cancer risk at marina-based residential and occupational receptors.

The maximum impacted occupational receptor would be located about 1,000 feet
northeast of the YTI Terminal truck out-gate, on industrial Port property, just north of the
entry/exit road and TICTF storage tracks. Sources driving impacts at this receptor would
be container trucks travelling in and out of the terminal.

The maximum impacted residential receptor would be at the marina liveaboards
(locations where people live on boats) in the Cerritos Channel, near Anchorage Street,
just west of the Henry Ford and Schuyler Heim bridges. Cancer risk at this receptor
would be driven by locomotives traveling across and beyond the Henry Ford Bridge
(65%) and drayage trucks driving across and beyond the Schuyler Heim Bridge (23%).

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. Implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-10 and lease measures LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3, as
presented above under Impacts AQ-1 and AQ-3, would substantially lessen significant
levels of proposed TACs associated with the operation of the proposed Project.

However, impacts would be significant and unavoidable for cancer risks for marina-based
residential and occupational receptors. Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations make any additional mitigation measures infeasible.

Rationale for Finding

The largest contributor to cancer risk at all receptors would be diesel particulate matter.
The health risk assessment shows that health impacts would be less than significant for
residential communities on land. However, under the proposed Project, maximum
incremental cancer risk would remain significant and unavoidable for marina-based
residential receptors. One specific receptor location—the maximum marina-based
residential receptor for the Future CEQA increment, would have a cancer risk increment
of 11 in 1 million. This receptor has a relatively high contribution from locomotives
because it is adjacent to the Henry Ford (railroad) Bridge. It should be noted that the
significant and unavoidable cancer risk only extends over approximately 25% of a single
marina directly adjacent to the Henry Ford and Schuyler Heim bridges. Receptors farther
from the bridge would have a lower relative contribution from locomotives and a higher
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3.2.2

3.2.2.1

Finding

relative contribution from other emission source categories. As part of the Draft EIS/EIR,
mitigation and lease measures were developed aimed at reducing these emissions through
construction equipment fleet modernization; fugitive dust controls; BMPs; compliance
with the VSRP; implementation of AMP while hoteling at the Port; and periodic review
and substitution of new technology and regulations.

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-10 and lease measures LM AQ-1
through LM AQ-3, which would reduce significant levels of proposed TACs and
represent feasible means to reduce exposure to toxic air contaminants. As discussed
under Impact AQ-3 above, lease measure LM AQ-3 was added to the FEIR based on
comments during the public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR. In addition, mitigation
measures MM AQ-3 and MM AQ-7 were modified in the Final EIS/EIR based on public
comments, as discussed under Impact AQ-1 above. Impacts would be reduced as a result
of the mitigation measures, but they would remain significant and unavoidable for cancer
risks for marina-based residential and occupational receptors. All mitigation measures
determined feasible by LAHD have been identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

Biological Resources

As discussed in Section 3.3 of the Draft EIS/EIR, there would be one unavoidable
significant impact on biological resources related to operation of the proposed Project.
The impact and mitigation measure are discussed below.

Impact BIO-4: The proposed Project has the potential to
introduce nonnative species into the Harbor that could
substantially disrupt local biological communities.

Construction activities at the proposed project site, particularly dredging and pile driving,
could cause short-term impacts on individuals (e.g., marine mammals and fishes,
including those with designated Essential Fish Habitat) in the immediate vicinity of
construction activities that could indirectly facilitate the disruption of biological
communities if an invasive species were to be introduced. However, with
implementation of mitigation measure MM BIO-1, the pile driving would initiate with a
soft start and a 300-meter-radius safety zone will be established and monitored for
pinnipeds and cetaceans by a qualified marine mammal observer, which would minimize
impacts on fish and marine mammals near construction activities because they would
likely leave the area.

The proposed Project would increase the annual ship calls relative to the baseline. As
such, operation of the proposed Project has the potential to result in the introduction of
nonnative species into the Harbor via ballast water or vessel hulls which could
substantially disrupt local biological communities. Impacts, therefore, would be
significant without mitigation.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. Implementation of mitigation measure
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MM BI10O-1, as a condition of approval, would reduce impacts of pile driving on fish and
marine mammals.

MM BIO-1: Avoid marine mammals. Although it is expected that marine mammals will
voluntarily move away from the area at the commencement of the vibratory or ““soft
start” of pile-driving activities, as a precautionary measure, pile-driving activities
occurring as part of the sheet pile and king pile installation will include establishment of
a safety zone, and the area surrounding the operations will be monitored for pinnipeds
and cetaceans by a qualified marine mammal observer. A 300-meter-radius safety zone
will be established around the pile-driving site and monitored for marine mammals. The
pile-driving site will move with each new pile, therefore the 300-meter safety zone will
move accordingly.

Prior to commencement of pile driving, observers on shore or by boat will survey the
safety zone to ensure that no marine mammals are seen within the zone before pile
driving of a pile segment begins. If a marine mammal is observed within 10 meters of
pile-driving operations, pile driving will be delayed until the marine mammal moves out
of the 10-meter zone. If a marine mammal in the 300-meter safety zone is observed, but
more than 10 meters away, the contractor will wait at least 15 minutes to commence pile
driving. If the marine mammal has not left the 300-meter safety zone after 15 minutes,
pile driving can commence with a “soft start.”” This 15-minute criterion is based on a
study indicating that pinnipeds dive for a mean time of 0.50 to 3.33 minutes; the 15-
minute delay will allow a more than sufficient period of observation to be reasonably
sure the animal has left the proposed project vicinity.

If marine mammals enter the safety zone after pile driving of a segment has begun, pile
driving will continue. The qualified observer will monitor and record the species and
number of individuals observed, and make note of their behavior patterns. If the animal
appears distressed, and if it is operationally safe to do so, pile driving will cease until the
animal leaves the area. Prior to the initiation of each new pile-driving episode, the area
will again be thoroughly surveyed by the qualified observer.

No feasible mitigation is currently available to totally prevent introduction of invasive
species via vessel due to lack of proven technologies. Therefore, impacts associated with
the potential for invasive species introductions to disrupt marine biological communities
would remain significant and unavoidable.

Rationale for Finding

The annual ship calls and amount of ballast water discharged into the Main Channel area
would increase relative to the baseline conditions as a result of the proposed Project. As
part of the Draft EIS/EIR, mitigation was developed to reduce impacts related to
disruption of biological communities; however, no feasible mitigation is available to
prevent or minimize the introduction of non-native species via vessels. Changes or
alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of mitigation
measure MM BIO-1, which would reduce impacts on fish and marine mammals and
represents a feasible means to reduce substantial disruption of local biological
communities during construction. Impacts would be reduced as a result of the mitigation
measure, but would remain significant and unavoidable for introduction of invasive
exotic species due to more and larger container ships using the Port as a result of the
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3.2.3

3.2.3.1

Finding

proposed Project. All mitigation measures determined feasible by LAHD have been
identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

As discussed in Section 3.6 of the Draft EIS/EIR, there would be one unavoidable
significant impact on GHG emissions related to construction and operation of the
proposed Project. The impact and mitigation measures are discussed below.

Impact GHG-1: The proposed Project would generate GHG
emissions, either directly or indirectly, that would exceed
the SCAQMD 10,000 mty CO,e threshold.

The proposed Project’s GHG emissions would exceed the GHG threshold of 10,000 mty
in all operational analysis years. Emissions for all source categories, except container
ship hoteling emissions, would increase over the life of the proposed Project because of
terminal throughput increase. Proposed project GHG emissions would be significant
prior to mitigation.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1, MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, and MM AQ-10 and LAHD’s standard lease
measures LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3, as described above under Section 3.2.1, Air
Quality and Meteorology, would reduce GHG emissions. In addition, MM GHG-1
through MM GHG-4 as follows would further reduce future GHG emissions. However,
annual GHG emissions would remain significant and unavoidable. Specific economic,
legal, social, technological, or other considerations make any additional mitigation
measures infeasible.

MM GHG-1: Energy Audit. The tenant will conduct an energy audit by a third party of
its choice every 5 years and install innovative power-saving technology (1) where it is
feasible and (2) where the amount of savings would be reasonably sufficient to cover the
costs of implementation.

MM GHG-2: LED Lighting. When existing light bulbs require replacement, all bulbs
within the interior of buildings on the premises will be replaced exclusively with LED
light bulbs or a technology with similar energy-saving capabilities for ambient lighting
within all terminal buildings. The tenant will also maintain and replace any Port-
supplied LED light bulbs.

MM GHG-3: Recycling. The tenant will ensure that a minimum of 60% of all waste
generated in all terminal buildings is recycled by 2017.

MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG Emissions. YTI shall purchase carbon
offsets from sources listed on the American Carbon Registry and/or the Climate Action
Reserve (or any other such registry approved by CARB) for a total of 16,380 metric tons
of GHG emissions associated with electricity usage for certain terminal operations by the
year 2026.
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Overall emissions would increase because of terminal throughput increase over the life of
the proposed Project. As part of the Draft EIS/EIR, mitigation and lease measures were
developed aimed at reducing fossil fuel use; installing power-saving technology;
increasing recycling of waste generated in all terminal buildings; and period review and
substitution of new technology and regulations. Changes or alternations have been
incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of mitigation measures MM AQ-1,
MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, MM AQ-10, and GHG-1 through GHG-4, and lease measures
LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3, which represents feasible means to reduce GHG
emissions. Mitigation measure MM GHG-4 was added in the FEIR based on comments
during the public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR, and requires YTI to offset certain
GHG emissions through the purchase of carbon offsets from sources listed on the
American Carbon Registry and/or the Climate Action Reserve (or any other such registry
approved by CARB) for a total of 16,380 metric tons of GHG emissions associated with
electricity usage for certain terminal operations by the year 2026. In addition, lease
measure LM AQ-3 was added to the FEIR, as discussed under Impact AQ-3 above.
Impacts would be reduced as a result of these measures, but they would be significant and
unavoidable for annual GHG emissions. All mitigation measures determined feasible by
LAHD have been identified in the Final EIS/EIR.

3.3 Findings Regarding Environmental

Impacts Found to Be Less Than

Significant after Mitigation

The Final EIS/EIR concludes that less-than-significant impacts would occur after
mitigation on the following environmental resources if the proposed Project was
implemented.

* Biological Resources

*  Groundwater and Soils

* Noise

In addition, the Final EIS/EIR concludes that some, but not all, impacts of the proposed
Project in the following resource areas were found to be less than significant prior to
mitigation. However, mitigation measures and/or standard conditions of approval were
still identified for the less-than-significant impacts in the following areas, to further
ensure that impacts remain minimal.

= Biological Resources
*  Cultural Resources

= Utilities and Service Systems

The following Findings pertain to environmental impacts of the proposed Project for
which mitigation measures have been identified in the Final EIS/EIR that will avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effects to a less-than-significant level.
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3.3.1

3.3.11

Biological Resources

As discussed in Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.3, Biological Resources, there would be one
significant impact on biological resources that would be mitigated to less-than-significant
levels as a result of mitigation measures incorporated into the proposed Project. There
would also be one less-than-significant impact on biological resources for which
additional conditions or measures are applied. The impacts and mitigation measures are
discussed below.

Impact BIO-1: The proposed Project would not cause a
loss of individuals or habitat of a state- or federally listed
endangered, threatened, rare, protected, or candidate
species, or a Species of Special Concern or the loss of
federally listed critical habitat.

Construction of the proposed Project is not likely to result in the loss of individuals or
the reduction of existing critical habitat of a state or federally listed endangered,
threatened, rare, protected, candidate, or sensitive species or a Species of Special
Concern. In-water construction would cause localized activity, noise, and turbidity that
could affect birds and marine mammals. However, these impacts would be temporary
and limited to the waters in the vicinity of construction activities. Implementation of
required water quality monitoring during dredging according to the requirements of the
RWQCB, and implementation of standard dredging BMPs via adaptive management of
the dredging, would keep these impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Sediments would be disposed of at the LA-2 Ocean Dredged Material Disposal Site,
placed at the Berths 243-245 CDF, or disposed of at another approved upland location.
However, any temporary water quality impacts would be minimized by pre-dredge
screening, water quality monitoring, adaptive management, and use of BMPs.

King and sheet pile driving during construction is anticipated to result in disturbance
(Level B harassment) to marine mammals (particularly harbor seals and sea lions) in
the vicinity of pile driving operation; impacts would be significant before mitigation.

An estimated 44 additional vessel calls per year above the baseline ship calls of 162
would result from operation of the proposed Project by the year 2026. Terminal
activity under the proposed Project would be greater than the baseline; however,
operational activities would result in no loss of habitat for rare, threatened, endangered,
protected, or candidate species, or species of special concern. No impacts on critical
habitat would occur because no critical habitat is present in the in the vicinity of the
YTI Terminal. Increased vessel activity from the proposed Project would result in
increased noise levels. However, impacts are not considered significant because this
would not lead to the loss of individuals or habitat of sensitive species. The increase in
vessel traffic would also increase the likelihood of a vessel collision with a marine
mammal or sea turtle, which could result in injury or mortality. This impact is
considered less than significant because of the low probability of vessel strikes;
however, any increase in vessel traffic caused by the proposed Project may
incrementally increase the potential for vessel strikes.
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Finding

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the
environmental effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation
measure MM BI0O-1, as described above, would reduce impacts on marine mammals as
a result of pile driving during construction to a less than significant level. While
impacts to marine mammals and sea turtles from vessel strikes during proposed Project
operation are less than significant without mitigation, MM AQ-9, described under
Impact AQ-3 will further reduce impacts.

Rationale for Finding

3.3.1.2

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
mitigation measures MM AQ-9 and MM BIO-1. Mitigation measure MM AQ-9 would
be implemented not to mitigate a significant environmental impact, but rather to further
decrease to the already low likelihood of a vessel collision with a marine mammal or sea
turtle through requiring 95% of ships calling at the YTI Terminal to comply with the
expanded Vessel Speed Reduction Program at 12 knots between 40 nm from Point Fermin
and the Precautionary Area. Mitigation measure MM BI10O-1 would reduce potentially
significant impacts on marine mammals resulting from noise associated with king and sheet
pile driving by requiring initiation of pile driving with a soft start and establishment of a
300-meter-radius safety zone, as well as monitoring for pinnipeds and cetaceans by a
qualified marine mammal observer. Implementation of mitigation measures MM AQ-9
and MM BI10O-1 would reduce impacts associated with the loss of individuals, or the
reduction of existing habitat, of a state- or federally listed endangered, threatened, rare,
protected, or candidate species, or a Species of Special Concern to a less-than-significant
level.

Impact BIO-3: The proposed Project would not interfere
with wildlife movement/migration corridors.

Construction of the proposed Project would result in upland, in-water, and over-water
construction activities. No known terrestrial wildlife migration corridors are present at
the proposed project site. Several migratory bird species (California least tern, Caspian
tern, and elegant tern) nest at Pier 400; however, construction activities within the
proposed project site would not block or interfere with migration or movement of any of
these species covered under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

Marine mammals and fish species near the proposed project site would be subject to
temporary impacts during dredging and pile installation. Although these impacts would
be less than significant, impacts on marine mammals resulting from noise associated with
pile driving would be further reduced with implementation of mitigation measure MM
BIO-1. This would require a “soft start” of pile-driving activities and would establish a
300-meter-radius safety zone, along with monitoring for pinnipeds and cetaceans by a
qualified marine mammal observer to minimize impacts on marine mammals during
construction.

There would be no physical barriers to movement, and the baseline condition for fish and
wildlife access would be essentially unchanged. Proposed project-related construction
vessel traffic to and from the Harbor (i.e., tugboats carrying dredged sediments) would not
interfere with whale migrations along the coast. In addition, impacts from disposal at the
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Finding

LA-2 disposal site were evaluated during the site designation process and subsequently
evaluated in consideration of higher maximum annual disposal volume. Biological impacts
due to construction and fill of the CDF, as well as expansion and fill of the Cabrillo shallow
Water Habitat, were also previously evaluated. Overall, proposed project construction
impacts on wildlife movement or migration corridors would be less than significant.

No barriers to wildlife passage would result from operation of the proposed Project. The type
of operational activity that would occur within the Harbor (vessel traffic) would increase to an
additional 44 calls per year by 2015 but would not interfere with wildlife movement or
migration within the Harbor. Therefore, there would be no operational impacts.

The Board hereby finds that although the proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact on wildlife movement and migration corridors, changes or alterations
have been required in, or incorporated into, the proposed Project to further reduce the
effect of noise associated with pile-driving, through mitigation measure MM BIO-1, as
described above.

Rationale for Finding

3.3.2

3.3.2.1

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
one mitigation measure MM BlO-1, which would further reduce less than significant
impacts on marine mammals resulting from noise associated with pile driving activities to a
less-than-significant level. This would require a “soft start” of pile-driving activities and
would establish a 300-meter-radius safety zone, along with monitoring for pinnipeds and
cetaceans by a qualified marine mammal observer to minimize impacts on marine
mammals during construction. Implementation of mitigation measure MM B1O-1 would
ensure that impacts associated with wildlife movement and migration corridors remain
less than significant.

Cultural Resources

As discussed in Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.4, Cultural Resources, there would be one less-
than-significant impact on cultural resources for which additional conditions or measures
are applied. The impact and standard condition of approval are discussed below.

Impact CR-2: The proposed Project would not cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological or ethnographic resource.

No archaeological or ethnographic resources are known to exist in the proposed project
area. There is an extremely low potential for buried historic-period cultural resources to
be found during construction of the proposed Project because most of the proposed
project area is underlain with imported and modern fill material dredged from the Harbor.
The proposed project area is on land that has been highly disturbed by recent modern
filling and construction in the 1980s and 1990s. In addition, the potential to encounter
cultural resources during dredging is also extremely low, since the channels have been
dredged in the past to form Terminal Island. Therefore, the proposed Project would have
less-than-significant impacts on archaeological or ethnographic resources; however, as it
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Finding

is impossible to completely rule out encountering previously unknown archaeological or
ethnographic resources during construction.

The Board hereby finds that although the proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact on archaeological or ethnographic resources, changes or alterations
have been required in, or incorporated into, the proposed Project to ensure the appropriate
actions are carried out should any prehistoric and/or archaeological resources be
encountered, through standard condition SC CR-1, as described below.

SC CR-1. Stop Work in the Area if Prehistoric and/or Archaeological Resources are
Encountered. In the unlikely event that any prehistoric artifact of historic period
materials or bone, shell, or nonnative stone is encountered during construction, work
shall be immediately stopped, the area secured, and work relocated to another area until
the found materials can be assessed by a qualified archaeologist. Examples of such
cultural materials might include historical trash pits containing bottles and/or ceramics;
or structural remains or concentrations of grinding stone tools such as mortars, bowls,
pestles, and manos; chipped stone tools such as projectile points or choppers; and flakes
of stone not consistent with the immediate geology such as obsidian or fused shale. The
contractor shall stop construction within 30 feet of the exposure of these finds until a
qualified archaeologist can be retained by LAHD to evaluate the find (see 36 CFR
800.11.1 and 14 CCR 15064.5(f)). If the resources are found to be significant, they shall
be avoided or shall be mitigated consistent with Section 106 or State Historic
Preservation Officer Guidelines.

Rationale for Finding

3.3.3

The proposed Project would not disturb, damage, or degrade an archaeological or
ethnographic resources or its setting that is found to be important. However, as it is
impossible to completely rule out encountering previously unknown archaeological or
ethnographic resources during construction, changes or alternations have been
incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of standard condition SC CR-1 which
requires construction activities to cease in the area if prehistoric and/or archaeological
resources are encountered until a qualified archaeologist can be retained to evaluate the
find. Standard condition SC CR-1 would be implemented not to mitigate a potentially
significant environmental impact, but rather to further reduce any potential impacts to
any previously unknown archaeological or ethnographic resource during construction.
Therefore, implementation of SC CR-1 would ensure that impacts associated with
archaeological or ethnographic resources remain less than significant.

Groundwater and Soils

As discussed in Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.8, Groundwater and Soils, there would be one
significant impact on groundwater and soils that would be mitigated to a less-than-
significant level as a result of mitigation measures incorporated into the proposed Project.
The impact and mitigation measures are discussed below.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal

36 September 2014

Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13



SQOVWONNO Ul B W N =

[EN

12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19
20

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40

41
42
43
44

Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

3.3.3.1

Finding

Impact GW-1: Construction of the proposed Project would
not encounter toxic substances or other contaminants
associated with historical uses of the Port, resulting in
short-term exposure to construction/operations personnel
and/or long-term exposure to future site occupants.

Excavations associated with backland, crane rail, and TICTF improvements could
encounter soil and/or groundwater contamination. Such discoveries could result in
adverse impacts on construction and operations personnel. Therefore, impacts related to
encountering and exposing personnel to short- and/or long-term exposure of
contaminated materials would be potentially significant without mitigation.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM GW-1 and MM GW-2, as follows, would ensure that should contaminated material
be encountered on site, personnel on site would not have short-term and/or long-term
exposure to toxic substances or other contaminants as a result of construction of the
proposed Project.

MM GW-1: Soil Sampling, Testing, and Treatment. The following actions must be
implemented by LAHD or its contractors.

a) Prior to conducting excavations or disturbing the site cap in the former National
Metals and Steel site, the former Al Larson’s Boat site, and the former Hugo Neu
Proler lease site, EPA must receive a “Notification of Activity” according to
Federal protocol under the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) for former
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) remediation sites. In place (in-situ) soil
sampling for PCBs must be completed prior to excavation and the analytical
results provided to the EPA for review, prior to excavation. The sampling,
analytical method, extraction, and soil disposal methods must comply with EPA
TSCA regulations for PCB remediation sites where the original source of the
PCBs was greater than 50 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg). Sampling frequency
and depth must be consistent with established EPA sampling procedures or
guidance such as 40 CFR 761, Subpart N (40 CFR 761.260 et al.), or
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA) site characterization guidance. PCB-containing waste soils must be
disposed of and labeled as TSCA waste. EPA written concurrence with the
notification is needed before excavation may proceed in former PCB remediation
areas. In addition, as lead agency for PCBs, EPA may attach conditions to their
concurrence, which must be followed. If excavation occurs in these soils, a site-
specific health and safety plan (SSHSP) would be required to address worker
safety.

b) In the former National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat sites, soils must also be
tested in advance for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and, Title 22 metals,
and organochlorine pesticides (OCPs) as a condition of remediation site closure
by the Los Angeles County Fire Department, Health and Hazardous Materials
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c)

d)

Section, and LAHD past practice to provide adequate information for
construction waste characterization and/or worker safety hazard evaluations,
prior to excavation. Based on past sampling, organochlorine pesticides (OCPs)
should also be tested at the National Metals Steel and Al Larson Boat site, and
Title 22 metals and TPH should be tested at the Hugo Neu Proler lease site. If
direct truck loading or immediate soil reuse is desired at the National Metals
Steel, Al Larson Boat, and former Hugo Neu Proler lease sites, testing of any
other constituents necessary for proper disposal or soil reuse should also be
performed prior to excavation.

Soils in the former Golden West leasehold must be tested for TPH, benzene,
toluene, ethyl benzene and xylenes, and polyaromatic hydrocarbons prior to
excavation disposal. This is due to elevated petroleum waste left in backfill soils
at this site. In addition, any other constituent analyses needed by the disposal
site or for soil reuse should be analyzed at the same time and for the reason
described in (b) above. If excavation occurs in these soils, an SSHSP would be
required to address worker safety.

Soils in the former Dow Chemical site must be tested for volatile organic
compounds prior to excavation disposal. This is because past sampling indicates
carbon tetrachloride is present at concentrations above industrial limits and at a
level not protective of construction workers. Other lower-level volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) were also found and should also be tested. In addition, any
other constituent analyses needed by the disposal site or for immediate reuse
should be analyzed for at the same time. If excavation occurs in these soils, an
SSHSP would be required to address worker safety.

In Waste Discharge Order 90-045, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board requires maintenance of the structural integrity of the site cap for
the former Golden West site and the National Metals Steel/Al Larson Boat Shop
site. The site cap is to be a minimum of a 21-inch layer of clean material,
compacted according to civil engineering standards, and the top 7 inches of this
layer are to be asphalt concrete pavement. Groundwater monitoring
requirements were rescinded for this site due to the presence of this cap and 6
years of monitoring indicating that the cap was protecting the groundwater from
remnant contaminants in site soils. EPA may also be concerned with the
integrity of this cap over former PCB remediation areas. Therefore, if the cap is
disturbed over these sites, including the Hugo Neu Proler lease site, stormwater
should not be allowed to infiltrate the cap, and during normal operations, the
integrity of the cap should be inspected and maintained. Any other EPA
requirements should also be followed.

MM GW-2: Contamination Contingency Plan. The following contingency plan will be
implemented to address contamination discovered during demolition, grading, and
construction.

a)

All trench excavation and filling operations will be observed for the presence of
free petroleum products, chemicals, or contaminated soil. Soil suspected of
contamination will be segregated from other soil. In the event soil suspected of
contamination is encountered during construction, the contractor will notify
LAHD’s environmental representative. LAHD will confirm the presence of the
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b)

d)

f)

9)

h)

suspect material and direct the contractor to remove, stockpile or contain, and
characterize the suspect material. Continued work at a contaminated site will
require the approval of the LAHD Project Engineer.

Excavation of VOC-impacted soil, or soil suspected of being impacted by VOCs
based on historical site use, will require obtaining and complying with a South
Coast Air Quality Management District Rule 1166 permit. For soil suspected to
have carbon tetrachloride, a Photo lonization Detector (PID) with an 11.7 eV
lamp will be necessary to detect significant levels.

The remedial option(s) selected will be dependent on a suite of criteria (including
but not limited to types of chemical constituents, concentration of the chemicals,
health and safety issues, time constraints, and cost) and will be determined on a
site-specific basis. Both offsite and onsite remedial options may be evaluated.

The extent of removal actions will be determined on a site-specific basis. At a
minimum, the impacted area(s) within the boundaries of the construction area
will be remediated to the satisfaction of LAHD and the lead regulatory agency
for the site or action. The LAHD Project Manager overseeing removal actions
will inform the contractor when the removal action is complete.

Copies of hazardous waste manifests or other documents indicating the amount,
nature, and disposition of such materials will be submitted to the LAHD Project
Manager within 60 days of project completion.

In the event that contaminated soil is encountered either prior to or during
construction, all onsite personnel handling or working in the vicinity of the
contaminated material must be trained in accordance with EPA and
Occupational Safety and Health and Administration (OSHA) regulations for
hazardous waste operations or demonstrate they have completed the appropriate
training. Training must provide protective measures and practices to reduce or
eliminate hazardous materials/waste hazards at the workplace.

When impacted soil must be excavated, air monitoring will be conducted as
appropriate for related emissions adjacent to the excavation.

All excavations will be backfilled with structurally suitable fill material that is
free from contamination per LAHD standards.

Standard engineering controls and BMPs will be implemented while excavating
impacted soils to minimize human exposure to potential contaminants.
Engineering controls and construction BMPs will include but not be limited to
the following:

= Contractor will water/mist soil as its being excavated and loaded onto
transportation trucks.

= Contractor will place any stockpiled soil in areas shielded from prevailing
winds.

= Contractor will cover the bottom of excavated areas with sheeting when work
is not being performed.
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Rationale for Finding

3.3.4

3.34.1

Finding

The proposed Project would include grading, excavation, and other construction-related
activities that could disturb or expose contaminated soils, especially during backland
improvement, crane rail extension, and TICTF improvements. As part of the Draft
EIS/EIR, changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the
form of mitigation measures MM GW-1 and MM GW-2. Mitigation measure MM GW-
1 would require soil sampling, testing, and treatment in areas where former industrial site
were located prior to ground-disturbing construction activities, and mitigation measure
MM GW-2 would require the implementation of a contamination contingency plan to
address contamination discovered during demolition, grading, and construction. Both
MM GW-1 and MM GW-2 would ensure that should contaminated material be
encountered on site, personnel on site would not have short-term and/or long-term
exposure to toxic substances or other contaminants associated with historical uses of the
Port. Therefore, implementation of mitigation measures MM GW-1 and MM GW-2
would reduce impacts associated with encountering and exposing personnel to short-
and/or long-term exposure of contaminated material to a less-than-significant level.

Noise

As discussed in Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.12, Noise, there would be one significant impact
on noise that would be mitigated to less-than-significant levels as a result of mitigation
measures incorporated into the proposed Project. The impact and mitigation measures
are discussed below.

Impact NOI-1. Construction of the proposed Project would
result in daytime construction activities lasting more than
10 days in a 3-month period that would exceed existing
ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or more at noise-
sensitive receptors.

Construction noise from dredging, crane improvements, TICTF improvements, and
backland improvements would not increase existing ambient noise levels at any identified
noise-sensitive receptor in the proposed project vicinity by 5 dBA or more; however,
noise produced by pile driving during sheet and king pile installation would be 6 dB
above the ambient noise level at the nearby liveaboard boat area and would result in a
combined noise level of 63 dBA (7 dB increase over exiting ambient noise level). These
impacts would be temporary but significant without mitigation.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM NOI-1 and MM NOI-2, as follows, would reduce impacts on the ambient noise
level at the nearby liveaboard boat area as a result of construction of the proposed
Project.

MM NOI-1: Noise Reduction during Pile Driving. The contractor will be required to
use a pile-driving system such as a Bruce hammer (with silencing kit); an IHC
Hydrohammer, SC series (with a sound insulation system); or an equivalent silenced
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hammer that is capable of limiting maximum noise levels at 50 feet from the pile driver to
104 dBA, or less, during installation of king piles and sheet piles.

MM NOI-2: Erect Temporary Noise Attenuation Barriers Adjacent to Pile-Driving
Equipment or Employ Temporary Shields to the Pile-Driving Equipment, Where
Necessary and Feasible. The need for and feasibility of noise attenuation
barriers/curtains or pile driver shielding will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis by
considering the distance to noise-sensitive receptors, the available space at the
construction location, safety, and proposed project operations. The noise
barriers/curtains will be installed directly around the pile-driving equipment to shield the
line of sight from the nearest noise-sensitive receptor, where feasible. Because the
equipment would be mostly on the water and pile drivers are high above the water
surface, noise barriers may not be feasible or effective to provide sufficient noise
reduction, depending on the construction sites and pile-driving activity and equipment
specified for each site. Another alternative is to employ shields that are physically
attached to the pile drivers. The pile driver shielding is more effective where
considerable noise reduction is required.

Rationale for Finding

3.3.5

3.35.1

Ambient exterior noise levels would increase by approximately 6 dB as a result of pile
driving during sheet and king pile installation at nearby liveaboard receptors. As part of
the Draft EIS/EIR, changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed
Project in the form of mitigation measures MM NOI-1 and MM NOI-2. Mitigation
measure MM NOI-1 would require the contractor to use silenced hammer equipment
capable of limiting maximum noise levels at 50 feet from the pile driver to 104 dBA, or
less, during installation of king piles and sheet piles. Mitigation measure MM NOI-2
would require the contractor to erect temporary noise attenuation barrier adjacent to pile-
driving equipment or employ temporary shields to the pile-driving equipment, where
necessary and feasible. Therefore, implementation of mitigation measures MM NOI-1
and MM NOI-2 would reduce impacts on the ambient noise level at the nearby
liveaboard receptors to a less-than-significant level.

Utilities and Service Systems

As discussed in Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.14, Utilities and Service Systems, there would
be two less-than-significant impacts on utilities and service systems for which additional
mitigation measures are applied to further reduce the impacts. The impacts and
mitigation measures are discussed below.

Impacts UT-4: Implementation of the proposed Project
would not result in an increase in solid waste generation
due to project operations that would exceed the capacity of
existing solid waste handling and disposal facilities.

Container terminal operations would consist primarily of container loading and storage
activities that would not generate substantial amounts of solid waste requiring disposal in
a landfill. By 2026, the proposed Project would generate 135 pounds of solid waste per
day (0.0675 ton per day) over the 2012 baseline level. This would represent an increase
in the contribution to the permitted daily throughput at Chiquita Canyon from baseline
conditions of 0.0019% to the proposed Project’s peak year operations of 0.0030% in
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Finding

2026. If solid waste is instead brought to Sunshine Canyon, the contribution to the
permitted daily throughput at Sunshine Canyon would increase from 0.00094% to
0.0015%. The landfills would be able to accommodate the negligible increase in solid
waste generated by project operations through their respective closure dates, estimated to
be approximately 2019 for Chiquita Canyon and 2037 for Sunshine Canyon.

A substantial amount of debris is not anticipated to be generated during construction
because the Port recycles up to 99% of construction and demolition debris and most of
the construction debris generated by the proposed Project would be old paving and
asphalt. Although hazardous materials could be encountered and require disposal during
construction activities, several contaminated soil treatment and disposal options and
Class I landfills are available for off-site disposal. Because of this, impacts related to
exceeding the capacity of a Class I landfill would be less than significant. Although
significant impacts on landfill capacity would not occur, mitigation measures MM UT-1
and MM UT-2 have been added to further reduce the amount of solid waste generated
during construction of the proposed Project. Additionally, GHG mitigation measure MM
GHG-3 requires that a minimum of 60% of all waste generated in all terminal buildings
is recycled by 2017. This mitigation measure would further reduce solid waste
generation during operation of the proposed Project.

The Board hereby finds that although the proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact on solid waste handling and disposal facilities, changes or alterations
have been required in, or incorporated into, the proposed Project to further reduce the
amount of solid waste generated, through mitigation measures MM UT-1 and UT-2, as
described below, and MM GHG-3, as described above.

MM UT-1: Recycling of Construction Materials. Demolition and/or excess
construction materials will be separated on site for reuse/recycling or proper disposal.
During grading and construction, separate bins for recycling of construction materials
will be provided on site.

MM UT-2: Materials with Recycled Content. Materials with recycled content will be
used in project construction where feasible.

Rationale for Finding

Although no potentially significant impacts are expected to occur to existing solid waste
handling and disposal facilities, the Draft EIS/EIR includes changes to the proposed
Project in the form of mitigation measures MM UT-1, MM UT-2, and MM GHG-3.
Mitigation measures MM UT-1 and MM UT-2 would require that demolition and/or
excess construction materials as well as materials with recycled content be separated on
site for reuse in project construction where feasible or recycling or proper disposal. In
addition, mitigation measure MM GHG-3 would require that minimum of 60% of all
waste generated in all terminal buildings is recycled by 2017. These mitigation measures
would be implemented not to mitigate a potentially significant environmental impact, but
rather to further reduce the amount of solid waste generated during construction and
operation of the proposed Project. Therefore, implementation of mitigation measures
MM UT-1, MM UT-2, and MM GHG-3 would ensure that impacts associated solid
waste handling and disposal facilities remain less than significant.
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3.3.5.2

Finding

Impact UT-5: Implementation of the proposed Project
would not require new, off-site energy supply and
distribution infrastructure or capacity-enhancing
alterations to existing facilities that are not anticipated by
adopted plans or programs.

Construction of the proposed Project would not result in substantial waste or inefficient
use of energy because construction would be competitively bid, which would facilitate
efficiency in all construction stages. Current LAHD bid specifications include provisions
to reduce energy consumption, such as staging work during nonpeak hours when
appropriate.

Current electrical demand is 15,754,440 kilowatt-hours (kWh). Based on this usage and
the proposed additional electrical draw, primarily from new cranes, electrical demand in
2026 is estimated to be 23,092,182 kWh based on a throughput of 1,913,000 TEUs.
Based on the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) Power Integrated
Resource Plan, electricity resources and reserves at LADWP will adequately provide
electricity for all of its customers, including the proposed Project, through the current
Power Integrated Resource Plan planning horizon of 2040. Impacts on electrical service
would be less than significant.

Project-related natural gas demands (space and water heating) would be similar to those
for the baseline because no new buildings or building expansions are proposed. No
additional gas line infrastructure would be required. Impacts on gas service would be
less than significant. Although significant impacts on energy supply and distribution
infrastructure would not occur, mitigation measures MM GHG-1 and MM GHG-2 have
been added to further reduce energy demand associated with the proposed Project.

The Board hereby finds that although the proposed Project would result in a less-than-
significant impact on energy supply and distribution infrastructure, changes or alterations
have been required in, or incorporated into, the proposed Project to further reduce the
amount of energy demand generated, through mitigation measures MM GHG-1 and
MM GHG-2, as described above.

Rationale for Finding

Although no potentially significant impacts are expected to occur on existing energy
supply and distribution facilities, the Draft EIS/EIR includes changes or alternations to
the proposed Project in the form of mitigation measures MM GHG-1 and MM GHG-2.
MM GHG-1 and MM GHG-2 would require the tenant to perform regular energy audits
and use of LED lighting. These mitigation measures would be implemented not to
mitigate a potentially significant environmental impact, but rather to further reduce
energy demand associated with the proposed Project. These mitigation measures,
however, do help to mitigate a significant impact under Impact GHG-1, as discussed
above. Therefore, implementation of mitigation measures MM GHG-1 and MM GHG-2
would ensure that impacts associated with energy supply and distribution infrastructure
would remain less than significant.
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3.4 Cumulatively Considerable Impacts

3.4.1
34.1.1

The State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15130) require an analysis of a project’s
contribution to significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts. Cumulative impacts
include “two or more individual effects which, when considered together, are
considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts” (State CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15355). A total of 94 present or reasonably foreseeable future
projects (approved or proposed) were identified within the general vicinity of the
proposed Project that could contribute to cumulative impacts. The 94 projects include
projects in the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach and the communities of San Pedro,
Wilmington, and Carson.

The discussion below identifies cumulatively significant impacts that cannot be mitigated
to less-than-significant levels and, therefore, represent significant unavoidable impacts.
All feasible mitigation measures to reduce or avoid the cumulatively considerable
contribution of the proposed Project to these impacts have been required in, or
incorporated into, the proposed Project. However, even with the incorporation of all
feasible mitigation measures, cumulative impacts on these environmental resources
would remain significant and unavoidable. The Board has determined that no additional
feasible mitigation measures or alternatives would reduce significant cumulative impacts
to less-than-significant levels, and—in light of specific economic, legal, social,
technological, and other considerations—the Board intends to adopt a Statement of
Overriding Considerations (see Chapter 1 of this document for additional details). The
impacts, mitigation measures, findings, and rationale for the findings are presented for all
significant and unavoidable cumulative impacts identified in the Final EIS/EIR below.

According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b): “The discussion of cumulative
impacts shall reflect the severity of the impacts and their likelihood of occurrence, but the
discussion need not provide as great detail as is provided for the effects attributable to
the project alone. The discussion should be guided by the standards of practicality and
reasonableness...” The information presented in the Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 4,
Cumulative Analysis, meets this criterion.

Aesthetics and Visual Resources

Cumulative Impact AES- 4: The proposed Project would
make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a
significant cumulative impact due to creating a new source
of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect
daytime or nighttime views in the area—Cumulatively
Considerable and Unavoidable

The incremental change in ambient lighting conditions associated with the proposed
Project as a result of up to two additional cranes and four additional operating cranes at
the proposed project site would not create a substantial change in existing levels of
ambient light in sensitive areas in the proposed project vicinity. Additionally, the
lighting has been designed in a way to minimize off-project light spill, and, because of

the distance of the planned light fixtures from areas of potential sensitivity, the proposed
project lighting would not adversely affect nearby light-sensitive areas.
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Finding

Since much of the area near the proposed project site consists of lands used for Port
activities that are intensively illuminated, in most areas near the proposed Project and on
the streets that serve them, the level of sensitivity to changes in nighttime lighting
conditions brought about by the proposed Project is low. Further, lighting design
measures would minimize and keep the project-level lighting impacts of the proposed
Project below significance; however, as the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future related projects would result in a significant impact related to light and glare, the
new crane lighting from the proposed Project would make a cumulatively considerable
contribution to a significant cumulative impact.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The design of the lighting proposed for the
proposed project site incorporates a range of measures to minimize off-site lighting
impacts. Given that the lighting plan already makes maximum use of measures to
attenuate the proposed Project’s lighting impacts, no additional mitigation measures are
available to reduce the proposed Project’s contribution to the cumulative lighting impact.
Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations make any additional mitigation measures infeasible. All mitigation
measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been
incorporated into the proposed Project. However, even with the incorporation of feasible
lighting design measures, impacts would remain cumulatively considerable.

Rationale for Finding

3.4.2
3421

Changes or alternations have been incorporated into the proposed Project in the form of
lighting design measures that would reduce light and glare. However, the proposed
Project would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative
impact.

Air Quality and Meteorology

Cumulative Impact AQ-1: The proposed Project would
result in a cumulatively considerable increase of a criteria
pollutant for which the project region is in nonattainment
under a national or state ambient air quality standard—
Cumulatively Considerable and Unavoidable

Proposed project construction emissions would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds
for PM 4, PM, 5 NOx, CO, and VOC in 2015 and for PM, 5, NOx, CO, and VOC in 2016.
In addition, proposed project overlapping construction and terminal operational emissions
during the construction period would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds for PM,y,
PM, 5, NOy, CO, and VOC. These impacts would combine with cumulatively significant
impacts from concurrent related construction projects. As a result, without mitigation,
proposed project construction emissions would make a cumulatively considerable
contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact for PM,o, PM, s, NOx, CO, and
VOC emissions.
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Finding

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 would help reduce cumulatively considerable
construction emissions.

Although mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 would reduce the
cumulative effect of construction emissions, the mitigation would not sufficiently reduce
the proposed Project’s cumulatively considerable contribution to a less-than-significant
level. Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or
proposed project alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation
measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been
incorporated into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of
feasible mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact for PM, s, NOx, CO, and
VOC emissions. After mitigation, overlapping construction and operational emissions
would remain significant for NOx, CO, and VOC. As such, after mitigation, overlapping
construction and operations of the proposed Project would make a cumulatively
considerable and unavoidable contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact
for NOx, CO, and VOC emissions.

Rationale for Finding

3.4.2.2

The past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects for Cumulative Impact
AQ-1 would result in significant cumulative impacts if their combined increase of a
criteria pollutant would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds during construction.
Mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 would help reduce construction
emissions; however, they would not reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level.
Cumulative air quality impacts from proposed project construction would exceed PM; s,
NOyx, CO, and VOC thresholds. Construction emissions would make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact.

Cumulative Impact AQ-2: The construction of the
proposed Project would produce emissions that exceed an
ambient air quality standard or substantially contribute to
an existing or projected air quality standard violation—
Cumulatively Considerable and Unavoidable

Construction of the proposed Project would exceed the federal 1-hour, state 1-hour and
state annual NO,, the 24-hour and annual PM,,, and the 24-hour PM, 5 ambient air
thresholds. In addition, overlapping construction and operation of the proposed Project
would exceed the federal 1-hour, state 1-hour, and state annual NO,, the 24-hour and
annual PM,,, and the 24-hour PM, 5 ambient air thresholds. These impacts would
combine with impacts from concurrent related construction projects, which would
already be cumulatively significant. As a result, without mitigation, impacts from
proposed project construction would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to an
existing significant cumulative impact related to ambient NO,, PM,, and PM, s levels.
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Finding

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 would help reduce cumulatively considerable
construction emissions.

Although mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-8 would reduce the
cumulative effect of construction emissions, the mitigation would not sufficiently reduce
the proposed Project’s cumulatively considerable contribution of the impact to a less-
than-significant level for NO, or PM,o. Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible additional
mitigation measures or proposed project alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In
this case all mitigation measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final
EIS/EIR have been incorporated into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the
incorporation of feasible mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a
cumulatively considerable and unavoidable contribution to an existing significant
cumulative impact related to ambient NO, and PM, levels.

Rationale for Finding

3.4.2.3

Finding

The past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects would result in significant
cumulative impacts for Cumulative Impact AQ-2 if their combined ambient pollutant
concentrations, during construction, would exceed the SCAQMD ambient concentration
thresholds for pollutants from construction. Mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through
MM AQ-8 would help reduce construction emissions; however, they would not reduce
all impacts to a less-than-significant level. Construction emissions could still make a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact relative to
ambient NO, and PMylevels from concurrent related project construction.

Cumulative Impact AQ-3: The operation of the proposed
Project would produce a cumulatively considerable
increase of a criteria pollutant for which the project region
IS in nonattainment under a national or state ambient air
quality standard—Cumulatively Considerable and
Unavoidable

Operation of the proposed Project would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds for
NOy, CO, and VOC in 2017, 2020, and 2026. These impacts would combine with
impacts from concurrent related projects, which would already be cumulatively
significant. As a result, without mitigation, proposed project operational emissions

would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to an existing significant
cumulative impact for NOx, CO, and VOC.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures
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MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 would help reduce cumulatively considerable operational
emissions.

Although mitigation measures MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 would reduce the cumulative
effect of operational emissions, the mitigation would not sufficiently reduce the proposed
Project’s cumulatively considerable contribution of the impact to a less-than-significant
level. Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or
proposed project alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation
measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been
incorporated into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of
feasible mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively
considerable and unavoidable contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact
related to NOy, CO, and VOC.

Rationale for Finding

3.4.2.4

Finding

The emissions from cumulative projects would be cumulatively significant if their
combined operational emissions would exceed the SCAQMD daily emission thresholds
for operations. This almost certainly would be the case for all analyzed criteria
pollutants; therefore, the past, present, and future related projects would result in a
significant cumulative air quality criteria pollutant impact. Mitigation measures MM
AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 would help reduce operational emissions; however, they would
not reduce the proposed Project’s contribution below a cumulatively considerable level.
Consequently, emissions from operation of the proposed Project would produce
cumulatively considerable and unavoidable contributions to a significant cumulative
impact for NOy, CO, and VOC.

Cumulative Impact AQ-4: The operation of the proposed
Project would produce emissions that cumulatively exceed
an ambient air quality standard or substantially contribute
to an existing or projected air quality standard violation—
Cumulatively Considerable and Unavoidable

Operation of the proposed Project would exceed the federal 1-hour NO, and the 24-hour
and annual PM,, ambient air thresholds. These impacts would combine with impacts
from concurrent related projects, which would already be cumulatively significant. As a
result, without mitigation, impacts from proposed project operations would make a
cumulatively considerable contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact
related to ambient NO, and PM,, levels.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 would help reduce cumulatively considerable operational
emissions.

Although mitigation measures MM AQ-9 and MM AQ-10 would reduce the cumulative
effect of operational emissions, the mitigation would not sufficiently reduce the proposed
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Project’s cumulatively considerable contribution of the impact to a less-than-significant
level. Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or
proposed project alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation
measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been
incorporated into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of
feasible mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact related to ambient
NO; and PM,, levels.

Rationale for Finding

3.4.2.5

Finding

The emissions from cumulative projects would be cumulatively significant if their
combined operational emissions would exceed the SCAQMD daily emission thresholds
for operations. This almost certainly would be the case for all analyzed criteria
pollutants; therefore, the past, present, and future related projects would result in a
significant cumulative ambient air emissions impact. Mitigation measures MM AQ-9
and MM AQ-10 would help reduce operational emissions; however, they would not
reduce the proposed Project’s contribution below a cumulatively considerable level.
Consequently, emissions from operation of the proposed Project would produce
cumulatively considerable and unavoidable contributions to a significant cumulative
impact for NO, and PM,,.

Cumulative Impact AQ-7: The proposed Project would
expose receptors to significant levels of toxic air
contaminants—Cumulatively Considerable and
Unavoidable

Proposed project construction and operation emissions of TACs would increase cancer
risks above the significance threshold for occupational receptors in comparison to the
baseline and for marina-residential and occupational receptors in comparison to the
cumulative 2026 baseline. The proposed Project would not increase residential
incremental cancer risk in excess of the significance threshold at any land-based
residential areas. However, although proposed project cancer risk would be below
SCAQMD’s project-level significance thresholds, the impacts would be greater than the
existing baseline and would combine with impacts from concurrent related projects,
which would already be cumulatively significant. As a result, without mitigation, the
proposed Project would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to an existing
significant cumulative impact for cancer risk.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-10 would help reduce cumulatively considerable exposure
to significant TACs.

Although mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-10 would reduce the
cumulative effect of exposure to TACs, the mitigation would not sufficiently reduce the
proposed Project’s cumulatively considerable contribution of the impact to a less-than-
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significant level. Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or
proposed project alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation
measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been
incorporated into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of
feasible mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact for cancer risk.

Rationale for Finding

The Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study (MATES-II) conducted by the SCAQMD in
2000 estimated the existing cancer risk from toxic air contaminants in the South Coast
Air Basin to be 1,400 in a million (SCAQMD 2000). In MATES III, completed by
SCAQMD, the cancer from toxic air contaminants was estimated at 1,000 to 2,000 in a
million in the San Pedro and Wilmington areas. In their Diesel Particulate Matter
Exposure Assessment Study for the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, CARB
estimates that elevated levels of cancer risks due to operational emissions from the Ports
of Los Angeles and Long Beach occur within and in proximity to the two ports (CARB
2006). Based on this information, cancer risk from TAC emissions within the project
region, and non-cancer impacts associated with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
projects in the proposed project area, are therefore cumulatively significant.

Implementation of proposed project mitigation measures that reduce diesel combustion
and other TAC emissions, specifically mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through

MM AQ-10, would reduce TAC emissions from the proposed Project. After
implementation of these mitigation measures, although the overall emissions would be
reduced, the proposed Project would add to the TAC burden in the vicinity and result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to an existing cumulatively significant impact for
cancer risk for marina-residential and occupational receptors.

LAHD has approved Port-wide air pollution control measures through its CAAP (LAHD
et al. 2006). In 2010 the ports released a CAAP update, with emission reduction goals
for 2014 and 2023. Through 2012, the Port had achieved actual reductions of 79% for
diesel particulate matter, 56% for NOx, and 88% for SOx, relative to uncontrolled levels
as described in the 2012 Port Emissions Inventory (LAHD 2012a). For the first time
ever, the ports established uniform air quality standards at the program level, project-
specific level, and the source-specific level.

Implementation of these measures would reduce the health risk impacts from the
proposed Project and future projects at the Port. Currently adopted regulations and future
rules proposed by CARB and EPA also would further reduce air emissions and associated
cumulative health impacts from Port operations. However, because future proposed
measures (other than CAAP measures) and rules have not been adopted, they have not
been accounted for in the emission calculations or health risk assessment for the proposed
Project. Therefore, it is unknown at this time how these future measures would reduce
cumulative health risk impacts within the Port project area, and, therefore, airborne
cancer and noncancer impacts within the proposed project region would still be
cumulatively significant. Mitigation measures MM AQ-1 through MM AQ-10 would
help reduce TACs; however, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact for cancer risk.
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3.4.3
3.43.1

Finding

Biological Resources

Cumulative Impact BIO-1: The proposed Project would
contribute to a cumulative loss of individuals or habitat of
a state or federally listed endangered, threatened, rare,
protected, or candidate species, or a Species of Special
Concern or the loss of federally listed critical habitat—
Cumulatively Considerable and Unavoidable

Past, present, and future related projects have increased and will continue to increase
vessel traffic; therefore, the related projects could potentially increase whale mortalities
from vessel strikes, which is considered to be a cumulatively considerable and
unavoidable significant cumulative impact. The proposed Project would slightly increase
vessel traffic within and outside the harbor (an increase of up to 44 vessels annually),
which would also increase the likelihood of a vessel collision with a marine mammal or
sea turtle, which could result in injury or mortality. Mitigation measure MM AQ-9
would reduce the potential for vessel collision with marine mammals and sea turtles;
however, the increase in vessel traffic caused by the proposed Project would contribute to
overall increases in vessel traffic along the Southern California coast, which have
contributed to marine mammal mortalities. Therefore, operation of the proposed Project
could make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact
on marine mammals (the potential contribution to whale mortality) from vessel strikes.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. Although the implementation of mitigation
measure MM AQ-9 would reduce the potential for vessel collision with marine mammals
and sea turtles, the mitigation would not sufficiently reduce the proposed Project’s
cumulatively considerable contribution of the impact to a less-than-significant level.
Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or proposed project
alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation measures
determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been incorporated
into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of feasible
mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively considerable
contribution to an existing significant cumulative impact related to vessel collisions.

Rationale for Finding

Past, present, and future related projects have increased and will continue to increase
vessel traffic; therefore, the related projects could potentially increase whale mortalities
from vessel strikes, which is considered to be a cumulatively considerable and
unavoidable significant cumulative impact. The proposed Project would contribute to
this overall increase in vessel traffic. Although MM AQ-9 would reduce the potential for
vessel collision with marine mammals and sea turtles, it would not eliminate potential
cumulative effects and the increase in vessel traffic caused by the proposed Project. No
other mitigation is available to reduce cumulative impacts related to vessel strikes to a
less-than-significant level.
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3.4.3.2

Finding

Cumulative Impact BIO-4: The proposed Project would
contribute to a cumulatively considerable disruption of
local biological communities—Cumulatively Considerable
and Unavoidable

Past, present, and future related projects have increased and will continue to increase
vessel traffic; therefore, the related projects could potentially increase the chances for the
introduction of invasive species via vessel hulls or ballast water which is considered to be
a cumulatively considerable and unavoidable significant cumulative impact. The
proposed Project would contribute to this overall increase in vessel traffic. Cumulative
effects related to the introduction of non-native species have the potential to be
cumulatively significant, and the proposed Project could make a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to the introduction of
non-native species.

Due to the lack of a proven technology, no feasible mitigation beyond legal requirements
is currently available to entirely prevent introduction of invasive exotic species via vessel
hulls or ballast water. Therefore, the proposed Project would have a cumulatively
considerable contribution to the significant cumulative impacts on biological resources
related to the potential introduction of invasive exotic species. Under Alternatives 1, 2,
and 3, cumulative impacts related to the introduction of non-native species would be
cumulatively significant and unavoidable, and a cumulatively considerable contribution
to a significant cumulative impact related to the introduction of non-native species would
remain.

Rationale for Finding

Cumulative biological resource impacts related to the introduction of invasive exotic
species to Harbor waters would be significant and unavoidable from part, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects, and the proposed Project would make a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to the
introduction of non-native species. Due to the lack of a proven technology, no feasible
mitigation beyond legal requirements is currently available to entirely prevent
introduction of invasive exotic species via vessel hulls or ballast water. Therefore, there
is no way to prevent the proposed Project’s cumulatively considerable contribution to the
significant cumulative impacts on biological resources related to the potential
introduction of invasive exotic species. New technologies are being explored and, if
methods become available in the future, they would be implemented as required at that
time. Consequently, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively considerable and
unavoidable contribution to a significant cumulative impact on biological resources.
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3.4.4
3.44.1

Finding

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Cumulative Impact GHG-1: The proposed Project would
generate GHGs that would exceed the SCAQMD
threshold—Cumulatively Considerable and Unavoidable

Emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change are attributable in large part to
human activities associated with the industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation,
residential, and agricultural sectors. According to the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change (IPCC), the atmospheric concentration of CO, in 2005 was 379 parts per
million (ppm) compared to pre-industrial levels of 280 ppm (IPCC 2007). Based on this
information, past, current, and future global GHG emissions—including emissions from
projects in the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, and elsewhere in California—are
cumulatively significant.

Considering Cumulative Impact GHG-1, which states that any GHG increase over the
SCAQMD threshold is significant without mitigation, impacts from proposed project
construction and operation would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to an
existing significant cumulative impact related to GHG and global climate change.

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM AQ-1, MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, MM AQ-10, MM GHG-1, MM GHG-2,

MM GHG-3, and MM GHG-4 would help reduce cumulatively considerable GHG
emissions. Furthermore, LAHD’s standard lease measures LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3
would be included in the tenant lease; these measures would further reduce future GHG
emissions and serve to comply with Port air quality planning requirements. Lease
measure LM AQ-3 was added to the FEIR based on comments during the public review
period for the Draft EIS/EIR, and encourages NYK Line to determine the feasibility of
incorporating all emissions reduction technology and/or design options for vessels calling
at the YTI Terminal. Mitigation measure MM GHG-4 was added to the FEIR based on
comments during the public review period for the Draft EIS/EIR, and requires that YTI
purchase carbon offset credits.

Although mitigation measures MM AQ-1, MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9, MM AQ-10,
MM GHG-1, MM GHG-2, MM GHG-3, and MM GHG-4 and lease measures

LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3 would reduce the cumulative GHG emissions, the
mitigation would not sufficiently reduce the proposed Project’s cumulatively
considerable contribution of the impact to a less-than-significant level. Therefore, the
Board hereby finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations make infeasible additional mitigation measures or proposed project
alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In this case all mitigation measures
determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final EIS/EIR have been incorporated
into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the incorporation of feasible
mitigation measures, the proposed Project would make a cumulatively considerable
contribution to a significant cumulative impact.
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Rationale for Finding

3.4.4.2

Scientific evidence indicates a trend of warming global surface temperatures over the past
century due at least partly to the generation of GHG emissions from human activities.
Some observed changes include shrinking glaciers, thawing permafrost, and shifts in
plant and animal ranges. Credible predictions of long-term impacts from increasing
GHG levels in the atmosphere include sea level rise, changes to weather patterns,
changes to local and regional ecosystems including the potential loss of species, and
significant reductions in winter snow packs. These and other effects would have
environmental, economic, and social consequences on a global scale. Emissions of
GHGs contributing to global climate change are attributable in large part to human
activities associated with the industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation, residential,
and agricultural sectors (California Energy Commission [CEC] 2006a). Therefore, the
cumulative global emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change can be
attributed to every nation, region, and city, and virtually every individual on Earth. In
California alone, CO, emissions totaled approximately 477.77 million metric tons in year
2003 (CEC 2006), which was an estimated 6.4% of global CO, emissions from fossil
fuels.

The challenge in assessing the significance of an individual project’s contribution to
global GHG emissions and associated global climate change impacts is determining
whether a project’s GHG emissions, which are at a micro-scale relative to global
emissions, result in a cumulatively considerable incremental contribution to a significant
cumulative macro-scale impact. The proposed Project would produce GHG emissions
that would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds for GHG and would therefore result
in significant GHG impacts. Proposed project impacts would combine with impacts from
related projects and add additional burden to existing cumulatively significant GHG
impacts, thereby resulting in cumulatively considerable contributions to significant
cumulative GHG impacts. Mitigation measures MM AQ-1, MM AQ-5, MM AQ-9,
MM AQ-10, MM GHG-1, MM GHG-2, MM GHG-3, and MM GHG-4 and LAHD’s
standard lease measures LM AQ-1 through LM AQ-3 would help reduce GHG
emissions; however, they would not reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level and
the proposed Project would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a
significant cumulative impact.

Cumulative Impact NOI-1: Construction lasts more than

1 day and exceeds existing ambient exterior noise levels
by 10 dBA or more at a noise-sensitive use; construction
activities lasting more than 10 days in a 3-month period
exceed existing ambient exterior noise levels by 5 dBA or
more at a noise-sensitive use—Cumulatively Considerable
and Unavoidable

Pile driving has been identified as having a significant impact at nearby liveaboard
receptors in East Basin. Therefore, during pile driving, the proposed Project would have a
cumulatively considerable noise impact when combined with any other project that

would affect the same receptor locations and occur concurrently with the proposed
Project.
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Finding

The Board hereby finds that changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated
into, the proposed Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental
effect identified in the Final EIS/EIR. The implementation of mitigation measures

MM NOI-1 and MM NOI-2 would help reduce cumulatively considerable impacts from
construction noise.

Although mitigation measures MM NOI-1 and MM NOI-2 would reduce the maximum
noise levels during proposed project construction to a less-than-significant level, the
proposed Project could still contribute considerably to a cumulatively significant impact
related to noise from pile driving. Therefore, the Board hereby finds that specific
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible additional
mitigation measures or proposed project alternatives identified in the Final EIS/EIR. In
this case all mitigation measures determined feasible by LAHD as identified in the Final
EIS/EIR have been incorporated into the proposed Project. Nevertheless, even with the
incorporation of feasible mitigation measures and the reduction if significant project-level
noise impacts to a less-than-significant level, the proposed Project would make a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact if other
construction projects occur concurrently.

Rationale for Finding

Construction of the proposed Project independent of any other project would cause a
significant noise impact on sensitive receptors within adjacent marinas, as documented in
Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.12, Noise. Noise produced by pile driving during sheet and king
pile installation during construction of the proposed Project would result in up to a 6-dB
increase over the ambient worst-case construction scenario at the nearby liveaboard
receptors. The required pile driving systems, controls, and temporary noise barriers
identified in mitigation measures MM NOI-1 and MM NOI-2 would reduce project-
related noise impacts to a less-than-significant level. However, noise from the other
construction projects in the proposed project vicinity could increase noise levels in the
area. Taking into consideration the location and scope of other projects, noise from
construction would exceed the 5-dBA significance threshold. Therefore, the proposed
Project would make a cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative
impact when combined with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects.
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Chapter 4
Environmental Justice

Although not required under CEQA, the Draft EIS/EIR includes an environmental justice
analysis. This approach is consistent with LAHD’s goals to consider environmental
justice in its policies and projects. The environmental justice analysis complies with
Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations, which requires federal agencies to assess the
potential for their actions to have disproportionately high and adverse environmental and
health impacts on minority and low-income populations. It also complies with the CEQ
Guidance for Environmental Justice under NEPA (CEQ 1997) and California state law
regarding environmental justice.

CEQA does not require an analysis of environmental justice issues, but it does require
that an EIR analyze physical impacts on the environment. A “significant effect on the
environment” means a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the
physical conditions within the area affected by the project, including land, air, water,
minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance. An
economic or social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the
environment. A social or economic change related to a physical change may be
considered in determining whether the physical change is significant” (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15382).

After implementation of mitigation measures, the proposed Project would result in
disproportionate effects on minority and low-income populations as a result of significant
unavoidable project and cumulative impacts related to air quality.

Additionally, it should be noted the cumulative noise impacts from pile driving that were
previously determined to result in a disproportionately high and adverse effect on
minority and low-income populations (Draft EIS/EIR Chapter 5, Environmental Justice,
Page 5-18), was made in error. The marina-based liveaboard receptors, which were the
only sensitive receptors determined to be impacted by pile driving noise, were previously
thought to be located in a low-income and minority-dominated census tract. However, it
has since been determined that these liveaboard receptors are located in the marinas that
fall within census tract 9800.14, which, according to Table 5-2 in the Draft EIS/EIR, is
23.4% minority and 16.7% low-income. Thus, the liveaboard receptors do not constitute
a minority or low-income community as defined by Executive Order 12898 and the
Council of Environmental Quality’s Environmental Justice Guidance under the National
Environmental Policy Act. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in
disproportionately high noise impacts on minority or low-income populations
representing and environmental justice issue. This error has been corrected in Chapter 3
of the Final EIS/EIR, Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR.
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Chapter 5
Alternatives to the Proposed Project

Six alternatives were considered and evaluated in regards to how well each could feasibly
meet the basic objectives of the proposed Project and avoid or substantially lessen any of
the significant effects of the proposed Project. Three of these alternatives were
eliminated from detailed consideration either because they could not feasibly meet the
basic objectives of the proposed Project and/or because they would not avoid or
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the proposed Project, as discussed in
Section 2.9 of the Draft EIS/EIR. The other three alternatives (the No Project
Alternative, No Federal Action Alternative, and the Reduced Project: Improve Berths
217-220 Only Alternative) were carried forward for further analysis to determine
whether they could feasibly meet most of the proposed project objectives but avoid or
substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the proposed Project. Chapter 6 of
the Draft EIS/EIR compares the proposed Project and these three alternatives and
identifies the environmentally superior alternative. The three alternatives that were
compared to the proposed Project are:

= Alternative 1 — No Project
= Alternative 2 — No Federal Action
= Alternative 3 — Reduced Project: Improve Berths 217-220 Only

Reasonable Range of Alternatives

Lead agencies are required to evaluate a “reasonable range” of alternatives but are not
required to evaluate every possible alternative: “an EIR need not consider every
conceivable alternative to a project” (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a)). The
“range of alternatives required in an EIR is governed by a ‘rule of reason’ that requires an
EIR to set forth only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned choice” (State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(f)). The Draft EIS/EIR contained three alternatives
(not including the proposed Project), discussed in Chapter 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR and
shown in Table 5 below. This table compares the major features of the proposed Project
to those for the alternatives. The three alternatives plus the proposed Project constitute a
reasonable range of alternatives, which permits the decision makers to make a reasoned
choice regarding proposed project approval (or approval of one of its alternatives),
approval with modifications, or disapproval. Furthermore, CEQA does not require an
EIR to consider multiple variations on the alternatives analyzed in the Draft EIR. “What
is required is the production of information sufficient to permit a reasonable choice of
alternatives so far as environmental aspects are concerned” (Village Laguna of Laguna
Beach, Inc. v. Board of Supervisors of Orange County (1982) 134 Cal.App.3d 1022).
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Table 5. Summary of Proposed Project and Alternatives at Full Build-out (2026

Alt. 1: Alt. 2: Alt. 3:
Proposed Project CEQA No Project No Federal Action Reduced Project

Annual TEUs 1,913,000 1,692,000 1,692,000 1,913,000
Annual Ship Calls 206 206 206 232
24-hour Peak Day Ship Calls 4 4 4 5
Operating Cranes® 14 10 10 14
Total Dredging (cy) 27,000 0 0 6,000
Maximum Vessel Size
Berths 212-213 6,500 6,500 6,500 6,500
Berths 214-216 13,000 8,500 8,500 8,500
Berths 217-220 11,000 N/A N/A 11,000

? Represents operating cranes.

5.1.2 Alternatives Eliminated from Further
Consideration

Alternatives that are remote or speculative, or the effects of which cannot be reasonably
predicted, need not be considered (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126(f)(2)).
Alternatives may be eliminated from detailed consideration in an EIR if they fail to meet
most of the project objectives, are infeasible, or do not avoid any significant
environmental effects (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15126.6(c)). The following
alternatives were determined to be infeasible and were eliminated from further
consideration in the Draft EIS/EIR (additional details regarding reasons for rejection are
included in Chapter 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR):

= Reduced Project: Improve Berths 214-216 Only
= Reduced Project: 12 Operational Cranes
=  Proposed Project with Expanded On-Dock Rail

5.1.3 Alternatives Analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR

Chapter 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR contains a detailed comparative analysis of the
alternatives that were required per CEQA (No Project Alternative), required per NEPA
(No Federal Action Alternative), or were found to achieve most of the proposed project
objectives, are considered ostensibly feasible, and may reduce environmental impacts
associated with the proposed Project.

A summary of the impact analysis for the proposed Project and the alternatives is shown
in Table 6 below, which identifies the resource areas where the proposed Project or
alternative would result in an unavoidable significant impact, as discussed in resource
analyses in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIS/EIR. The table also presents the resource areas
that would have significant impacts mitigated to less-than-significant levels. Detailed
discussions of these resources are provided in Chapter 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR.
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As shown in Table 6, the proposed Project and all alternatives would have significant
unavoidable impacts in the areas of air quality and meteorology, biological resources, and
GHG emissions. Table 7 compares the impacts of the alternatives with those of the
proposed Project.

Table 6: Summary of Significance Analysis by Alternative

Alternative

Environmental Resource Area  Proposed Project 1 2 3
Air Quality and Meteorology S S S S
Biological Resources S S S S
Greenhouse Gas Emissions S S S S
Groundwater and Soils M N M M
Noise M L L L
Notes:

The analysis includes project-level impacts, not cumulative effects.
S = Unavoidable significant impacts

M = Significant but mitigable impact

L = Less-than-significant impact (not significant)

N = No impact

Table 7: Comparison of Alternatives to the Proposed Project

Alternative®
Environmental Resource Area® 1 2 3
Air Quality and Meteorology -2 -2 +1
Biological Resources -1 -1 +1
Greenhouse Gas Emissions -2 -2 +1
Groundwater and Soils -2 0 0
Noise -2 -2 -1
Total -9 -7 +2

Notes:

? Only environmental resources with unavoidable significant impacts or significant but mitigable impacts under
the proposed Project are included in the table and the analysis used to rank alternatives; the analysis includes
project-level impacts but not cumulative effects.

® Alternatives eliminated from further consideration are not included.

The numbering system below indicates that the impacts, when compared with those of the proposed Project, are
considered to be:

(-2) = Substantially less
(-1) = Somewhat less

(0) = Equal to

(+1) = Somewhat greater
(+2) = Substantially greater

Based on the comparison of the alternatives in Table 7, above, Alternative 1 would have
the fewest impacts relative to the proposed Project, followed by Alternative 2.
Alternative 3 would have greater impacts relative to the proposed Project. The ranking is

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 59 September 2014
Improvements Project EIS/EIR ICF 00070.13



Ul W IN -

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

29

30

31
32
33
34

35

36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43

Findings of Fact and

Los Angeles Harbor Department Statement of Overriding Considerations

5.1.4

5.1.5
5.15.1

Finding

based on the significance determinations for the resource areas contained in Table 6, as
discussed in Chapter 3, and reflects differences in the levels of impacts among
alternatives. This ranking also takes into consideration the relative number of significant
impacts that would be mitigated to a level below significance and the number of impacts
that would remain significant after mitigation.

Environmentally Superior Alternative

As shown in Table 7, the No Project Alternative is the Environmentally Superior
Alternative because it would create the fewest adverse impacts, including those that
would be significant and unavoidable. Under the No Project Alternative, impacts on air
quality, biological resources, GHG emissions, groundwater and soils, and noise would be
reduced in comparison to the proposed Project. However, none of the proposed project
objectives would be met (see Section 6.4 of the Draft EIS/EIR).

However, State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(¢)(2) requires that in cases where the
No Project Alternative is determined to be the environmentally superior alternative,
another alternative must also be identified as environmentally superior. Consequently,
Alternative 2 would be the environmentally superior alternative. Under Alternative 2,
dredging activities would not occur, construction would be minimal, and the throughput
capacity of the terminal would not increase. Although Alternative 2 would result in the
least impact on air quality and meteorology, GHG emissions, noise, and utilities and
service systems (other than the No Project Alternative), it would not meet the proposed
Project’s stated purpose to improve maritime shipping and commerce. In addition,
Alternative 2 would not address the CEQA objectives stated in Section 2.4 of the Draft
EIS/EIR, which include optimizing the use of existing land at the YTI Terminal and
associated waterways consistent with LAHD’s public trust obligations, providing
sufficient water depth and improving the terminal’s ability to accommodate larger
container ships of up to 13,000 TEUs anticipated to call at the terminal through 2026, and
increasing on-dock rail facilities to accommodate projected daily peak increases in
container movement.

CEQA Findings for Alternatives Analyzed

Alternative 1—No Project

Alternative 1 considers what would reasonably be expected to occur on the site if the
proposed Project is not approved. The No Project Alternative would maintain the
existing conditions at the proposed project site, and none of the proposed project
objectives would be met.

The Board hereby finds that Alternative 1—No Project would not feasibly meet any of
the proposed project objectives and, on that basis, rejects the No Project Alternative. The
No Project Alternative would not optimize the use of existing land at the YTI Terminal
and associated waterways in a manner that is consistent with LAHD’s tidelands trust
obligations, nor would it provide sufficient water depth to ensure the terminal’s ability to
accommodate larger container ships of up to 13,000 TEUs that are anticipated to call at
the terminal through 2026. The No Project Alternative would not improve the container
terminal berthing facilities at the YTI Terminal to accommodate the berthing and
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loading/unloading of the larger ships up to 13,000 TEUs that are anticipated to call at the
terminal through 2026. The No Project Alternative also would not increase on-dock rail
facilities to accommodate projected daily peak increases in container movement into and
out of the YTI Terminal resulting from the handling of larger ships, and it would not
improve the container terminal backlands to minimize ongoing needs for pavement repair
and maintenance.

Facts in Support of Finding

5.1.5.2

Finding

The No Project Alternative would result in reduced environmental impacts in the
resource areas related to air quality, biological resources, groundwater and soils, and
noise as compared to the proposed Project because this alternative would not implement
any terminal improvements. The No Project Alternative would not add any new cranes
to accommodate projected daily peak increases in container movement or include
dredging to provide sufficient water depth to ensure the terminal’s ability to
accommodate larger container ships. Furthermore, it would not include the 100-foot
gauge crane rail extension, expansion of the TICTF on-dock rail yard, or backland
improvements. Accordingly, the Board finds that the No Project Alternative is not a
feasible alternative to the proposed Project because it would not accomplish fundamental
proposed project goals and objectives.

Alternative 2—No Federal Action

Under the No Federal Action Alternative, only activities that could occur absent a U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) permit would be allowed. Therefore, absent a
USACE permit, no dredging, dredged material disposal, in-water pile installation, or
crane installation/extension would occur. Although the TICTF expansion could occur
absent a USACE permit, it would not occur absent such a permit because the need for the
additional rail track is related to the peak throughput increases that would result from the
ability of the terminal to handle larger ships under the proposed Project. The ability to
handle larger ships would be facilitated by activities that require a USACE permit
(dredging, in-water pile driving, and crane extension). Therefore, without the activities
that allow the terminal to service larger ships, there would be no need to expand the
TICTF. The No Federal Action alternative includes only backlands improvements
consisting of slurry sealing, deep cold planing, asphalt concrete overlay, restriping, and
removal, relocation, or modification of any underground conduits and pipes necessary to
complete the repairs. These activities would not change the capacity of the existing
terminal.

The Board hereby finds that although Alternative 2—No Federal Action would result in
reduced environmental impacts compared to the proposed Project, this alternative would
not meet the proposed project objectives of optimizing the use of existing land at the YTI
Terminal and associated waterways consistent with LAHD’s public trust obligations,
providing sufficient water depth and improving the terminal’s ability to accommodate
larger container ships of up to 13,000 TEUs anticipated to call at the terminal through
2026, and increasing on-dock rail facilities to accommodate projected daily peak
increases in container movement. As a result, the Board finds that Alternative 2—No
Federal Action is not a feasible alternative to the proposed Project because it would not
accomplish the fundamental goals and objectives of the proposed Project.
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Facts in Support of the Finding

5.1.5.3

The No Federal Action Alternative would result in reduced environmental impacts in
the resource areas related to air quality, biological resources, GHG emissions, and noise
as compared to the proposed Project because this alternative would not include
dredging, in-water pile installation, crane installation/extension, or expansion of the
TICTF. Although the No Federal Action Alternative would result in reduced
environmental impacts, it would not meet the proposed project objectives of optimizing
the use of existing land at the YTI Terminal and associated waterways consistent with
LAHD’s public trust obligations, providing sufficient water depth and improving the
terminal’s ability to accommodate larger container ships of up to 13,000 TEUs
anticipated to call at the terminal through 2026, and increasing on-dock rail facilities to
accommodate projected daily peak increases in container movement. Accordingly, the
Board finds that Alternative 2—No Federal Action is not a feasible alternative to the
proposed Project because it would not fully accomplish fundamental proposed project
goals and objectives.

Alternative 3—Reduced Project: Improve Berths 217-220
Only

Under the Reduced Project Alternative does not include dredging and pile driving at
Berths 214-216. The following components of the proposed Project would remain
unchanged under the Reduced Project Alternative:

»  modifying up to six existing cranes;
* replacing up to four existing non-operating cranes;

= 6,000 cy of dredging from a depth of -45 to -47 feet MLLW (with an additional
two feet of overdredge depth, for a total depth of -49 feet MLLW), and installing
1,200 linear feet of sheet piles and king piles to support and stabilize the existing
wharf structure at Berths 217-220;

= disposing of dredged material at LA-2, the Berths 243-245 CDF, or another
approved upland location;

= extending the existing 100-foot gauge landside crane rail through Berths 217—
220;

= performing ground repairs and maintenance activities in the backlands area; and
= expanding the TICTF on-dock rail by adding a single loading track.

Under this alternative, there would be three operating berths after construction, similar to
the proposed Project, but Berths 214-216 would remain at their existing depth. This
alternative would require less dredging (by approximately 21,000 cy) and pile driving
and a shorter construction period than the proposed Project. Based on the throughput
projections, this alternative is expected to operate at its capacity of approximately
1,913,000 TEUs by 2026, similar to the proposed Project. However, while the terminal
could handle similar levels of cargo, the reduced project alternative would not achieve the
same level of efficient operations as achieved by the proposed Project. This alternative
would not accommodate the largest vessels (13,000 TEUs). The depth achieved at
Berths 217-220 would only be capable of handling vessels up to 11,000 TEUs, requiring
additional vessels to call on the terminal to meet future growth projections up to the
capacity of the terminal. Therefore, under this alternative, 232 vessels would call on the
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Finding

terminal in 2020 and 2026, compared to 206 vessels for the proposed Project.
Additionally, because of the higher number of annual vessel calls, this alternative would
result in a maximum of five peak day ship calls (over a 24-hour period) compared to four
for the proposed Project.

The Board hereby finds that Alternative 3— Reduced Project: Improve Berths 217-220
Only would not maximize container-handling capacity and efficiency at the proposed
project site and would not make the best use of the proposed project site. Further,
Alternative 3—Reduced Project: Improve Berths 217-220 Only would partially fulfill
the objective of accommodating larger ships, as it would allow the terminal to service
ships up to 11,000 TEUs. However, it would not allow the servicing of ships up to
13,000 TEUs that are projected to call at the terminal. Additionally, Alternative 3 would
result in greater operational impacts to air quality, biological resources, and GHG
emissions than the proposed Project due to the increased number of vessel calls by
smaller vessels required to accommodate the same throughput. As a result, the Board
finds that Alternative 3—Reduced Project: Improve Berths 217—220 Only is not a
feasible alternative to the proposed Project because it would not accomplish the
fundamental goals and objectives of the proposed Project and would result in greater air
quality impacts.

Facts in Support of the Finding

5.1.6

Alternative 3 would result in reduced environmental impacts in the resource area related
to noise as compared to the proposed Project because this alternative would create less
construction noise at sensitive receptors. However, Alternative 3 would increase the
number of annual ship calls relative to the proposed Project, which would result in
increased operational air quality, GHG emissions, and biological resource impacts.
Therefore, the proposed Project would have lower operational impacts than Alternative 3
in the areas of air quality, GHG emissions, and biological resources and would better
accomplish the proposed project goals and objectives. Accordingly, the Board finds that
Alternative 3—Reduced Project: Improve Berths 217-220 Only is not a feasible
alternative to the proposed Project because it would not fully accomplish fundamental
proposed project goals and objectives and would increase impacts on air quality, GHG
emissions, and biological resources.

Summary

Based on the alternatives discussion provided in the Final EIS/EIR and the information
presented above, the Board determines that the proposed Project is the feasible alternative
that, when taking into account environmental and economic factors, best meets proposed
project objectives to

= optimize the use of existing land at the YTI Terminal and associated waterways
consistent with LAHD’s public trust obligations,

= provide sufficient water depth and improve the terminal’s ability to accommodate
larger container ships of up to 13,000 TEUs anticipated to call at the terminal
through 2026,

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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* improve the container terminal berthing facilities at the YTI Terminal to
accommodate the berthing and loading/unloading of the larger ships up to 13,000
TEUs that are anticipated to call at the terminal through 2026; and

» increase on-dock rail facilities to accommodate projected daily peak increases in
container movement into and out of the YTI Terminal resulting from the
handling of larger ships; and

= improve the container terminal backlands to minimize ongoing needs for
pavement repair and maintenance.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal 64 September 2014
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Chapter 6

Findings Regarding Other CEQA Considerations

Significant Irreversible Environmental
Changes

Irreversible and irretrievable environmental changes caused by a Project include uses of
nonrenewable resources during construction and operation, long-term or permanent
access to previously inaccessible areas, and irreversible damages that may result from
project-related accidents.

Finding and Rationale

The proposed Project would require the use of nonrenewable resources to develop the site
for Port-related activities. Fossil fuels and energy would be consumed during both the
construction and the operational phases. These energy resources would for the most part
be irretrievable, and would cause irreversible changes in supplies of fossil fuel available
for other uses. However, some electricity provided by SCE and the LADWP is provided
from renewable sources and recently adopted legislation raises California’s renewable
portfolio requirements for retail electricity sales.

Non-recoverable material resources committed to the proposed Project other than fossil
fuels would include: capital, labor, and construction materials such as rock, steel,
concrete, and timber. Non-recoverable materials would be used during construction and
operational activities, but the amounts needed would be accommodated by existing
supplies. Although the increase in the amount of materials used would be limited, they
would be unavailable for other uses. The irreversible changes discussed above are
justified by the increased efficiency in cargo handling at the Port that the proposed
Project would provide.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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Chapter 7
Changes to the Draft EIS/EIR

Several changes were made to the Draft EIS/EIR following the public review period.
Actual changes to the text, organized by Draft EIS/EIR chapters and sections, can be
found in Chapter 3, Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR, of the Final EIS/EIR, and are
identified by text strikeout and underline. Changes to the Draft EIS/EIR include:

e Addition of a lease measure to the Air Quality and Meteorology section and a
mitigation measure to the Greenhouse Gas Emissions section

e Modifications to mitigation measures in the Air Quality and Meteorology and
Groundwater and Soils sections

e Changes to the Environmental Justice finding related to construction-related
noise impacts

e  Minor editorial corrections to the Groundwater and Soils section, and the
Environmental Justice and Socioeconomics chapters

e Minor addition of background information in Groundwater and Soils section and
Socioeconomics chapter

Finding and Rationale

The changes and clarifications presented in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR were
reviewed to determine whether or not they warranted recirculation of the Draft EIS/EIR
prior to certification of the EIR according to CEQA guidelines and statutes. The changes
would not result in any new significant environmental impacts or a substantial increase in
the severity of an existing environmental effect. In response to public comments,
changes and clarifications have been made throughout the Draft EIS/EIR. There would
be no new or increased significant effects on the environment due to the proposed
changes, and no new alternatives have been identified that would reduce significant
effects of the proposed Project. Therefore, the Draft EIS/EIR does not need to be
recirculated, and the EIR can be certified without additional public review, consistent
with PRC Section 21092.1 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.

The Board of Harbor Commissioners finds that all information added to the Final
EIS/EIR after public notice of the availability of the Draft EIS/EIR for public review but
before certification merely clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications to
an adequate Draft EIS/EIR that does not require recirculation.
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Chapter 8

Findings on Mitigation Measures Suggested as

Part of Public Comment on the DEIS/EIR

Numerous comment letters were received on the DEIS/EIR suggesting the Port adopt
additional mitigation measures. The suggested mitigation measures and the reasons
supporting why the recommended measure was accepted or rejected are summarized
below; additional detail can be found in the comments and responses to comments in the
FEIS/FEIR Chapter 2.

Zero Emission Technologies

LAHD has supported and continues to support the development of zero-emission
technologies through funding and implementation of demonstration projects and through
partnerships with other interested parties and agencies. However, development and
testing of many of these technologies are still in the early stages, and a timeline for
commercial viability is speculative at this time, making them technologically infeasible.
Those technologies that are commercially available, including ERTGs and RMGs, are
operationally and financially infeasible due to the short operational period and scope of
the proposed Project. As such, it is infeasible to require YTI to use zero-emission truck
and/or cargo handling equipment through mitigation. However, LAHD has included lease
measures in this document that require technology reviews and allow for the deployment
of new technologies when they become commercially viable (LM AQ-1 and LM AQ-2).
These lease measures will ensure that YTI reconsiders the feasibility of zero emission
technologies in the future as the technologies continue to develop.

Increased AMP Requirements

Commenters suggested that the proposed Project could increase the requirements for use
of Alternative Marine Power (AMP) for vessels calling at the YTI Terminal. Mitigation
measure AQ-10 requires AMP for 95% of hoteling hours for NYK Line-operated vessels.
An increase of hoteling hours to 100% is not feasible due to a variety of operational
constraints including customs, the time required to tie up and untie, and the time required
to plug in to AMP infrastructure. Moreover, a requirement that 100% of vessel calls plug
in does not necessarily achieve higher emissions reductions than a requirement of 95%
hoteling hours. In fact, the 100% vessel plug-in requirement may result in even fewer
emissions reductions.

Commenters have also requested that the 95% hoteling requirement be advanced from
2026 to 2017, when the proposed Project commences. Due to the projected penetration
of AMP-capable ships into the fleet of vessels and the fact that NYK does not own all

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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vessels that it operates, the 2026 requirement of AQ-10 is feasible and appropriate and
consistent with NYK’s assessment of an anticipated longer term market availability of
AMP-capable ships.

In addition to NYK Line-operated vessels, third-party invitee shipping lines call at the
YTI Terminal. YTI has no corporate relationship to these carriers. It has no control over
these carriers and cannot compel them to comply with AMP requirements that are above
and beyond what is mandated by CARB regulation. Therefore, a mitigation measure to
require these third-party carriers that are non-NYK Line operated ships to meet AMP
requirements in excess of CARB regulation is infeasible.

Cleaner Vessel Engines

Commenters suggest that Tier III engines should be required to further reduce NOx
emissions. The Port promotes the Environmental Ship Index (ESI) Program, which
provides financial incentives for ocean cargo fleets to bring newer and cleaner vessels to
the Port of Los Angeles, which include vessels with Tier Il now and Tier III engines
beginning in 2016. NYK is a current participant in ESI and has been since the inception
of the program at the Port. Vessel Speed Reduction Program (VSRP) is a separate
incentive program that rewards ships slowing to 12 knots up to 40 nautical miles from the
Port of Los Angeles.

The following lease measure was added in response to comments, and is noted as
modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 3 of this Final EIS/EIR:

LM AQ-3 Container Ship Engine Emissions Reduction Technology
Improvements. The tenant will encourage NYK Line to determine the
feasibility of incorporating all emission reduction technology and/or
design options for vessels calling at the YTI Terminal.

Slide Valves

Commenters suggest that slide valves should be used to retrofit vessels to improve
combustion and reduce emissions of NOx and diesel particulate matter. Based on recent
information contained within the Man Slide Valve Low-Load Emissions Test Final
Report (Starcrest Consulting Group LLC et. al. 2013), LAHD is in the process of
reevaluating the effectiveness of slide valves for reducing NOx emissions based on new
engine tests, and is reluctant to require slide valves as mitigation until the new
effectiveness parameters have been established because there is evidence that they may
be less effective than previously thought when operating at low speeds. As such, LAHD
does not propose mitigation requiring slide valves at this time.

Minimize Effects on Essential Fish Habitat

The National Marine Fisheries is requesting conservation measures be implemented that
include an underwater survey for Caulerpa prior to construction, consistent with NMFS
requirements in the Caulerpa Control Protocol. If any Caulerpa is found, an eradication
plan would be developed and implemented in conjunction with NMFS and CDFW, and
construction would be delayed until subsequent surveys demonstrate full eradication has
been achieved. This species has not been detected in the Port Complex and was
eradicated from known areas of occurrence in Southern California. However, as

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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discussed in Section 3.3 and Appendix C3 of the Draft EIS/EIR, LAHD would conduct
the survey prior to construction.

Increase and Expand On-Dock Rail

Commenters suggest that the proposed Project increase the on-dock rail area and increase
the use of on-dock rail for transport of cargo imports at the YTI Terminal. The estimated
capacity of the TICTF on-dock railyard is predicated on 24-hour operations to enable the
maximum amount of time for unloading/loading and railcar switching, which cannot
occur concurrently due to labor safety rules/practices. As discussed in Section 2.9.2.3 of
the Draft EIS/EIR, it is operationally infeasible to increase on-dock rail beyond what is
already being considered because rail access improvements outside the terminal would be
necessary to substantially increase on-dock rail use beyond the usage estimated for the
proposed Project; the mode of transport of containers is based on the destination or origin
of the product being transported, which is dictated by market demands and is in no way
under the control of YTI,; rail infrastructure does not reach most of the destinations where
intermodal goods are delivered; and, finally, maximizing on-dock rail is already a
commitment in the Port’s rail policy, and the proposed project analyses assume that the
use of on-dock rail would be maximized.

Nothing in the proposed Project precludes future expansion of on-dock rail should a
market-driven need arise. However, the capacity of the improved TICTF on-dock
railyard is sufficient to handle the expected increase in on-dock rail demand throughout
the life of the proposed Project (through 2026). It should be noted that Section 1.2.3.3 of
the Draft EIS/EIR provides a discussion on the intermodal cargo demand and capacity
and states that a goal of the ports is to maximize on-dock rail operations within the ports.
To achieve this goal, the ports encourage the marine terminals to schedule round-the-
clock shifts and optimize labor rules, and the railroads have increased operational
efficiencies, and hence capacity, at on-dock facilities. Furthermore, both ports plan to
expand their rail infrastructure over the next ten years. The proposed changes are
expected to increase on-dock rail capacity by more than threefold. Table 1-2 in Chapter
1, Introduction, identifies the existing and planned on-dock railyards within the Port
Complex. Ifall of the proposed changes can be constructed on the assumed timetable,
projected on-dock railyard use will reach approximately 11,500,000 TEUs by 2035 (this
includes the proposed YTI on-dock railyard expansion).

Mitigate for Cancer Risk

Commenters suggest that additional mitigation measures should be included to reduce the
cancer risk. The LAHD acknowledges that the proposed Project exceeds the 10 in 1
million cancer risk threshold for occupational and marina-based residential receptors, but
does not exceed the threshold for land-based residential receptors. It should be noted that
the exceedance of the 10 in 1 million standard in the San Pedro Bay Standards for
residential receptors only extends over approximately 25% of a single marina directly
adjacent to the Henry Ford and Schuyler Heim bridges. All feasible mitigation has been
included in the Final EIS/EIR. The Board retains the discretion to consider and approve
projects that exceed San Pedro Bay Standards if the Board deems it necessary.

Clean Construction Trucks

Commenters request that construction should use trucks that emit the lowest levels of
NOx possible. LAHD acknowledges the comment and has modified mitigation measure
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MM AQ-3 to be consistent with the recommendation contained in the comment, as
follows:

MM AQ-3 Fleet Modernization for On-road Trucks Used during Construction.
Trucks with a Gross Vehicle Weight Rating (GVWR) of 19,500 pounds
(Ibs) or greater, including import haulers and earth movers, must comply
with EPA 20072010 on-road emission standards.

Fugitive Dust Control

Commenters suggest that the best management practices required during construction be
more explicit in the requirements, and include more frequent watering intervals.
Additionally, reduction of speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph has been requested. While
mitigation measure MM AQ-6 does not list specific fugitive dust construction BMPs, it
does reference a process that will be implemented by LAHD to select additional BMPs in
order to further reduce air emissions during construction. LAHD will determine the
BMPs once the contractor identifies and secures a final equipment list. At a minimum,
these measures will include those specified in the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Analysis
Handbook. To address the fugitive dust mitigation comment, additional BMPs from the
LAHD Sustainable Construction Guidelines have been added to mitigation measure MM
AQ-7. Additionally, a 2-hour watering interval has been added to include in the
mitigation as well as a stipulation to reduce traffic speeds on all unpaved roads to 15 mph
or less. Therefore, mitigation measure MM AQ-7 has been revised as follows, and is
included in Chapter 3, Modifications to the Draft EIS/EIR:

MM AQ-7 Additional Fugitive Dust Controls. Contractor must apply-waterte
disturbed-surfaces-atintervals-ef 2-hours—adhere to the following control
measures, at a minimum:

o Active grading sites shall be watered at intervals of 2 hours.

o Traffic speeds on all unpaved roads must be limited to 15 mph or
less.

o Contractors shall apply approved non-toxic chemical soil stabilizers
to all inactive construction areas or replace groundcover in disturbed
areas.

e Contractors shall provide temporary wind fencing around sites being
graded or cleared.

e Trucks hauling dirt, sand, or gravel shall be covered or shall maintain
at least 2 feet of freeboard in accordance with Section 23114 of the

California Vehicle Code ("Spilling L.oads on Highways").

o Construction contractors shall install wheel washers where vehicles
enter and exit unpaved roads onto paved roads, or wash off tires of
vehicles and any equipment leaving the construction site.

o The grading contractor shall suspend all soil disturbance activities
when winds exceed 25 mph or when visible dust plumes emanate
from a site, and disturbed areas shall be stabilized if construction is

delayed.

Berths 212-224 (YTI) Container Terminal
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e Open storage piles (greater than 3 feet tall and a total surface area of
150 square feet) shall be covered with a plastic tarp or chemical dust

suppressant.

e Materials shall be stabilized while loading, unloading, and
transporting to reduce fugitive dust emissions.

o Belly-dump truck seals shall be checked regularly to remove trapped
rocks to prevent possible spillage.

e Track-out regulations shall be followed and water shall be provided
while loading and unloading to reduce visible dust plumes.

o Waste materials shall be hauled off site immediately.

Rail Emissions Mitigation

Commenters suggest additional mitigation is needed to reduce emissions from rail
operations. CAAP Measure RL-2 is identified in the Draft EIS/EIR as a measure that can
contribute to emissions reductions; however, RL2 applies to Class 1 railroads, and
nothing in the proposed Project allows for negotiations of terms with the Class 1
railroads. As such, imposing mitigation on those railroads is infeasible. CAAP measure
RL-3 does not apply to this project. Mitigation RL3 is applicable to near-dock railyards,
as indicated in the title of the measure—New and Redeveloped Near-Dock Rail Yards—
and throughout the discussion of the measure in the CAAP. The railyard being expanded
in the proposed Project is an on-dock railyard.

Further reductions in locomotive emissions beyond the existing regulations and
agreements discussed in the Draft EIS/EIR can only be effectively accomplished at the
San Pedro Bay Ports level rather than at the terminal level, as neither the Ports nor the
terminal have control over UP and BNSF operations.

Tier 4 locomotives will use a new, untested technology that does not currently exist at a
size adequate for line-haul locomotive engines. As a result, the rate at which
operationally proven Tier 4 locomotives can be manufactured and made commercially
available in the future is uncertain. Therefore, it is infeasible to commit in advance to
purchase and deploy Tier 4 locomotives in excess of the percentages assumed by the EPA
when those locomotives have not yet been designed, tested, or deployed. Moreover, it is
infeasible to require the Class I railroads to geographically redistribute their locomotives
to provide a higher percentage of Tier 4 locomotives at the proposed Project’s on-dock
railyard. Therefore, mitigation that requires accelerated introduction of Tier 4 line haul
locomotives used at the YTI on-dock rail yard is infeasible.

Construction Electricity from Power Poles

Commenters recommend that construction equipment should require the use of electricity
from power poles rather than temporary diesel- or gasoline-powered generators as a
mitigation measure. The lighting circuits are not designed to handle loads that exceed the
existing light fixtures; the feeders and protection equipment, such as circuit breakers, are
not large enough. Therefore, it is infeasible for construction equipment to be connected
to the existing light poles, as such an activity would overload the circuits and trip the
circuit breakers and result in inoperable equipment.
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Use of Shore Power for Construction Harbor Craft

Commenters suggest that harbor craft used during construction should be required to use
shore power. The shore power system operates at 6,600 volts 3-phase power. The
protection equipment and relays are set to protect large loads, such as ships, which draw
about 1.5 to 2.5 megawatts. Most, if not all, commercial and marine construction
equipment operates at much lower voltages, closer to 480 volts. In order to transform the
6,600-volt shore power available at the dock to match and operate the construction
equipment, it would be necessary to install high-voltage switchgear, a transformer, and a
low-voltage feeder breaker and protection system, and then connect to the desired load.
This arrangement would be extremely rare and impractical, as 6,600 volts is a very
uncommon voltage, which is especially and exclusively used for shore-to-ship power
applications. Appropriate transformers to connect to 6,600 volts are not readily available,
and would be special order items with long manufacturing lead times. Also, the Los
Angeles Department of Water and Power requires that the load connected to the shore
power system necessarily be ship-to-shore application and not any other commercial
load. The special AMP rate that has been applied the shore power service prohibits non
ship-to-shore load connections. As such, connecting harbor craft to electric shore power
is infeasible as a mitigation measure. Many of the harbor craft companies that service the
Port plug in their vessels when they are at their home berth for shore power rather than
running auxiliary engines.

Reduction of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Commenters suggest additional mitigation measures be added to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions such as green building measures, solar power, energy efficient cranes, tree
plantings, carpooling, mitigation funding, and alternative fuel vehicles. Each suggestion
is addressed individually in Chapter 2 of the Final EIS/EIR. Some suggested measures
have already been or will be implemented by the tenant, some were determined not to be
applicable to the proposed Project and others were determined to be infeasible for the
proposed Project. Measures deemed to be feasible for the proposed Project have been
added as mitigation.

MM GHG-4: Carbon Offsets for Certain GHG Emissions. YTI shall
purchase carbon offsets from sources listed on the American
Carbon Registry and/or the Climate Action Reserve (or any
other such registry approved by CARB) for a total of 16,380
metric tons of GHG emissions associated with electricity
usage for certain terminal operations by the year 2026.

Construction Traffic Mitigation Plan

A commenter suggested that a traffic mitigation plan should be required. LAHD requires
traffic plans to be submitted by every construction contractor as a standard practice. As
discussed under Impact TRANS-1 on page 3.7-50 of the Draft EIS/EIR, LAHD requires
contractors to prepare a detailed traffic management plan for Port projects that includes
the following: detour plans, coordination with emergency services and transit providers,
coordination with adjacent property owners and tenants, advanced notification of
temporary bus stop loss and/or bus line relocation, identification of temporary alternative
bus routes, advanced notice of temporary parking loss, identification of temporary
parking replacement or alternative adjacent parking within a reasonable walking distance,
use of designated haul routes, use of truck staging areas, observance of hours of operation
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restrictions, and appropriate signage for construction activities. The traffic management
plan would be submitted to LAHD for approval before construction begins.

Reduction of Noise from Pile Driving

A commenter suggests that additional mitigation is needed to reduce noise impacts from
pile driving to liveaboard receptors. While the Draft EIS/EIR acknowledged and
appropriately disclosed that a cumulative noise impact could occur to a limited number of
liveaboard receptors that reside in the nearby marinas during construction, the cumulative
noise impacts would occur within a short duration (only during pile driving activities),
and are not likely to cause adverse health impacts. The proposed Project creates a 6-dB
increase (an increase from 56 dBA up to 62 dBA) over the daytime ambient at the closest
sensitive receptor, ST-4, which is a liveaboard. This increase is only associated with pile
driving, and the contractors would be required to limit construction to daytime hours in
accordance with the City’s Noise Ordinance. No other construction activity would cause
an increase over the ambient noise level. Mitigation measures MM NOI-1 and MM NOI-
2 would reduce impacts to the greatest extent feasible and to a level of less-than-
significant for Project-specific impacts. No additional feasible mitigation measures are
available to reduce the cumulative noise impact.

Parkland and Open Space

A commenter suggests requiring parkland and open space as mitigation for the proposed
Project for disparate impacts on minority and low-income populations. Environmental
justice issues were thoroughly discussed and considered in the Draft EIS/EIR. However,
the mitigation recommended by the commenter was not determined to be proportional in
nature and extent to the project’s impacts. (See Pub. Resource Code § 21002; CEQA
Guidelines § 15370; see generally Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S.
825, 834-37 [1987] [condition requiring a dedication of property along a beach rather
than to the beach did not address the harm at issue and was therefore invalid]; Dolan v.
City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374, 391 [1994] [mitigation must be related in “rough
proportion” both “in nature and extent” to the impact of the proposed development]
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Chapter 9
Statement of Overriding Considerations

Pursuant to Section 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Board must balance the
benefits of the proposed Project against unavoidable environmental risks in determining
whether to approve the proposed Project. As detailed in the Findings, the proposed
Project would result in significant unavoidable impacts on air quality, biological
resources, and GHG emissions. The proposed Project would also result in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to significant cumulative impacts on aesthetics, air quality,
biological resources, GHG emissions, and noise.

Project Benefits

The proposed Project offers several benefits that outweigh the unavoidable adverse
environmental effects of the proposed Project. The Board of Harbor Commissioners
adopts the following Statement of Overriding Considerations. The Board recognizes that
significant and unavoidable impacts will result from implementation of the proposed
Project, as discussed above. Having (i) adopted all feasible mitigation measures,

(ii) rejected as infeasible any alternatives that would avoid or reduce the significant
impacts of the proposed Project, as discussed above, (iii) recognized all significant,
unavoidable impacts, and (iv) balanced the benefits of the proposed Project against the
proposed Project’s significant and unavoidable impacts, the Board hereby finds that the
benefits outweigh and override the significant unavoidable impacts for the reasons stated
below.

The below stated reasons summarize the benefits, goals, and objectives of the proposed
Project and provide the rationale for the benefits of the proposed Project. These
overriding considerations justify adoption of the proposed Project and certification of the
completed Final EIR. Many of these overriding considerations individually would be
sufficient to outweigh the adverse environmental impacts of the proposed Project. These
benefits include the following:

= Fulfills Harbor Department’s legal mandates and objectives. The proposed
Project would fulfill the Harbor Department’s legal mandate under the Port of
Los Angeles Tidelands Trust (Los Angeles City Charter, Article VI, Sec. 601;
California Tidelands Trust Act of 1911) to promote and develop commerce,
navigation and fisheries, and other uses of statewide interest and benefit
including industrial and transportation uses and the California Coastal Act (PRC
Division 20, Section 30700, et seq.), which identifies the Port and its facilities as
a primary economic/coastal resource of the state and an essential element of the
national maritime industry and obligates the Harbor Department to modernize
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and construct necessary facilities to accommodate deep-draft vessels and to
accommodate the demands of foreign and domestic waterborne commerce and
other traditional and water-dependent and related facilities in order to preclude
the necessity for developing new ports elsewhere in the state. Further, the
California Coastal Act provides that the Harbor Department should give highest
priority to the use of existing land space within harbors for port purposes,
including, but not limited to navigational facilities, shipping industries and
necessary support and access facilities. The proposed Project would also meet the
Harbor Department’s strategic green growth objectives by maximizing the
efficiency and the capacity of facilities while applying mitigation measures that
adhere to and/or exceed the San Pedro Bay Clean Air Action Plan (CAAP)
requirements and raise environmental standards.

= Implements the CAAP. Project-specific standards and lease measures
implemented through CEQA are one of several mechanisms for meeting CAAP
requirements.

= Optimizes land use. The proposed Project would maximize the utilization of
Port lands by increasing the cargo handling efficiency of an existing container
terminal to accommodate the demands of foreign and domestic waterborne
commerce.

=  Accommodate projected changes to cargo ship fleet mix. The proposed
Project would upgrade an existing facility to accommodate the servicing of larger
container ships which are projected to enter the fleet mix calling at the Port in the
future.

= Fosters economic growth. The proposed Project would augment local
employment and business opportunities by directly supporting numerous short-
term construction and long-term operational jobs and a variety of indirect jobs
related to both the construction and operational phases.

In summary, the proposed Project would allow the Harbor Department to meet its legal
mandates to accommodate growing international commerce, while maintaining
compliance with important environmental programs and policies. The Board hereby finds
that the benefits of the proposed Project described above outweigh the significant and
unavoidable environmental effects and are therefore considered acceptable.
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 2.1b.
Information Item

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

subject: STIP AMENDMENT 14S-06

SUMMARY':

The California Department of Transportation will request that the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting following the notice period.

ISSUE:

The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) proposes to amend the 2014 STIP to
de-program $130,000 of programmed Regional Improvement Program (RIP) construction funds in
Fiscal Year 2016-17 for the Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge project (PPNO 2399C) in
Trinity County.

BACKGROUND:

The Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge project would rehabilitate an existing pedestrian
bridge to accommaodate bicycles, extend the approaches and provide parking.

Programmed in the 2008 STIP, the Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge project has exceeded
the project budget for construction. Other funding sources are not available to fund the increases.
TCTC has determined that down scoping the project is not feasible, and will not pursue the project.

The proposed amendment will make the programmed RIP funds available for other projects in the
region.

The changes described above are shown in the following table:

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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REVISE: Horsewater Lane Bike/Ped Bike (PPNO 2399C)

County District PPNO EA Element [ Const. Year | PMBack PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Trinity 2 2399C 45671 LA 2016-17
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED | Trinity County PS&E Trinity County
component) R/W Trinity County CON Trinity County
RTPA/CTC: Trinity County Transportation Commission
Project Title: Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Project
Location In Hayfork, from Riverview Road to State Route 3.
Description: Pave existing approach, along with bicycle and pedestrian sections, to complete the connection.
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND [ TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | 17/18 | 18/19 R/W CON [PA&ED| PS&E | Supp Supp
RIP
Existing 230 100 130 130 75 25
Change (130) 0 (130) (130) 0 0
Proposed 100 100 0 0 75 25
Total
Existing 230 100 130 130 75 25
Change (130) 0 (130) (130) 0 0
Proposed 100 100 0 0 75 25

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Katie Benouar, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Transportation Planning

TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECT BASELINE AGREEMENT

AMENDMENT RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1415-07, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1415-02B

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF)
Project Baseline Agreement for Project 105, Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Elvee Drive
Improvements (PPNO TC105). The Northern California Trade Corridors Coalition (Coalition)
concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.

ISSUE:

The City of Salinas (City) proposes to amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 105,
Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Elvee Drive Improvements to update the project delivery
schedule and funding plan.

BACKGROUND:

The Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Elvee Drive Improvements project is intended to reduce
existing congestion and improve safety at the Sanborn Road interchange. Approximately 2,100
trucks per day pass through this interchange. The northbound off-ramp intersection with Sanborn
Road and Fairview Avenue currently operates at deficient levels of service. The southbound ramp
intersection with Sanborn Road and Elvee Drive also currently operates deficiently during evening
peak hours. The proposed right-turn-lane improvements will provide safe and efficient movement
onto westbound Sanborn Road to the Pilot Travel Center and Work Street.

The project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on August 20, 2014. A
concurrent project Baseline Agreement was executed by the City, the Department, and the
Commission, and approved by the Commission on August 20, 2014, under Resolution
TCIF-P-1415-02B.

The Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Elvee Drive Improvements project is experiencing
delays between seven and eight months, as the City did not take into account the processing steps
required by the Department to receive grant funds on behalf of the City, within the original project
timeline.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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The following table provides a list of the project’s milestones with current approved and proposed

delivery schedules:

Project Milestone A%;;:S:: d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase 04/08/2013 No Change
End Environmental Phase 05/06/2014 No Change
Begin Design Phase 10/15/2013 No Change
End Design Phase 06/01/2014 02/03/2015 8 Months
Begin Right-of-Way Phase 12/15/2013 No Change
End Right-of-Way Phase 08/01/2014 No Change
Begin Construction Phase 11/01/2014 05/26/2015 7 Months
End Construction Phase 10/30/2015 05/26/2016 7 Months
Begin Closeout Phase 11/01/2015 06/26/2016 8 Months
End Closeout Phase 11/30/2015 07/26/2016 8 Months

The project estimate was increased by $200,000 due to the costs associated with storm water control
plan changes required to meet the City’s Storm Water Permit. The City proposes to update the
project’s cost and funding plan as follows:

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase

FUND SOURCE | TOTAL 15 70 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | 17/18 | PA&ED | PS&E | R/W | CONST
State Bond Funds (TCIF)
Current Approved 1,700 1,700
Change 0 0
Proposed 1,700 1,700
Local Transportation Impact Fees — City of Salinas
Current Approved 2,100 2,100
Change 0 0
Proposed 2,100 2,100
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP)
Current Approved 300 300
Change 200 200
Proposed 500 500
TOTAL
Current Approved 4100 4100
Change 200 200
Proposed 4,300 4,300

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1415-07

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade Corridors
Improvement Fund Baseline Agreements for Project 105, Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Elvee
Drive Improvements (PPNO TC105), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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November 24, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, MS-52

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Boutros:

The Northern California Trade Corridors Coalition (Coalition) is in support of the City of
Salinas’s Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) baseline agreement amendment for
the US-101 Sanborn Road Interchange project in Monterey County.

US-101 Sanborn Road Interchange and Elvee Drive Extension (“Project’):
The CTC programmed the Project into the TCIF Program at its August 2014 meeting.

Since then, the City of Salinas has worked to meet the schedule towards allocation;
however, the City was unable to secure the Right-of-Way Certification and meet various
Caltrans grant processes in time to make the December 2014 CTC meeting for allocation.
Therefore, the City requests amending the project baseline agreement to update the
schedule to reflect this delay. The City is also adding its own funds to cover an anticipated
$200,000 increase due to unanticipated storm water control plan changes. The Project will
be Ready to List (RTL) in December 2014. The City expects to advertise the project after
RTL, with project award in Spring 2015.

The Coalition supports the proposed baseline agreement amendment, and supports
allocation of these funds at the January 2015 CTC meeting.

Should you have any questions or comments, please contact Kenneth Kao of my staff at
(510) 817-5768 or kkao@mtc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Anne Richman
Director, Programming and Allocations

cc: Northern California Coalition agencies
Stephen Maller, CTC
Dawn Cheser, Caltrans HQ

AR:KK

JAPROJECTV undingInfasiructun: Bondd Bopd\TCIF - Trade Coridors\Applicstions\ Amendmenis\Sanborn 101 - Jun 14\Coalition Sanbom Amend Jeiter H114-11-£9 doc
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 51
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.lC.(5b)

Action Item
rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Katie Benouar, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Transportation Planning

subject: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECT BASELINE AGREEMENT
AMENDMENT RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1415-08, AMENDING RESOLUTION
TCIF-P-1314-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF)
Project Baseline Agreement for Project 15, San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation Program (PPNO
TC15) in Los Angeles County. The Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this
amendment and the requested changes.

ISSUE:

The Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority (ACE) proposes to amend the TCIF Project
Baseline Agreement for Project 15, San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation Program (San Gabriel
Program) to identify the six grade separation projects, which are being used to provide the required
match for the TCIF funds, update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan for the entire
program of projects.

ACE is requesting removal of the Fullerton Road and Hamilton Boulevard Projects. The
Commission has programmed Highway Rail Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) funds to the
Fullerton Road project at their October 8, 2014 meeting. The Hamilton Boulevard project has been
re-scoped as crossing safety improvements at the request of the host jurisdiction, the City of
Pomona.

BACKGROUND:

The San Gabriel Program was adopted into the Proposition 1B TCIF Program by the Commission on
April 10, 2008. The Baseline Agreement was executed between ACE, the Department, and the
Commission, and approved on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B. An
amendment to the Baseline Agreement was approved on June 23, 2011, under Resolution
TCIF-P-1011-29, to split the project into two phases and update the schedule and cost. Allocations
for Phases | and Il were approved on October 26, 2011, under Resolution TCIF-A-1112-05. In
addition, a Project Baseline Agreement Amendment was approved June 27, 2012, under Resolution

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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TCIF-P-1112-45, to identify six grade separation projects, which are required match for the TCIF
funds, update the project delivery schedule, move a portion of Phase 1 work to Phase 2, and update
the cost for the entire program of projects. Subsequently, a Project Baseline Agreement Amendment
was approved August 6, 2013, under Resolution TCIF-P-1314-01, to identify eight grade separation
projects that were required match for the TCIF funds; and to update the project delivery schedule,
cost, and funding plan for the entire program of projects.

The San Gabriel Program consists of multiple grade separation projects where major urban arterials
cross freight mainlines in eastern Los Angeles County. The scope includes the 2.2 mile San Gabriel
Trench project, and a series of grade separation projects within the San Gabriel Program. The
completed project will increase efficiency, reliability, and throughput on the Union Pacific Railroad
(UPRR) Alhambra Subdivision mainline east-west corridor to accommodate the existing freight train
traffic, as well as projected increases in train traffic. It will also reduce roadway traffic delays,
enhance traffic safety, and reduce air and noise pollution in the local area.

Identification of Match Projects

The San Gabriel Program consists of Phase | and 11 of the San Gabriel Trench project along with six
additional non-TCIF funded grade separation projects that are contributing to the required 1:1 match
for the TCIF funds. This amendment will identify the six grade separation projects, along with their
delivery schedules and funding plans.

The following table provides a summary of the amount each project is contributing for match:

Grade Separation Program of Projects Non-State Match
San Gabriel Trench — Phases 1 & 2 $68,980,000
Brea Canyon Road $38,922,000
Durfee Avenue $78,381,000
Ramona Boulevard $14,965,000
Reservoir Street $12,480,000
Sunset Avenue $35,208,000
Temple Avenue $45,177,000
Fullerton-Road $99,052,000
TOTAL $294,113,000

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Delivery Schedules and Funding Plans

The following tables summarize the delivery schedules and funding plans for Phase I and 11, and
the six grade separation projects which are contributing to the match funds:

Milestone | Phase | Phase 1| o it | N | B | st | Avemse | Avenus
Begin Environmental Jul-03 Jul-03 Aug-01 Oct-12 Jan-01 Feb-00 May-01 Oct-00
End Environmental Nov-10 Nov-10 Aug-01 Jan-14 Dec-02 Feb-01 Jul-01 Mar-01
Begin Design Jun-09 Jun-09 Mar-02 Oct-12 Mar-01 Dec-00 May-02 Jul-01
End Design Feb-12 Feb-12 Sep-04 Sep-14 Dec-04 May-03 Jan-05 Sep-03
Begin Right of Way Dec-10 Dec-10 Sep-02 Feb-14 Mar-07 Mar-03 Oct-02 Dec-04
End Right of Way Jun-11 Jun-11 Jan-06 Oct-15 Feb-11 Jul-04 Dec-05 Jan-09
Begin Construction Aug-11 Aug-12 Jul-06 Jan-16 Dec-04 Jun-04 Nov-06 Nov-08
End Construction Sep-17 Sep-17 Aug-08 May-18 Apr-08 Jul-08 Dec-10 Mar-10
Begin Closeout Oct-17 Oct-17 Jan-10 May-18 Apr-09 Oct-10 Feb-12 May-10
End Closeout Oct-18 Oct-18 Aug-10 Nov-18 May-10 Sep-11 Jun-12 Dec-14

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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( DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS )

FUND SOURCE TOTAL Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase
prior | 1314 | 1415 | 1516 [ 1617 | 1718 | pAgED | Ps&E RIW CONST

State Bond - Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF)
Current Approved 267,938 267,938 267,938
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 267,938 267,938 267,938
Existing Federal Appropriations
Current Approved 60,930 52,704 8,226 0 20,898 16,020 24,012
Change 0 0 -8,226 8,226 0 0 0
Proposed 60,930 52,704 0 8,226 20,898 16,020 24,012
MTA Committed Funds
Current Approved 167,530 114,857 40,885 10,000 1,788 10,805 70,875 85,850
Change -40,721 -5,699 | -23,234 | -10,000 -1,788 -3,199 -37,522 0
Proposed 126,809 109,158 17,651 0 0 7,606 33,353 85,850
PUC Section 190
Current Approved 5,000 5,000 5,000
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 5,000 5,000 5,000
Railroad Contribution
Current Approved 10,498 10,498 10,498
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 10,498 10,498 10,498
Measure R
Current Approved 218,109 42,000 28,551 35,981 31,864 50,033 29,680 28,125 88,271 101,713
Change -135,237 0| -285551 | -35,981 -21,864 | -32,033 -16,808 -12,419 -61,977 -60,841
Proposed 82,872 42,000 0 0 10,000 18,000 12,872 15,706 26,294 40,872
Cities
Current Approved 2,185 2,185 0 2,185 0
Change 2,925 0 2,925 1,000 1,925
Proposed 5,110 2,185 2,925 3,185 1,925
Other - Property Sale
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 2,894 2,894 2,894
Proposed 2,894 2,894 2,894
TOTAL
Current Approved 732,190 495,182 77,662 45,981 33,652 50,033 29,680 59,828 177,351 495,011
Change -170,139 -5,699 | -57,086 | -34,861 -23,652 | -32,033 -16,808 -15,618 -95,605 -58,916
Proposed 562,051 489,483 20,576 11,120 10,000 18,000 12,872 44,210 81,746 436,095

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

FUND SOURCE

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

TOTAL

Prior | 1011 | 1112 | 1213 | 1304

PAZED | Ps&E | RW | CONST

State Bond - Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF)

Current Approved \ 4,000 | | | 4,000 | | 0| 4,000
TOTAL
Current Approved | 4,000 | | | 4,000 | | 0| 4000

San Gabriel Trench Project — Phase 1l

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase
FUND SOURCE TOTAL -
prior | 1011 | 1112 | 12113 | 1314 | PARED | PS&E | Rw | CONST
State Bond - Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF)
Current Approved 263,938 263,938 263,938
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 263,938 263,938 263,938
Existing Federal Appropriations
Current Approved 14,414 12,105 466 1,343 500 13,914 500
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed 14,414 12,105 466 1,343 500 13,914 500
MTA Committed Funds
Current Approved 9,955 9,955 4,400 5,555
Change -2,499 -2,499 1 -2,500
Proposed 7,456 7,456 4,401 3,055
Measure R
Current Approved 42,000 42,000 15,144 26,856
Change 0 0 562 -562
Proposed 42,000 42,000 15,706 26,294
Cities
Current Approved 2,185 2,185 0 2,185 0
Change 2,925 0 2,925 1,000 1,925
Proposed 5,110 2,185 2,925 3,185 1,925
TOTAL
Current Approved 332,492 66,245 466 265,281 500 0 33,458 35,096 263,938
Change 426 -2,499 0 0 0| 2925 563 -2,062 1,925
Proposed 332,918 63,746 466 265,281 500 2,925 34,021 33,034 265,863

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system

to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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2015

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

FUND SOURCE

TOTAL

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

prior | 1011 | 112 | 1213 | 1314 | PARED | PS&E | R/MW | CONST
Existing Federal Appropriations — SAFETEA-LU
Current Approved | 5521 | 4,998 | 523 | | | | | 5521 |
MTA Committed Funds
Current Approved | 26,397 | 26,397 | | | | | 538 | 4,187 | 21672
PUC Section 190
Current Approved | 5000[ 5000 | | | | | | | 5,000
Railroad Contribution
Current Approved | 2004 | 2004 | | | | | | | 2,004
Total
Current Approved | 38922 | 38399 | 523 | | | | 538 | 9,708 | 28,676
Durfee Avenue Grade Separation

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS )
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase

FUND SOURCE | TOTAL 570 | 13114 | 14115 | 15116 | 16/17 | 1718 | PARED | PS&E | R/W | CONST
Existing Federal Appropriations
Current Approved 15,210 | 6,984 8,226 0 6,984 8,226
Change 0 0 -8,226 8,226 0 0
Proposed 15,210 | 6,984 0 8,226 6,984 8,226
MTA Committed Funds
Current Approved 31,790 | 1,754 [ 30,036 1,754 30,036
Change -12,385 0| -12,385 0 -12,385
Proposed 19,405 | 1,754 17,651 1,754 17,651
Measure R
Current Approved 26,568 4,000 | 12,000 [ 10,568 26,568
Change 14,304 6,000 6,000 2,304 14,304
Proposed 40,872 10,000 [ 18,000 | 12,872 40,872
Other — Property Sale
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 2,894 2,894 2,894
Proposed 2,894 2,894 2,894
TOTAL
Current Approved 73,568 | 8,738 38,262 0 4,000 | 12,000 [ 10,568 8,738 38,262 26,568
Change 4,813 0| -20,611 | 11,120 6,000 6,000 2,304 0 -9,491 14,304
Proposed 78,381 | 8,738 | 17,651 | 11,120 | 10,000 | 18,000 | 12,872 8,738 28,771 40,872

Ramona Boulevard Grade Separation

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

FUND SOURCE

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

TOTAL

Prior |

10/11

| w12 | 12113 |

13/14

PARED | PS&E | R/MW [ CONST

Existing Federal Appropriations — TEA-21 / STP

Current Approved | 8,680 | 8,289 | 391 | | | | | | 8,680
MTA Committed Funds

Current Approved | 5303 [ 5,303 | | | | | 34| 2959 ] 2310
Railroad Contribution

Current Approved | 982 | 882 | 100 | | | | | | 982
TOTAL

Current Approved | 14,965 | 14,474 | 491 | | | | 34| 2959 | 11972

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase
FUNDSOURCE | TOTAL ™ ors ™ T 1on1 | 112 | 1213 | 13014 | PAGED | PS&E | RW | CONST
MTA Committed Funds
Current Approved | 11,127 | 11,109 | 18 | | | | | | 1125] 10002
Railroad Contribution
Current Approved | 1,353 | 1,353 ‘ ‘ | | | | | | 1,353
TOTAL
Current Approved | 12480 | 12,462 | 18 | | | | | | 1125] 11385

Sunset Avenue Grade Separation

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

FUND SOURCE TOTAL

Prior |

10/11

| 112 | 1213 | 1314

PAGED | PS&E | R/MW [ CONST

Existing Federal Appropriations — TEA-21/SAFETEA-LU

Current Approved | 1773 | 1773 | 0| 0| | | | | 1773 |

MTA Committed Funds

Current Approved | 33435 | 33,366 | 0| 0| 69 | | | 339 | 1453] 31643
TOTAL

Current Approved | 35208 | 35,139 | 0| 0] 69 | | | 339| 3226 | 31643

Temple Avenue Train Diversion

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

FUNDSOURCE | TOTAL ™ prs T 1on1 | 1112 | 1213 | 13014 | PAGED | PS&E | RW | CONST
Existing Federal Appropriations
Current Approved | 15332 | 15,332 | | 0| | | | | | 15332
MTA Committed Funds
Current Approved | 23,686 | 23,443 | 0| | 243 | | | s40| 2923] 20223
Railroad Contribution
Current Approved | 6159 | 6,159 | | 0| 0| | | | | 6159
TOTAL
Current Approved | 45177 | 44,934 | 0| 0| 243 | | | 540 | 2923 41714

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1415-08

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade Corridors
Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 15, San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation Program
(PPNO TC15), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Attachement
Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tef
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

December 19, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Mr. Boutros:

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and is in agreement with
the TCIF programming amendment requested by our partner agency. It is our
understanding that the Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority (ACE) is
requesting a baseline agreement amendment for the San Gabriel Valley Grade
Separation Project to update the project scope to remove the Fullerton Road project
as a non-State match project following the project being awarded Prop. 1B Highway
Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) funds. Additionally, the baseline
agreement amendment will remove the Hamilton Boulevard project because the
project has been re-scoped as crossing safety improvement at the request of the host
jurisdiction, the City of Pomona.

Please see the attached letter detailing the programming request. We understand
they intend to submit a formal request for consideration by the CTC in January 2015.
Please direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-
2887.

We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,

Al

Wil Ridder
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA go0o12-2952 metro.net

Metro

December 19, 2014

Mr. Andre Boutros

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Mr. Boutros:

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and is in agreement with
the TCIF programming amendment requested by our partner agency. It is our
understanding that the Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority (ACE) is
requesting a baseline agreement amendment for the San Gabriel Valley Grade
Separation Project to update the project scope to remove the Fullerton Road project
as a non-State match project following the project being awarded Prop. 1B Highway
Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) funds. Additionally, the baseline
agreement amendment will remove the Hamilton Boulevard project because the
project has been re-scoped as crossing safety improvement at the request of the host
jurisdiction, the City of Pomona.

Please see the attached letter detailing the programming request. We understand
they intend to submit a formal request for consideration by the CTC in January 2015.
Please direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-
2887.

We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,

Wil Ridder
Deputy Executive Officer

RECD BY CTC

cc: Southern California Consensus Group > DEC 29 201
Stephen Maller




Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority

4900 Rivergrade Rd. Ste. A120 Irwindale, CA 91706 (626) 962-9292 fax (626) 962-3552 www.theaceproject.org

December 18, 2014

Mr. Wil Ridder

Deputy Executive Officer

Strategic Financial Planning and Programming
Los Angeles County Metro

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop: 99-23-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Dear Wil;

The Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority (ACE) respectfully requests
Southern California Consensus Group concurrence in a request to be considered by the
California Transportation Commission (CTC) at their January 22, 2015 meeting for an
amendment to the baseline agreement for the San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation
Project (TCIF Project No. 15).

ACE is requesting CTC approval of the removal of the Fullerton Road project as a non-
State match project (shown in lined-out text in the chart below) as required by the CTC
following the programming of Prop 1B Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account
(HRCSA) funds to the project. We are also requesting the removal of the Hamilton
Boulevard project because the project has been re-scoped as crossing safety
improvements at the request of the host jurisdiction, the City of Pomona.

With these revisions, the TCIF programmed for the San Gabriel Valley Grade
Separation Project is $267,938,000 and the total non-State match as outlined in the
chart below is $294,113,000.

Grade Separation Project Non-State Match
Brea Canyon Road $38,922,000
Ramona Boulevard $14,965,000
Reservoir Street $12,480,000
San Gabriel Trench $68,980,000
Sunset Avenue $35,208,000
Temple Avenue $45,177,000
Eulleson Road $99-062,000
Durfee Avenue $78,381,000
TOTAL $294,113,000




Request for baseline amendment support

San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation Project
December 18, 2014 '
Page 2 of 2

Any questions or requests for additional information concerning this request may be
directed to me at (626) 962-9292 ext. 114 or phubler@theaceproject.org.

Thank you for your assistance with this baseline amendment support letter request.

Sincerely,

KOK fherr

Paul Hubler



State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 52

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5a.

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR MINOR PROJECTS
RESOLUTION FP-14-27

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission allocate $3,462,000 for five State Highway Operation and Protection
Program (SHOPP) Minor projects.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes five SHOPP projects for $3,462,000. The Department is ready to
proceed with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $3,462,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2014, Budget Act Items
2660-302-0042 and 2660-302-0890 for five 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

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation Amount Budget Year
County EA Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project ID Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Program Program Code Fund Type
2.5a. Minor Projects Resolution FP-14-27
1
$1,000,000 Near Alturas from 0.2 mile west of Mill street to 0.1 mile 299714 2014-15
east of Oak Street. Outcome/Outputs: Pave shoulders, 0212000022 302-0042 $20,000
Modoc install concrete valley gutters and enhance drainage SHOPP SHA
02-Mod-299 systems to improve safety for motorists and pedestrians. 302-0890 $980,000
39.3/40.5 FTF
(Combined with a STIP project, EA 02-299714, PPNO 20.20.201.310
3368)
(Project will be funded from the district Minor Program
savings)
2
$999,000 Near Sierravillle from 0.5 mile to 1.4 miles north of Lemon 4E5404 2014-15
Canyon Road. Qutcome/Outputs: Remove and replace 0300000709 302-0042 $999,000
Sierra 10 drainage systems, grind out and repair failed pavement SHOPP SHA
03-Sie-49 areas, overlay highway with asphalt concrete, and install 20.20.201.151
48.3/49.2 permanent signing and striping.
(This is a substitute project for EA 03-4F1604)
3
$627,000 In the City of Fresno at Olive Avenue Interchange. 0L2704 2014-15
Outcome/Outputs: Install traffic signalization, construct 0600000299 302-0042 $627,000
Fresno raised island, widen existing southbound off-ramp, install SHOPP SHA
06-Fre-99 ramp metering and construct new curb ramps. 20.20.201.310
234
(This is a substitute project for EA 06-0R0604)
4
$336,000 Near the City of Los Angeles at Routes 5/60 Separation. 3P7204 2014-15
Outcomes/Outputs: Replace segment of existing lane and 0712000426 302-0042 $336,000
Los Angeles structure approach slabs and perform crack treatment on SHOPP SHA
07-LA-60 the asphalt concrete gore area. 20.20.201.121
0.5
(Project will be funded from the district Minor Program
savings)
5
$500,000 In the City of Los Angeles at the Ventura Freeway off- 4T610 2014-15
ramp and Sepulveda Boulevard. Outcomes/Outputs: 0712000200 302-0042 $500,000
Los Angeles Install new traffic signals, advance warning systems and SHOPP SHA
07-LA-101 pavement markings, and relocate existing pole to improve 20.20.201.310
16.7 pedestrian accessibility.

(This is a substitute project for EA 07-4T7104)

Page 1 of 1




To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 53

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.5b.(1)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR SHOPP PROJECTS
RESOLUTION FP-14-28

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission allocate $67,859,000 for 12 projects programmed in the 2014 State
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) and $44,702,000 for five additional projects
amended into the SHOPP by Department action.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes 17 SHOPP projects totaling $112,561,000. The Department is ready
to proceed with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $112,561,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Items
2660-302-0042 and 2660-302-0890, for 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

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

eliminate frequency and duration of worker exposure to
traffic and increase public safety.

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $125,000 $120,660
PS&E $160,000 $208,786
R/W Sup $ 4,000 $0

(Construction Support: $2,440,000)

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
1
$296,000 Near Dinsmore, at 1.2 miles west of Humboldt-Trinity 01-2335 2013-14
County line. Qutcome/Output: Construct anchored wire SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $6,000
Humboldt mesh/soil nail system and repair roadway damaged by $1,600,000 SHA
01-Hum-36 heavy rainfall. 0112000121 302-0890 $290,000
44.4 4 FTF
Preliminary 0B3704 20.20.201.131
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $159,000 $ 52,123
PS&E $477,000 $407,515
R/W Sup $ 80,000 $0
(Construction Support: $202,000)
2
$162,000 Near Willow Creek, 1 mile east of Pipeline Overcrossing. 01-2336 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Repair slide and de-water slope above SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $3,000
Humboldt the roadway damaged by heavy rainfall. $1,600,000 SHA
01-Hum-96 0112000122 302-0890 $159,000
4.1 Preliminary 4 FTF
Engineering Programmed Expended 0B3804 20.20.201.131
PA&ED $159,000 $ 38,505
PS&E $477,000 $174,267
R/W Sup $ 70,000 $ 5,202
(Construction Support: $122,000)
3
5,900,000 Near Yreka, at Hilt Road Overcrossing No. 02-0130. 02-3455 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Replace bridge to maintain structural SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $118,000
Siskiyou integrity, the risk to lives and properties and to comply with $5,800,000 SHA
02-Sis-5 the Bridge Inspection Report recommendation. 0200020157 302-0890 $5,782,000
68.3 4 FTF
Preliminary 3E7304 20.20.201.110
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $ 900,000 $482,724
PS&E $1,000,000 $417,019
R/W Sup $ 90,000 $0
(Construction Support: $1,200,000)
4
$1,943,000 In and near Sacramento on Routes 5 and 99, from 0.6 03-6705 2013-14
mile south of Lambert Road Undercrossing to Elverta SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $39,000
Sacramento Road at various locations. Qutcome/Output: Place $2,440,000 SHA
03-Sac-5 asphalt composite treatment under metal beam guardrail, 0312000098 302-0890 $1,904,000
Var. install gore paving, and place wood mulch in interchange 4 FTF
areas at various locations to minimize weed growth and 3F1804 20.20.201.235

Page 1 of 5




CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

outfall pipe.

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0

PS&E $3,500,000  $2,984,595
R/W Sup $ 30,000 $0

(Construction Support: $2,500,000)

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
5
$10,241,000 Near Isleton, at Three Mile Slough Bridge #24-121. 03-7284 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Paint bridge to maintain and preserve SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $205,000
Sacramento bridge and prevent further deterioration on the bridge steel $10,245,000 SHA
03-Sac-160 structural members. 0312000219 302-0890 $10,036,000
L7.0 4 FTF
Preliminary 3F3404 20.20.201.119
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $200,000 $195,292
PS&E $510,000 $553,059
R/W Sup $ 10,000 $ 9,423
(Construction Support: $1,200,000)
6
$513,000 Near Wheatland, at Dry Creek Bridge #16-2. 03-9730 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Install Rock Slope Protection (RSP) SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $10,000
Yuba beneath the structure and provide an incised channel for $430,000 SHA
03-Yub-65 migration of salmonoids and a wildlife crossing and to 0300000076 302-0890 $503,000
2.2 maintain structural integrity, the risk to lives and 4 FTF
properties. OF2704 20.20.201.111
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $261,000 $195,292
PS&E $504,000 $553,059
R/W Sup $ 95,000 $ 9,423
(Construction Support: $283,000)
7
$270,000 Near Napa, at Capell Creek Bridge #21-0009. 04-0348J 2013-14
Outcome/Output: Plant trees and shrubs within the SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $5,000
Napa project limits as required mitigation measure to $440,000 SHA
04-Nap-121 address visual impacts resulting from the removal of 0412000644 302-0890 $265,000
20.2/20.4 mature vegetation during the roadway/bridge 4 FTF
construction. 2A11A4 20.20.201.111
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $150,000 $318,042
R/W Sup $ 20,000 $0
(Construction Support: $250,000)
8
$6,010,000 In San Francisco, from Richardson Avenue to the Golden 04-0619K 2013-14
Gate Bridge Plaza. Outcome/Output: Replace existing 42- SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $120,000
San Francisco inch High Density Poly-Ethylene (HPDE) pipe with 54-inch $5,470,000 SHA
04-SF-101 HPDE pipe and modify top section of the existing 24-inch 0400020923 302-0890 $5,890,000
9.0 manhole with a larger 36-inch manhole to improve 4 FTF
accessibility and minimize future maintenance of the 1637N4 20.20.201.110
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January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-14-28
9
$10,980,000 In and near Goleta, from Maria Ygnacio Creek Bridge to 05-2333 2013-14
north of Cathedral Oaks Overcrossing. OQutcome/Output: SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $220,000
Santa Barbara Repair localized pavement failures, replace concrete dikes $12,208,000 SHA
05-SB-101 and metal beam guardrails, and overlay existing pavement 0512000012 302-0890 $10,760,000
21.0/27.1 with 0.20-foot layer of rubberized hot mix asphalt concrete 4 FTF
to improve ride quality and extend pavement service life 1A7204 20.20.201.121
along 24.8 highway lane miles.
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $193,000 $43,619
PS&E $990,000 $1,416,636
R/W Sup $11,000 $0
(Construction Support: $1,447,000)
10
$19,382,000 In the city of Los Angeles, at Elysian Viaduct Bridge No. 07-4580 2013-14
53-1424. Qutcome/Output: Rehabilitate bridge by SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $388,000
Los Angeles removing rust, cleaning and painting to maintain the $20,755,000 SHA
07-LA-5 bridge load capacity. 0700021166 302-0890 $18,994,000
20.3 4 FTF
Preliminary 1W2404 20.20.201.110
Endgineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $50,000 $0
PS&E $1,000,000 $423,452
R/W Sup $200,000 $0
(Construction Support: $1,000,000)
11
$7,850,000 In Alpine County, from the Amador County line to Red 10-0308 2013-14
Lake. Outcome/Output: Cold plane 0.2-foot of existing SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $157,000
Alpine pavement, dig out and repair localized failed areas, pave $7,123,000 SHA
10-Alp-88 with hot mix asphalt concrete and overlay with rubberized 1012000019 302-0890 $7,693,000
0.0/7.5 hot mix asphalt in order to extend pavement surface life 4 FTF
and improve ride quality along 18 highway lane miles. 0W6104 20.20.201.121
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $0 $5,656
PS&E $590,000 $444,949
R/W Sup $2,000 $0
(Construction Support: $663,000)
12
$4,312,000 Near Silver Lake, from east of Kays Road to the Alpine 10-0326 2013-14
County line. Qutcome/Output: Cold plane existing SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $86,000
Amador pavement, dig out and repair localized failed areas of $3,625,000 SHA
10-Ama-88 pavement, and overlay with 0.2-foot rubberized hot mix 1012000018 302-0890 $4,226,000
66.6/71.7 asphalt concrete to improve ride quality and extend 4 FTF
pavement service life along 10.20 highway lane miles. 0W6004 20.20.201.121

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $0 $0

PS&E $404,000 $310,514
R/W Sup $0 $0

(Construction Support: $356,000)
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Preliminary

Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0

PS&E $0 $0

R/W Sup $0 $0

(Construction Support: $0)

This is a Financial Contribution Only (FCO) to County of

Riverside.

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-14-28
13
$12,000,000 In and near Junction City and Weaverville, from North 02-3584 2013-14
Fork Trinity River Bridge to 0.1 mile east of Industrial SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $240,000
Trinity Parkway. Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 39.0 lane $12,000,000 SHA
02-Tri-299 miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent 0215000046 302-0890 $11,760,000
36.9/53.5 further deterioration of the road surface, minimize the 4 FTF
costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 3E7714 20.20.201.121
service life.
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $250,000 $0
R/W Sup $100,000 $0
(Construction support: $1,400,000)
14
$6,340,000 Near South San Francisco, at Sierra Point Overhead 04-1480X 2013-14
No. 35-0130. Qutcome/Output: Spot blast clean and SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $127,000
San Mateo paint steel girders and bent caps of Sierra Point $6,400,000 SHA
04-SM-101 Overhead No. 35-0130 to preserve the structural 0413000299 302-0890 $6,213,000
23.7 integrity of the bridge. 4 FTF
3E7904 20.20.201.119
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $50 $0
PS&E $700,000 $208,248
R/W Sup $ 40,000 $4,450
(Construction support: $700,000)
15
$20,755,000 Near San Simeon, from north of Piedras Blancas 05-4928A 2013-14
Lighthouse Road to Arroyo De La Cruz Bridge. SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $415,000
San Luis Obispo  Outcome/Output: Realign approximately 2.8 highway $43,600,000 SHA
05-SLO-1 miles to a new location 475 feet inland away from eroding 0500000576 302-0890 $20,340,000
64.0/R66.9 shore line and construct three bridges to maintain 4 FTF
roadway structural integrity and improve highway safety 492804 20.20.201.150
and operation at this location.
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $3,570,000 $3,534,147
PS&E $5,819,000 $5,415,583
R/W Sup $1,341,000 $676,489
(Construction support: $6,270,000)
16
$3,000,000 In Blythe, at the Blythe agricultural inspection station, from 08-0012J 2013-14
east of S. Intake Boulevard to west of the Arizona state SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $60,000
Riverside line. Outcome/Output: Improve traffic operational $3,000,000 SHA
08-Riv-10 efficiency by eliminating the merging conflict between 0812000054 302-0890 $2,940,000
R155.1/R156.1 westbound truck lane and vehicles exiting to E. Hobson 4FCO FTF
Way. 0R2504 20.20.201.310
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

(Construction support: $300,000)

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-14-28
17
$2,607,000 In and near Snelling, from north of Oakdale Road to La 10-3061 2013-14
Grange Road. Outcome/Output: Repair localized SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $52,000
Merced pavement failures, and overlay existing pavement with $2,600,000 SHA
10-Mer-59 0.10-foot layer of asphalt concrete to improve ride quality 1014000063 302-0890 $2,555,000
23.3/33.7 and extend pavement service life along 20.8 highway lane 4 FTF
miles. 0Y9104 20.20.201.121
Preliminary
Endgineering Programmed  Expended
PA&ED $30,000 $792
PS&E $110,000 $41,522
R/W Sup $6,000 $0
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5C.(1)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION FP-14-29

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission allocate $2,369,000 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 $2,369,000. The Department is ready to proceed with these projects and is requesting an
allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $1,910,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Items
2660-301-0042 and 2660-301-0890 for construction and $459,000 for construction engineering for
two State administered STIP projects described on the attached vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability™
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January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-29
1
$1,519,000 Alturas 299 Operational Improvements. In and near 02-3368 001-0042 $6,000
Alturas, from west of Mill Street to east of Route 299/395 RIP/14-15 SHA
Department of separation. Widen shoulders, improve drainage, and install CON ENG 001-0890 $313,000
Transportation radar feedback signs to improve safety and mobility. $319,000 FTF
MCTC CONST
Modoc Final Project Development $1,200,000 2013-14
02-Mod-299 Support Estimate: $652,000 0212000022 301-0042 $24,000
39.3/40.5 Programmed Amount: $583,000 4 SHA
Adjustment: (<20%) $0 299713&4 30]|.:-_|(_)|§90 $1,176,000
Final Right of Way 20.20.075.600
Right of Way Estimate: $115,000
Programmed Amount: $132,000
Adjustment: (<20%) $0
(Concurrent contribution from SHOPP Minor Program (EA
02-29971) in the amount of $1,000,000.)
(R/W Cert Type #1, Date 11/4/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Lane miles rehabilitated: 1.5 lane miles
Shoulders (4’): 1.4 miles.
# of drainage structures: 10 total
Bike/Pedestrian improvements: 1.5 miles.
2
$850,000 SR 12 Jameson Canyon Widening - Phase 1 (Follow-up 04-0367J 001-0042 $140,000
Landscaping). Near Fairfield, On Route 12, from State RIP/14-15 SHA
Department of Route 29 junction (Napa County) to Red Top Road (Solano CON ENG
Transportation County). Construct replacement landscaping. (TCRP 157) $140,000 2013-14
MTC CONST 301-0042 $710,000
Napa, Solano Final Project Development $710,000 SHA
04-Nap, Sol-12 Support Estimate: $715,000 0412000643 20.20.075.600
3.3/R2.6 Programmed Amount: $140,000 4
Adjustment; (Debit) $575,000 2641A3&4
Final Right of Way
Right of Way Estimate: $25,000
Programmed Amount: $10,000
Adjustment: (<20%) $15,000

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-08-08; July 2008.)

(R/W Cert Type #1, Date 11/13/2014.)

Outcome/Output: Construct plant irrigation systems, plant

490 California native trees and 200 shrubs.
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 56

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5C.(2)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION FP-14-30

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission allocate $160,000 for the locally administered State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) South East Gateway (PPNO 3492) project in Lassen County, on the State Highway
System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes one locally administered STIP project on the State Highway System
totaling $160,000. The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an
allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $160,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item
2660-301-0042 for the locally administered STIP project described on the attached vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢c.(2) Locally Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-30
1
$160,000 South East Gateway Project. In the City of Susanville on 02-3492 2013-14
State Route 36 from PM 26.2 to 26.5. Construct curb RIP/14-15 301-0042 $160,000
City of Susanville gutter and sidewalk, ADA compliant ramps, widen PA&ED SHA
LCTC shoulders, safety lighting, landscaping and irrigation. $160,000 20.20.075.600
Lassen 0212000097
02-Las-36 Outcome/Output: Complete project report and 4PAED
26.2/26.5 environmental document. 4F3600
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5C.(3)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS
OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION FP-14-31

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission allocate $2,185,000 for four locally administered State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) projects, off the State Highway System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes four locally administered STIP projects off the State Highway
System totaling $2,185,000, plus $64,000 from other sources. The local agencies are ready to
proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $2,185,000 be allocated from the Budget Acts of 2013 and 2014, Budget Act Items
2660-101-0042 and 2660-101-0890 for four locally administered STIP projects described on the
attached vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CTC Financial Vote List
2.5 Highway Financial Matters

January 22, 2015

(Contributions from other sources: $64,000.)

Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian experience and
safety through lighting, sidewalks, and handicap ramps.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-31
1
$19,000 Chip Seal Various Locations - City of Alturas. In the city of 02-2508 2014-15
Alturas, various locations, repair localized asphalt RIP/14-15 101-0042 $19,000
City of Alturas concrete areas, seal cracks and place seal coat on PS&E SHA
MCTC approximately 11 lane miles of city streets. Work also $19,000 20.30.600.620
02-Modoc included rehabilitation of isolated drainage and roadside 0214000168
sign issues.
Outcome/Output: 11 lane miles of pavement
rehabilitation.
2
$51,000 Pedestrian Improvements along Alturas Central Business 02-2534 2014-15
District. In the city of Alturas, in Modoc County; Carlos RIP/14-15 101-0042 $51,000
City of Alturas Street, Modoc Street, North Street, 1st Street, 2nd Street, PS&E SHA
MCTC 34th Street and 4th Street, from Howard Street to SR 395 $41,000 20.30.600.620
02-Modoc and from SR 395 to Court Street. Improve and construct $51,000
pedestrian improvements along the Central Business RIP/15-16
District in the city of Alturas. R/W
$90,000
(PS&E increase of $10,000, to come from R/W component $80,000
programmed in fiscal year 2015-16.) 0214000144
Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian accessibility and
safety.
3
$1,650,000 Imjin Road Widening. In Marina, on Imjin Road from the 05-2572 2013-14
existing 4-lane section to Reservation Road. Widen RIP/14-15 101-0890 $1,650,000
City of Marina roadway from two to four lanes. PA&ED FTF
TAMC $1,650,000 20.30.600.621
05-Monterey Outcome/Output: This project will add capacity, and result 0515000042
in reduced congestion, improved air quality, and increased
safety.
4
$465,000 Tehachapi Boulevard Phase lll. In Tehachapi, on 09-6612 2013-14
Tehachapi Boulevard, from Snyder Avenue to Dennison RIP/14-15 101-0890 $465,000
City of Tehachapi Road. Construct sidewalk, curb ramps, pedestrian CONST FTF
Kern COG lighting, and landscaping.. $465,000 20.30.600.621
09-Kern 0914000028
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 58

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5C.(4)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED EUREKA NON-FREEWAY
ALTERNATIVE FUND PROJECT
RESOLUTION FP-14-32

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission approve the following resolution, allocating $190,000 for the Eureka Waterfront Trail
Phase A (PPNO 2069) Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Program Project in Humboldt County.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes one locally administered Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Fund
project in Humboldt County totaling $190,000. The local agency is ready to proceed with this
project and is requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $190,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2014, Budget Act Item 2660-101-0042
for one locally administered Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Fund project in Humboldt County as
described on the attached vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

(The City requests this allocation of PS&E to come from this
project’s remaining programmed Eureka Non-Freeway

Alternative Project Funds.)

(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution

E-15-03; January 2015.)

Outcome/Output: Complete Design component for the

Eureka Waterfront multi-use trail.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase ltem #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(4) Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Program Projects Resolution FP-14-32
1
$190,000 Eureka Waterfront Trail Phase A (Del Norte to Truesdale). 01-2069 2014-15
In Eureka, on Waterfront Drive from Del Norte Street to 14-15 101-0042 $190,000
City of Eureka Truesdale Street. Construct approximately 6,150 lineal feet of PS&E SHA
HCAOG Class 1 multi-use trail. $190,000 20.30.600.620
01-Humboldt 0113000103
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Tab 59
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5d.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of

Transportation Programming

ALLOCATION FOR PROJECT THAT EXCEEDS THE PROGRAMMED CONSTRUCTION
AMOUNT BY MORE THAN 20 PERCENT
RESOLUTION FP-14-34

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $4,338,000 for one State Highway Operation and
Protection Program (SHOPP) project identified below.

ISSUE:

Additional funds are needed for one programmed project in order to advertise the construction contract.

RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $4,338,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item 2660-302-0042
and 2660-302-0890 to provide additional funds for the project identified below.

% Increase

Original Current Above Current

Programmed Programmed Program Revised Programmed
Project  Dist-Co-Rte Amount Amount Adjustment Allocation Amount
1 05-Mon-1  $3,114,000  $3,114,000 $1,224,000 $4,338,000 39.3%

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No: 2.5d.
January 22, 2015

Page 2 of 4
PPNO
Project # Program/year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budge Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5d. Allocation for Project that Exceeds the Programmed Construction Amount Resolution FP-14-34
by more than 20 Percent
1
$4,338,000 Near Lucia, from 0.1 mile south of Big Creek Bridge to 2.8 05-2574 2013-14
miles south of Dolan Creek Bridge. Outcome/Output: SHOPP/14-15 302-0042 $87,000
Monterey Construct a 2-lane wide side-hill viaduct to restore eroded $3,114,000 SHA
05-Mon-1 southbound lane and re-open the roadway to full vehicle 0514000072 302-0890 $4,251,000
1F890 20.20.201.131
Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $500,000 $ 426,741
PS&E $500,000 $354,186

R/W Sup $ 100,000 $12,438

(Construction Support: $1,000,000)

RECOMMENDATION:

The Department recommends that this request for $4,338,000 be approved to allow this project

to be advertised.

dhdargan Hill
. Gilro . .
Santa Cruz LNy Project Location
Watsonville
i=3
Salinas
[=
Monterey 100
=
|
L 100
Loz Bafres

Monterey

County Pasg Robles

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”




CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No: 2.5d.
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 3 of 4

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

This project is located in Monterey County north of the town of Lucia on Route 1, from 0.1 mile south
of Big Creek Bridge to 2.8 miles south of Dolan Creek Bridge. This stretch of Route 1, commonly
referred to as the “Big Sur Coast” is vulnerable to damage caused by ocean wave run-up, underground
springs, and slides activated by precipitation.

The section of highway has experienced damage dating back to the “El Nino” storms of 1982.
Through the years high rainfall and wave action have continued to erode the embankment. The
continuing erosion has resulted in cracks in the pavement and has also created an active spring at the
base of the embankment.

In late November 2013, a portion of the southbound lane collapsed due to erosion necessitated a
closure. One-way reversible traffic control, concrete barrier railing, and rock nets on the slopes were
installed through an emergency contract. The emergency contract was allocated $350,000 on
December 17, 2013, and a supplemental of $235,000 to increase the rock netting coverage area was
allocated on March 24, 2014. The two allocations were reported at the March and May 2014
Commission meetings respectively.

A follow-up permanent restoration project to fully stabilize and restore the highway to its’ pre-
damaged condition was programmed in the SHOPP on April 8, 2014. The scope of work initially
programmed included constructing both a 175-foot long, two-lane wide side-hill and a retaining wall
on a spread footing and a roadway with four-foot shoulders to accommodate bicycle travel. To
quickly restore the site to pre-damage conditions and minimize the inconvenience to the travelling
public, the Department accelerated the environmental studies, engineering, permitting and delivery of
this permanent restoration project.

FUNDING STATUS:

This permanent restoration project is programmed in the 2014 SHOPP in Fiscal Year 2014-15 for
$3,114,000 in construction capital funding.

-REASONS FOR COST INCREASE:

Several unanticipated but necessary features were added to ensure constructability of the project.

e Soldier Pile Retaining Wall: Initially, a retaining wall on a spread concrete footing was included
in the project scope. However, as the engineering and geotechnical studies progressed, the
Department determined a retaining wall on a pile foundation was necessary. This change was
made both as a result of detailed geotechnical studies and to improve access to the existing rock
netting on the slope by maintenance forces. In addition, the estimate contained in the Project
Initiation Document and Project Report significantly underestimated the cost of the retaining wall
because a retaining wall on a pile foundation is more costly than one on a spread concrete footing.
Cost: $500,000.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No: 2.5d.
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 22, 2015
Page 4 of 4

e Coastal Development Permit project requirements: This additional cost includes addition of a
wood bench, large boulders, placing utilities underground, and special staining on metal surfaces.
These were all intended to enhance the public safety and the viewing experience of the coast and
were unexpected additions to the project. Cost: $50,000.

e Construct Items unit price increases: The cost of many of the structure items included in this
project for the construction of the viaduct such as structure excavation, structural concrete, bar
reinforcing steel, and concrete piling, have been trending upward since the time the project was
programmed, as indicated by recent bid results on other projects. A similar project located just
south of this project, where bids were opened in November 2014, came in with a low bid that was
15 percent over the Engineer's estimate. Cost: $476,000.

e Increase project contingency: Given both the complex nature of the project and the rugged
location above the Pacific Ocean, the Department decided to raise the contingency from 5 percent
to 10 percent. Cost: $198,000.

The increases above total $1,224,000 over the currently programmed amount of $3,114,000. The
Department Engineer’s estimate has been revised to reflect these conditions and actual present day bid
information.

FUNDING OPTIONS:

OPTION A: Approve this request as presented above, for $4,338,000 to allow this project to be
advertised and awarded.

OPTION B: Deny this request and direct the Department to revise the project to remain
within the allocated amount. The Department has considered this option and
determined that reducing the scope of work on this project and executing
another project to complete the deleted work later would result in greater cost
and more disruption to the traveling public.

RECOMMENDED OPTION:

The Department recommends that this request for $4,338,000, as presented in Option A above, be
approved to allow this project to be advertised and awarded.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Tab 60
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5¢.(5a)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B TRADE
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1415-04

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $1,700,000 for the locally administered
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 105 — Sanborn Rd/US-101
Interchange Improvements & Elvee Drive Extension (PPNO TC105) project in Monterey County,
off the State Highway System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF project off the State
Highway System totaling $1,700,000, plus $2,621,810 from other sources. The local agency is
ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time. Allocation is
contingent upon approval of a budget revision by the Department of Finance.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $1,700,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2014, Budget Act Item
2660-104-6056 for one locally administered Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund
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 Trade Corridor Improvement Fund.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered TCIF Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1415-04

off the State Highway System
1
$1,700,000 Sanborn Rd/US-101 Interchange Improvements & 05-TC105 2014-15
Elvee Drive Extension. In Salinas at the Sanborn Road / TCIF/14-15 104-6056 $1,700,000
City of Salinas US101 Interchange. Interchange improvements and Elvee CONST TCIF
TAMC Drive extension: 1. Extend the raised median of Sanborn $1,700,000 20.30.210.300
05-Monterey Road to Preclude left turns at Elvee Drive. 2. Improve the 0515000036

right-turn lane on Westbound Sanborn Road to Work
Street. 3. Extend Elvee Drive to Work Street and construct
a new bridge at existing Reclamation Ditch Crossing. 4.
Signalize the Sanborn Road Northbound loop off-
ramp/Fairview Drive Avenue intersection. 5. Construct a
ramp meter on the Northbound US 101 on-ramp. 6. Widen
Elvee Drive and reconstruct and rehabilitate its existing
pavement.

(TCIF Project 105)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-14-28; May 2014.)

(Contributions from other sources: $2,621,810.)

Outcome/Output: Install new traffic signal, one new ramp
meter, 1,850 linear feet of roadway reconstruction and
widening, 900 linear feet of new 44 foot wide roadway; a
49 foot free span concrete bridge; new lights, sidewalks,
striping, and signaling and 1100 linear feet of new slurry
seal on existing Fairway and Sanborn Road area.

ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL OF
A BUDGET REVISION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF
FINANCE.
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 61

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.59.(5b)

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED MULTI-FUNDED TCIF/BIP
PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1415-05
RESOLUTION FP-14-35

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $22,657,000 for the State administered multi-
funded Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvements Fund (TCIF) Project 104/ State administered
Border Infrastructure Program (BIP) — SR-905/SR-125 Northbound Connectors (PPNO 1101)
project in San Diego County, on the State Highway System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes one State administered Proposition 1B TCIF/BIP project on the State
Highway System totaling $22,657,000. The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is
requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $18,684,000 be allocated from the Budget Acts of 2013 and 2014, Budget Act Items
2660-304-6056, 2660-301-0890 for construction and $3,973,000 for construction engineering for the
State administered Proposition 1B TCIF/BIP 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 Trade Corridor Improvement Fund.

Attachment
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5b) Proposition 1B — State Administered Multi-Funded Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1415-05
on the State Highway System Resolution FP-14-35
1
$22,657,000 SR-905/SR-125 Northbound Connectors. In and near 11-1101 004-6056 $3,511,000
San Diego at Route 11/125/905 separation. Construct SR TCIF/14-15 TCIF
Department of 905/SR 125 Northbound Connectors. (TCIF # 104) CON ENG 2014-15
Transportation $3,511,000
SANDAG (Future Consideration of Funding approved under CONST 304-6056 $16,510,000
San Diego Resolution E-04-27; September 2004.) $16,510,000 TCIF
11-SD-905, 125, 11 20.20.723.000
9.6/11.4,0.1/1.7, Outcome/Output: Construction of three connector ramps. BIP/14-15
0.4/1.6 CON ENG 001-0890 $462,000
$462,000 FTF
CONST 2013-14
$2,174,000
1113000167 301-0890 $2,174,000
4 FTF
28813&4 20.20.400.300
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 62

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5¢.(5d)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B TRADE
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND RAIL PROJECT
RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1415-07

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $2,841,000 for the locally administered
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 102 — TraPac Terminal
Automation — Automated Shuttle Carrier Maintenance & Repair (M&R) Facility (PPNO TC102)
project, in Los Angeles County.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF Rail project totaling
$2,841,000, plus $2,841,000 from other sources. The Department is ready to proceed with this
project and is requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $2,841,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Item
2660-304-6056 for the locally administered Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund Rail
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 Trade Corridor Improvement Fund.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

approximately 60 feet for maintenance of 45-foot high
automated shuttle carriers. (TCIF Project 102)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-11-41; June 2012.)

(The TCIF allocation is for $450,000 construction
engineering and $2,391,000 construction capital)

(Contributions from other sources: $2,841,000.)

Outcome/Output: The building will provide a facility for
maintenance of automated shuttle carriers, automated
operation allows for increased efficiency, and will
improve safety by controlling interaction between
manned and automated operations.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5d) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered TCIF Rail Projects Resolution TCIF-A-1415-07

1
$2,841,000 TraPac Terminal Automation — Automated Shuttle 75-TC102 2013-14
Carrier Maintenance & Repair (M&R) Facility. The TCIF/14-15 304-6056 $2,841,000

City of Los project is located, entirely within Port of Los Angeles CONST TCIF
Angeles Harbor property, at Berth 142 backland, within the TraPac $2,841,000 30.20.723.000

Department container terminal, west of Pier A Street and Water 0015000179

SCAG Street in the city of Wilmington. The project consists of a S4

75-Los Angeles 5,000 square foot building with a roof height of RAG60BA
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 63

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5W.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED ATP PROJECT
OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION FATP-1415-03

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission allocate $21,206,000 for 54 locally administered Active Transportation Program
projects, off the State Highway System.

ISSUE:
The attached vote list describes 54 locally administered ATP projects off the State Highway System
totaling $21,206,000. The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are requesting

an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $21,206,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2013, Budget Act Items
2660-108-0042 and 2660-108-0890 for the locally administered ATP projects described on the
attached vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”


ctc007
Typewritten Text
Tab 63


CTC Financial Vote List

January 22, 2015

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

(Statewide - ID 0011)

Outcome/Output: Infrastructure improvements include
3000 feet of sidewalks, intersection necking, bulb outs,
elevated crosswalks and radar speed signs. These
improvements are intended to provide a safe zone for
pedestrians, to slow vehicle speeds and to improve
comprehensive education and encouragement program
titled the Lafayette Elementary SRTS Remote Drop Off
Program (RDOP).

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
1
$60,000 Del Norte Walk and Roll to School Encouragement 01-1106 2013-14
Program. This project is a blend of education and ATP/14-15 108-0042 $60,000
Del Norte Local encouragement resulting in more students walking to CON SHA
Transportation school and most walking safely. We are providing a broad $60,000 20.30.720.100
Commission spectrum of program incentives and activities, including 0115000028
DNLTC bike safety education program and safe walking programs
01-DN with the help of local and regional partners.
(Statewide - ID 0004)
(CEQA — NOE, 09/23/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The program will result in an increase of
students “walking or rolling” to school by 15 percent,
resulting in healthier children and lifelong healthy habits.
2
$600,000 Redwood Mobility Education Program. This Non- 01-2401 2013-14
Infrastructure project will develop a Safe Route to School ATP/14-15 108-0042 $600,000
Humboldt County  (SRTS) curriculum for after school program as well as CON SHA
HCAOG implement expectation stations during the day $600,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum 0115000029
(Statewide - ID 0010)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/26/2014.)
Outcome/Output: This project will develop a SRTS after
school program and implement expectation stations during
the day at four schools within the Eureka City Schools
District. The program will encourage and engage students
in activities such as walk audits, photo voice project, route
mapping and other encouragement activities.
3
$5,000 Lafayette Elementary School Safe Routes 01-2402 2013-14
Improvement. This project proposes to construct new ATP/14-15 108-0042 $5,000
Humboldt County  sidewalk and curb ramps in the vicinity of La Fayette PA&ED SHA
HCAOG School on Park Street, John Hill Road, 17" Street, 18" $5,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum Street and Myrtle Avenue. 0115000030
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

4
$35,000 SRTS safety improvements on bike/pedestrian 01-2405 2013-14
facilities. This project is located in the South Fortuna on ATP/14-15 108-0042 $35,000
City of Fortuna Rhoner Road west of Rhonerville Road, Ross Hill Road PA&ED SHA
HCAOG between Kenmar Road and north of Boone Street, and on $35,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum Thelma Street and Wood Street between Ross Hill Road 0115000027
and Campton Heights Road. The project is a Safe Routes
to School project associated with Ambrosini School and
Toddy Thomas School. This project will construct 200 feet
of 5’ sidewalk, curb and gutter on Rhoner Street.
Construct sidewalks on Thelma Street. Road diet on Ross
Hill Road to convert the outside travelled lanes into
buffered bike lanes, along with a city wide SRTS non-
infrastructure.
(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0008)
Outcome/Output: It is anticipated that by reducing “traffic
related dangers” and educating the community, students
and school staff that the number of students walking and
biking to school will increase. The proposed infrastructure
will provide safety as well as health and wellness benefits
to users.
5
$150,000 Eureka Waterfront Trail. This project will construct 2 01-2406 2013-14
segments totaling 6.3 miles of non-motorized trail. The ATP/14-15 108-0890 $150,000
City of Eureka segments will complete gaps in the California Coastal Trail R/W FTF
HCAOG in the city of Eureka. $150,000 20.30.720.100
01-Hum 0115000026
(Small Urban & Rural — ID 007)
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-12-
31; June 2012 and Resolution E-14-12; May 2014.)
Outcome/Output: The waterfront Trail will provide
improved access to Humboldt Bay and Eureka Slough and
connectivity to regional trails. The project is intended to
encourage nature study, appreciation of the environment
and historic use of the area, increase opportunities for
active living to improve public health, increase the safety
of non-motorized transportation, improve public safety,
and recover native vegetation where possible.
6
$40,000 Biggs SRTS. Within the central portion of Biggs along the 03-1016 2013-14
main school routes on Aleut Street, Bannock Street, 2™ ATP/14-15 108-0042 $40,000
City of Biggs Street and 3 Street. Provide infrastructure improvements PA&ED SHA
BCAG including sidewalks, crosswalks and other related ADA $40,000 20.30.720.100
03-But improvements as well as a non-infrastructure awareness 0315000052

and outreach program.
(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0041)

Outcome/Output: Execute an awareness and outreach
program and construct infrastructure improvements to
provide safer and more accessible routes for walking and
biking to and from Biggs Elementary School and Biggs
High School.
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Natoma Street and construct Class 1 Bike Tralil.
(MPO - ID M012)

Outcome/Output: Connect existing trails with 1000 linear
feet of Class | bike trail and construct an undercrossing at
Natoma Street to reduce conflicts between trail users and
motorists and to provide a connection between trails. For
the trail user, these improvements will improve access to
over 60 miles of existing Class | trails that connect with
three counties (El Dorado, Placer, and Sacramento).

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

7
$50,000 Western Slope Bicycle Map. In Western El Dorado 03-1219 2013-14
County. Develop, print and make available online a ATP/14-15 108-0042 $50,000
El Dorado County comprehensive bicycle travel opportunities map for the CON SHA
Transportation western slope of El Dorado County. $50,000 20.30.720.100
Commission 0315000102
EDCTC (MPO - ID 0057)
03-ED
(CEQA — Letter: XX/XX/XXXX.)
Outcome/Output: Provide a map to the public that will
identify significant bicycle facilities on various trails, paths,
activity centers and attractions in Western El Dorado
County. Provide bicycle travel and multi-modal trip
integration information while further identifying Park and
Ride lots, schools and transit stops. Improve safety,
reduce emissions and congestion and improve the health
of residents and tourists.
8
$44,000 North Main Street Bike Route. On North Main Street 03-1523 2013-14
between the Depot Transit Center and Highway 174. ATP/14-15 108-0042 $44,000
City of Colfax Widen, repair, restripe for bike lanes. Replace existing PS&E SHA
PCTPA drain inlets, install bicycle racks, and barrier curb. $44,000 20.30.720.100
03-Pla 0315000104
(MPO - ID 0070)
(CEQA — NOE, 03/30/2006.)
Outcome/Output: Create a safer bicycle route through the
City of Colfax to the Depot Transit Center.
9
$1,692,000 El Camino Avenue Phase 2 - Street and Sidewalk 03-1682 2013-14
Improvements. On El Camino Avenue between Watt ATP/14-15 108-0890 $1,692,000
Sacramento Avenue and Verna Way. Construct sidewalks, Class I CON FTF
County Bicycle lanes, relocate utilities, drainage improvements $1,692,000 20.30.720.100
SACOG and traffic signal modifications. 0315000097
03-Sac
(MPO - ID M013)
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-
15-04; July 2015.)
Outcome/Output: Increase bicycle capacity. Improve
safety and operation for bicycles and pedestrians. Provide
access to alternative modes of travel to reduce vehicular
trips.
10
$35,000 Oak Parkway Trail Undercrossing and Johnny Cash 03-1683 2013-14
Trail Connection. Located at the northern terminus of the ATP/14-15 108-0042 $35,000
City of Folsom Oak Parkway Trail at Natoma Street extending to the PA&ED SHA
SACOG Historic Powerhouse Canal and Johnny $35,000 20.30.720.100
03-Sac Cash Trails. Provide a grade separated crossing at 0315000100
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
11
$562,000 City of Davis Safe Routes to School Program. 03-1919 2013-14
Throughout the city of Davis, including all elementary and ATP/14-15 108-0042 $562,000
City of Davis secondary schools. Safe Routes to School Program CON SHA
SACOG development and implementation. $562,000 20.30.720.100
03-Yol 0315000049
(Statewide - ID 0099)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/14/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Development of curricular materials for
teachers, SRTS toolkits for PTA use, community
partnerships with local social service and bike advocacy
organizations, creation of educational materials and
interpretation for a local museum, hiring of parental site-
coordinators at participating schools, and other
educational program components. Develop a methodical
approach to educate children and their families about how
to properly and safely navigate using this system.
12
$35,000 City of West Sacramento Citywide Bike Lane Gap 03-1921 2013-14
Closures. West Capitol Avenue, Enterprise Boulevard, ATP/14-15 108-0042 $35,000
City of West Linden Road/Redwood Avenue, Jefferson Boulevard, PA&ED SHA
Sacramento Lighthouse Drive, Reed Avenue, Gateway Drive, Lake $35,000 20.30.720.100
SACOG Washington Drive, and 15" Street. Install striping and 0315000093
03-Yol signage and related improvements to add new bicycle
lanes and close gaps in the existing network.
(MPO - ID M014)
Outcome/Output: Add approximately 10.3 miles of new
bike lanes and close existing gaps to promote active
transportation and a healthy lifestyle.
13
$27,000 City of West Sacramento Cycle Track. On West Capitol 03-1922 2013-14
Avenue between 5" Street and Garden Street. Construct ATP/14-15 108-0042 $27,000
City of West pedestrian improvements and a raised cycle track, convert PA&ED SHA
Sacramento the travel way from two-way to one-way and reconfigure $27,000 20.30.720.100
SACOG two intersections. 0315000094
03-Yol
(MPO - ID M016)
Outcome/Output: Provide pedestrian improvements and
create a raised, physically separated bike path resulting in
a safe route for bicycles and pedestrians.
14
$41,000 City of Marysville Safe Routes to School. Infrastructure 03-2012 2013-14
improvements including signing and striping, crosswalks, ATP/14-15 108-0042 $41,000
City of Marysville  and student loading zones. Non-infrastructure PA&ED SHA
SACOG improvements including education, encouragement and $41,000 20.30.720.100
03-Yub evaluation programs designed to encourage more families $0
to walk or bicycle to school. Various locations in the PS&E
vicinity of Covillaud Elementary, Kynoch Elementary and $0
McKenney Intermediate schools. $41,000
0315000047

(Statewide - ID 0109)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/24/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Provide infrastructure and non-

infrastructure improvements to encourage safe walking
and biking by students.
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(Statewide - ID 0174)

(Concurrent Consideration of funding under Resolution E-
15-06; January 2015.)

Outcome/Output: The Class 1 path will be 10 feet wide
with shoulders. Together with the fully funded Phase 1, a
14 mile long section of the Vine Trail from Yountville to
Napa Valley College will be provided, significantly
expanding the Napa County active transportation network.
The facility will link to the transit center and two existing
Park and Ride facilities adjacent to SR-29. The project is
forecast to reduce 1.87 million vehicle miles annually.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

15
$60,000 Ella Elementary SRTS. On Seventh Avenue between 03-2013 2013-14
Olivehurst Avenue and Powerline Road. Widen roadway ATP/14-15 108-0042 $60,000
Yuba County for bicycle lanes and install new sidewalk, curb and gutter, PA&ED SHA
SACOG storm drain system and raised median. $60,000 20.30.720.100
03-Yub 0315000101
(MPO - ID 0108)
Outcome/Output: Provide a safe route to Ella Elementary
School that addresses community identified concerns for
pedestrians and bicyclists.
16
$2,656,000 East Bay Greenway. The East Bay Greenway is an 04-2190A 2013-14
approximately 15-mile active transportation corridor that ATP/14-15 108-0890 $2,656,000
Alameda County  would run along the BART alignment through Oakland, PA&ED FTF
Transportation San Leandro, Hayward and the incorporated communities $2,656,000 20.30.720.100
Commission of Ashland and Cherryland, from north of the Fruitvale 0415000187
MTC BART station to the South Hayward BART station. The
04-Ala greenway will consist of primarily Class | trail facilities with
many sections constructed under the elevated BART
tracks, and will provide a high quality facility for
transportation and recreation.
(Statewide - ID 0118)
Outcome/Output: This project will fund the completion of
the Preliminary Engineering phase activities for the full 15-
mile East Bay Greenway. This project will generate wide-
ranging benefits including reduced severe injuries and
facilities, increased neighborhood security, reduced
emissions of greenhouse gases and criteria air pollutants,
household transportation cost savings from reduced
driving, healthcare cost savings from reduced chronic
health conditions related to physical inactivity, and higher
property values. The East Bay Greenway will help to
achieve the State’s GHG emission target by reducing 3.6
million Ibs of CO2e per year. In addition, it will support
implementation of Plan Bay Area by supporting build-out
of nine Priority Development areas as livable communities
within range of transportation alternatives.
17
$3,600,000 Napa Vine Trail Phase 2. Within the city and county of 04-2300A 2013-14
Napa and the Town of Yountville from California Drive in ATP/14-15 108-0890 $3,600,000
Napa County Yountville to Haven Way in the city of Napa. Construct CON FTF
Transportation Class1 bicycle/pedestrian path, including three bridges $3,600,000 20.30.720.100
Planning Agency  over drainage channels, installation of two traffic signals, 0400020976
MTC ADA improvements, tree removal and re-planting with
04-Nap native species.
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pedestrian networks.
(Statewide - ID 0294)
(CEQA - Letter: 01/05/2015.)

Outcome/Output: The Active Transportation Plan will
provide an overall vision for the future of walking and
bicycling in Fresno County. Tasks and deliverables will
include regular meetings with an Active Transportation
Plan stakeholder advisory committee, drafting a scope of
work, releasing an RFP for and selecting a consultant and
completion of a Regional Active Transportation Plan.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
18
$30,000 Radar Speed Feedback Signs and Flashing Beacons. 05-2605 2013-14
This project will install safety equipment (39 radar ATP/14-15 108-0042 $30,000
County of Santa  feedback signs, 7 rectangular rapid flashing beacons and PA&ED SHA
Cruz one overhead flashing beacon) on various public right-of- $30,000 20.30.720.100
SCCRTC way roads in Sana Cruz County near 22 schools. 0515000035
05-SCr
(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0264)
Outcome/Output: Installation of safety equipment will
result in a reduction of conflicts between vehicles,
pedestrians and bicyclists.
19
$447,000 SRTS Non-Infrastructure Education and 05-2607 2013-14
Encouragement at 10 Target Schools. Safe Routes to ATP/14-15 108-0042 $447,000
County of Santa  School education and encouragement initiative for seven CON SHA
Cruz elementary, two middle, and one high school in Santa $447,000 20.30.720.100
SCCRTC Cruz County. Deliverables include bicycle and pedestrian 0515000034
05-SCr safety education, monthly Bike and Walk to School Day
activities, daily tracking and incentive program, Open
Streets and other community outreach program, peer-to-
peer student education and encouragement, and the
distribution of bike locks and helmets.
(Statewide - ID 0265)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/01/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Purpose of this project is to increase
active transportation and improve bike/pedestrian safety
knowledge, skills and behaviors of students at the targeted
schools.
20
$150,000 Regional Active Transportation Plan. Develop an 06-6745 2013-14
Active Transportation Plan that identifies necessary ATP/14-15 108-0042 $150,000
Fresno Council of  bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure projects throughout CON SHA
Governments the County, provides guidance on programs that educate $150,000 20.30.720.100
Fresno COG and encourage residents to walk and bike and focuses on 0615000104
06-Fre ways to improve and expand upon existing bicycle and
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(MPO - ID 0289)

(CEQA — NOE, 03/08/2013.)
(NEPA — CE, 08/19/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The pedestrian facilities along this
corridor are in extreme disrepair and are non-functional
condition to convey pedestrian traffic. The City of Fowler's
Senior Center is located within the limits of the project and
these improvements provide a pedestrian link to the
downtown area. The project will provide a vital link
between the downtown urban core area and the City of
Fowlers Senior Center along with the main municipal park.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

21
$168,000 Enterprise Canal Trail/Pedestrian Overcrossing SR 06-6754 2013-14
168. Project will study future trail/pedestrian bridge ATP/14-15 108-0042 $168,000
City of Clovis improvements over State Route 168 by completing PA&ED SHA
Fresno COG CEQA/NEPA environmental documents, which will serve $168,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre as the basis for future construction improvements. Public 0615000097
education on the benefits of non—-motorized forms of
transportation will be a component of the plan. The City of
Clovis is developing a cooperative agreement with
Caltrans.
(MPO - ID M001)
Outcome/Output: The project is intended to study the
impacts of constructing a future trail/pedestrian bridge
along the Enterprise Canal and over Route 168. The
project will also fully evaluate all environmental impacts,
right-of-way needs and utility impacts of the future
construction project.
22
$240,000 City Active Transportation Plan. Hired consultant will: 06-6755 2013-14
develop an aggressive community outreach plan; perform ATP/14-15 108-0042 $240,000
City of Coalinga  public and media outreach; host three community-based CON SHA
Fresno COG meetings to shape priorities of an Active Transportation $240,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre Plan; develop concept-level site plans for priority projects; 0615000109
and develop an Active Transportation Plan for Coalinga.
(MPO - ID 0286)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/02/2014.)
Outcome/Output: An Active Transportation Plan will help
the city of Coalinga to increase biking and walking in the
city of Coalinga, providing non motorized travel
infrastructure to support the project population growth, and
provide safer, walkable streets for the nearly 8,000
students who travel to school each day in Coalinga.
23
$267,000 Merced Street Pedestrian Facilities from 3" Street to 06-6756 2013-14
5" Street. Project proposes to reconstruct pedestrian ATP/14-15 108-0042 $267,000
City of Fowler facilities along Merced Street, including sidewalks and CON SHA
Fresno COG curb ramps. $267,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre 0615000106
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Peters Street, Palm Avenue and Griffith Avenue on Palm

Avenue at Poso Drive. ADA compliant curb ramps will be
installed where needed. Median/pedestrian refuge will be
constructed on Palm Avenue north and south of 9" Place
and include trees and lighting.

(Statewide - ID 0329)

Outcome/Output: Construct in-fill sidewalk, curb ramps
and safety improvements at intersections that are top
priorities for school administrators and parents to improve
safety of pedestrians and bicyclists.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

24
$250,000 Pedestrian Bike Safety Education Program. This non- 06-6761 2013-14
infrastructure pedestrian and bicycle safety training will be ATP/15-16 108-0042 $250,000
City of Fresno conducted at fifteen after-school sites and various city CON SHA
Fresno COG neighborhood and community centers located throughout $250,000 20.30.720.100
06-Fre the City of Fresno. Training will be conducted primarily in 0615000108
underserved, disadvantaged communities, and will include
bike rodeos, and promote increase of bike/pedestrian
activities at school and parks.
(MPO - ID 0293)
(CEQA — Letter: 01/05/2015.)
Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian and bike safety;
Improve public health; Improve regional air quality;
promote alternative transportation to school, parks and
work; reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions.
25
$31,000 Safety and Education for an Active Delano School 06-6746 2013-14
Community. Project consists of engineering ATP/14-15 108-0042 $31,000
City of Delano improvements at six intersections along key routes to five PA&ED SHA
Kern COG schools, including installation of bulb-outs, curb ramps, $31,000 20.30.720.100
06-Ker raised crosswalks, ladder-type crosswalks, advanced $0
stoplyield bars and signs. The project additionally PS&E
includes an education and outreach component that will $0
raise awareness of the safety improvements and $31,000
strengthen their effectiveness within the school 0615000100
community.
(Statewide - ID 0313)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/20/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/20/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Project will increase the safety of
students walking and bicycling to multiple schools in the
city and will create an environment that encourages
physical activity and active choices. The project
additionally includes a strong education and outreach
component that will raise awareness of the safety
improvements and strengthen their effectiveness.
26
$2,000 Palm Avenue Elementary School Pedestrian 06-6750 2013-14
Infrastructure Improvements. Construct pedestrian ATP/14-15 108-0890 $2,000
City of Wasco infrastructure around Palm Avenue Elementary School PA&ED FTF
Kern COG and various locations in the school route. High visibility $2,000 20.30.720.100
06-Ker crosswalks and signage will be added on 9" Place at 0615000105
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pavement markings, continental crosswalks with limit
lines, curb extensions, speed humps, a mini-roundabout,
pedestrian-scale lighting, a new signal, parking edge line
treatment, bicycle boxes and loop detectors, buffered
bicycle lane connection at offset intersection, and raised
medians to create safer crossings.

(Statewide - ID 0431)

Outcome/Output: The project output will increase the
proportion of walking and bicycling trips, increase safety
and mobility of non-motorized users and enhance public
health by reducing child obesity.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

27
$5,000 Teresa Burke School and Filburn Walking Path. The 06-6751 2013-14
project location is on Filburn Avenue between Central ATP/14-15 108-0890 $5,000
City of Wasco Avenue and Broadway in the city of Wasco. In addition to PA&ED FTF
Kern COG curb ramps, bike lane striping, bike sighage, pedestrian $5,000 20.30.720.100
06-Ker refuge and calm traffic with raised median in Filburn 0615000107
Avenue, high visibility crosswalk treatments at various
intersections, signage and rectangular rapid flashing
beacons
(Statewide - ID 0333)
Outcome/QOutput: Construct multi-sue path, bike lanes,
striping, crosswalks, lighting, trees, trash cans, benches
and safety improvements along Filburn Avenue and the
school route to Teresa Burke Elementary.
28
$148,000 Duarte Gold Line Station Pedestrian and Bicycle 07-4529 2013-14
Improvements. The funds will be used for the Duarte ATP/14-15 108-0042 $148,000
City of Duarte Gold Line Station Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements PA&ED SHA
LACMTA located along Duarte Road between Highland Avenue and $36,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA Buena Vista Street. The project includes constructing $0
sidewalks, installing pedestrian lighting, landscaping, PS&E
benches, trash receptacles, curb ramps, pedestrian $112,000
crossings and way finding signs around the Duarte Gold $148,000
Line Station. 0715000156
(Statewide - ID 0389)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/24/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide safe,
illuminated, paved and marked routes for pedestrian,
transportation options; will increase Gold Line ridership,
and increase use of non-motorized modes of travel.
29
$529,000 Hollywood HS and Selma Avenue ES, SRTS. The 07-4866 2013-14
funds will be used for SRTS project to create low-stress, ATP/14-15 108-0890 $529,000
City of Los neighborhood-friendly pedestrian and bicycle linkages PA&ED FTF
Angeles along several streets serving Hollywood HS and Selma $529,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA Avenue ES in the city of Los Angeles. This project 0715000096
07-LA includes physical design elements such as: shared land
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curb ramps, bus safety lighting, upgrading street furniture,
landscaping, and other pedestrian amenities.

(Statewide - ID 0425)
Outcome/Output: The project will improve safety,

appearance, and walkability for pedestrian and encourage
more commercial/retail activity.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
30
$758,000 SRTS Infrastructure Improvements for Menlo Avenue 07-4867 2013-14
ES and West Vernon ES. The funds will be used for ATP/14-15 108-0890 $758,000
City of Los SRTS project to create low-stress, neighborhood-friendly PA&ED FTF
Angeles pedestrian and bicycle linkages along several streets $758,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA serving Menlo Avenue ES and West Vernon ES in the 0715000097
07-LA South LA community in the city of Los Angeles. Work will
include: bike boxes, sidewalk upgrades, loop detectors
new signal, flashing beacon, curb-ramps, speed humps,
cross walk marking.
(Statewide - ID 0435)
Outcome/Output: The project output will improve
conditions for walking and bicycling to school; promote
traffic calmed environment, thereby reducing Killed or
Serious Injury (KSI) collisions; provide continuous north-
south and east-west linkages along the low-stress;
neighborhood-friendly street network, improving citywide
bicycle network connectivity; and improve public health
and educational outcomes.
31
$287,000 Expo Line Bundy Station First-Last Mile 07-4869 2013-14
Improvements. The funds will be used for Expo Line, ATP/14-15 108-0890 $287,000
City of Los Bundy Station First-Last Mile Improvements located on PA&ED FTF
Angeles Exposition Boulevard and Bundy Drive. The project $287,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA includes traffic calming/safety improvements through 0715000099
07-LA installation of shade trees, pedestrian-level lighting,
accessible curb ramps, median refuge and curb
extensions; placement of bicycle parklet rest stop at the
Metro-proposed cul-de-sac at the east side of Barrington
intersecting Exposition Boulevard; and installation of
shade trees and ADA compliant access ramps along La
Grange and Mississippi Avenue.
(Statewide - ID 0429)
Outcome/Output: The project output will increase
ridership at Expo/Bundy Station by about 3 percent will
reduce vehicle collisions with bicyclist and pedestrians
through traffic calming and other safety improvements,
and will encourage more walking and bicycling in the
community.
32
$258,000 Hollywood Western Pedestrian Improvements. The 07-4871 2013-14
funds will be used for Hollywood Pedestrian Improvements ATP/14-15 108-0890 $258,000
City of Los located in Hollywood Boulevard from Gower Street to PA&ED FTF
Angeles Western Avenue as well as approximately 360 feet section $258,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA of Western Avenue from Hollywood boulevard to Carlton 0715000127
07-LA Way. The project includes installing new sidewalk paving,
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

safety lighting at transit stops , as well as pedestrian
amenities including street trees and benches

(MPO - ID 0426)
(CEQA — NOE, 09/25/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project outcome will provide safety
to pedestrian and improve mobility.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
33
$686,000 Delores Huerta Elem and Quincy Jones Elem SRTS. 07-4872 2013-14
The funds will be used for SRTS project to create low- ATP/14-15 108-0890 $686,000
City of Los stress, neighborhood-friendly pedestrian and bicycle PA&ED FTF
Angeles linkages along several streets serving in Dolores Huerta $686,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA ES, 28" Street ES, and Quincy Jones ES in the city of Los 0715000101
07-LA Angeles. Work will include: bike boxes, sidewalk
upgrades, loop detectors, new signal flashing beacon,
curb-ramps, speed humps, cross walk marking.
(Statewide - ID 0434)
Outcome/Output: The project output will improve
conditions for walking and bicycling to school; promote
traffic calmed environment, thereby reducing Killed or
Severely Injured (KSI) collisions; provide continuous north-
south and east-west linkages along the low stress;
neighborhood-friendly street network, improving citywide
bicycle network connectivity; and improve public health
and educational outcomes.
34
$530,000 Little Tokyo Pedestrian Safety Project. The funds will 07-4873 2013-14
be used for Little Tokyo Pedestrian Safety Project located ATP/14-15 108-0890 $530,000
City of Los in Downtown Los Angeles boundaries are Temple Street PA&ED FTF
Angeles on the north, Main Street on the west, 3" Street on the $530,000 20.30.720.100
LACMTA south and Alameda Street on the east. The project 0715000104
07-LA includes installation of two mid-block and one full traffic
signal, a slip lane closure, bus stop security lighting,
landscaping, street furniture, ADA curb ramp and sidewalk
improvements, and continental crosswalk.
(Statewide - ID 0430)
Outcome/Output: The project output will create safer
crosswalks, sidewalks, and address handicapped
accessibilities.
35
$178,000 Expo Line Pedestrian Improvements, Crenshaw City 07-4874 2013-14
Limits. The funds will be used for Expo Line Pedestrian ATP/14-15 108-0042 $135,000
City of Los Improvements within a quarter mile of three Metro’s PA&ED SHA
Angeles Exposition Light Rail Line stations at La Cienega Blvd, La $178,000 108-0890 $43,000
LACMTA Brea Avenue, and Crenshaw Blvd. The project includes 0715000105 FTF
07-LA improved crosswalks, sidewalks, ADA Access ramps and 20.30.720.100
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identify, prioritize and fund future non-motorized
transportation projects. This includes subcomponents
such as complete streets, pedestrian, bicycle trails and
safe route to school that would replace existing Bicycle
Plan (BTP) that already expired.

(Statewide - ID 0457)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/25/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project will promote safe walking,
reduce greenhouse gases, decrease fuel consumption;
will improve walking and bicycling routes as well as
connect bicycle, pedestrian and recreational facilities to
parks, civic resources, communities, and workplaces.

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
36
$2,333,000 SCAG Active Transportation Safety and 07-4875 2013-14
Encouragement Campaign. The funds will be used to ATP/14-15 108-0890 $2,333,000
Southern California implement comprehensive Regional Active Transportation CON FTF
Association of Safety and Encouragement campaign at various locations; $2,333,000 20.30.720.100
Governments Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside and Ventura 0715000129
Various counties.
07,08,11,12-
Various Cos (Statewide - ID 0494)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/06/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The successful delivery of SCAG
regional ATP implementation campaign objectives:
Educate roadway users on rules of the road; encourage
more biking/walking through education; increase public
awareness and support of active modes of transportation;
build regional partnership between transportation
agencies, health departments, local agencies, non-profits,
and private sector partners to cost effectively expand the
reach of the campaign.
37
$140,000 Avenue R Complete Street and SRTS. The funds will be 07-4878 2013-14
used for Avenue R Complete Streets and Safe Routes ATP/14-15 108-0890 $140,000
City of Paimdale  Project located at Avenue R between Sierra Highway and PA&ED FTF
LACMTA 25" St. The project will construct sidewalks, extend $140,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA roadways, improve signing and striping, curb ramps, and 0715000128
slurry seal roadways.
(Statewide - ID 0458)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide complete
streets with completed sidewalk gap closures, ladder style
cross walks, bus turnouts and enhanced access to public
transit, a class Il bicycle lanes, speed feedback signs per
the MUTCD, bulb out crosswalks with two way left turns.
38
$595,000 Active Transportation Program Plan. The funds will be 07-4879 2013-14
used to implement Active Transportation Plan within the ATP/14-15 108-0042 $595,000
City of Paimdale  Palmdale City limits. The project will develop a plan that CON SHA
LACMTA encourages and accommodates healthy, sustainable $595,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA transportation alternatives; will form planning network to 0715000150
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Schools workshops.
(Statewide - ID 0532)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/17/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project outcome is to develop a
countywide pedestrian plan.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
39
$322,000 SRTS — Master Plan. The funds will be used to continue 07-4880 2013-14
implementing the City of Lancaster city-wide Safe route to ATP/14-15 108-0042 $322,000
City of Lancaster  school Master Plan (SRTS) on areas around each of CON SHA
LACMTA Lancaster’s 30 public schools. $322,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA 0715000155
(MPO - ID 0406)
(CEQA — NOE, 10/22/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide local
school children with safer streets around 30 elementary,
middle and high schools and encourage residents to
become less dependent on automobiles; will promote
walking and bicycling to school and will increase physical
activity.
40
$85,000 5™ Street East Corridor Im provements. The funds will 07-4881 2013-14
be used to continue implementing the city of Lancaster 5 ATP/14-15 108-0042 $85,000
City of Lancaster  St. East Corridor Improvements between Avenue H-8 to PS&E SHA
LACMTA Avenue J-4. The project includes constructing curb bulb- $85,000 20.30.720.100
07-LA outs with ADA compliant curb ramps at several locations 0715000157
along 5" street to shorten crossing distance and safety of
the pedestrian and bicyclist, installing new traffic striping to
buffer bike lanes along the corridor.
(Statewide - ID 0408)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/14/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project output will provide
pedestrian and safety improvements and increase student
walking and biking to school by 10 percent.
41
$77,000 Arroyo Simi Greenway Bike Trail Phase 3. Pave one 07-4865 2013-14
bike trail on south side of Arroyo Simi from Madera Road ATP/14-15 108-0890 $77,000
City of Simi Valley to First Street (0.9mi.). Includes landscaping along Fifth PA&ED SHA
VCTC Street trail and pedestrian bridge over Arroyo Simi near $9.600 20.30.720.100
07-Ven Fifth Street. $0
PS&E
(MPO - ID 0498) $68.000
$77,000
(CEQA — NOE, 11/17/2014.) 0715000148
Outcome/Output: Provide a critical link in a large project
to create a continuous, desirable bike trail/multi-use facility
along the entire Arroyo Simi. Facility will be used for
commuting and recreational purposes.
42
$56,000 Safe and Active San Jacinto SRTS. The project will 08-1146 2013-14
construct a Class | bike trail, curb and gutter, ADA- ATP/14-15 108-0042 $56,000
City of San Jacinto compliant curb ramps, and sidewalk on six neighborhood PS&E SHA
RCTC residential streets in the vicinity of several elementary and $56,000 20.30.720.100
08-Riv middle schools as well as conducting Safe Routes to 0815000071
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crosswalks and traffic signage.

(MPO - ID 0631)

(CEQA - CE, 12/02/2014.)

Outcome/Output: Provide safe routes to school with

dedicated and accessible sidewalks, curb ramps, and
improve crosswalks and traffic signage.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

43
$400,000 SANBAG Points of Interest Pedestrian Plan. The 08-1147 2013-14
project will develop a countywide pedestrian plan. ATP/14-15 108-0042 $400,000
San Bernardino CON SHA
Associated (MPO - ID 0536) $400,000 20.30.720.100
Governments 0815000103
SANBAG (CEQA — Letter, 12/05/2014)
08-SBd
Outcome/Output: The project outcome is to develop a
countywide pedestrian plan
44
$136,000 Valley Boulevard Bikeway. The project is located in the 09-0651 2013-14
city of Tehachapi on the south side of Valley Boulevard ATP/14-15 108-0042 $136,000
City of Tehachapi  stretching from 100ft west of Mulberry Street to Curry PA&ED SHA
Kern COG Street. The project seeks to extend an existing Class | $6,000 20.30.720.100
09-Ker bike path by narrowing an unnecessarily wide pavement $0
section to use the reclaimed space for the bike path. PS&E
Work includes new curb, gutter and an 8ft wide bike path. $130,000
Storm drain improvements are necessary to accommodate $136,000
the changing grades resulting from the construction of the 0915000031
path.
(Statewide - ID 0582)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/25/2014.)
Outcome/Output: This section of Valley Boulevard has an
abnormally large pavement width. As such, bicyclists
currently utilize a Class Il bike lane to move through this
area. Constructing this project will provide a safer
bicycling corridor. Furthermore, this area fronts multi-
family housing and reducing the pavement in favor of the
bike path will improve safety for the residents of this
development.
45
$52,000 SRTS on Don Pedro Road and Nadine Ave —Multiple 10-3095 2013-14
Schools. Safe Routes to School (SRTS) improvements ATP/14-15 108-0042 $52,000
City of Ceres on Don Pedro Road and Nadine Avenue (multiple schools) PS&E SHA
StanCOG to install infill and accessible sidewalks, curb ramps, and $52,000 20.30.720.100
10-Sta improve traffic striping crosswalks, install in-road lighted 1015000077
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Outcome/Output: Create a safe, attractive unified
pedestrian friendly street block in Downtown Stockton
adjacent to businesses, schools and transit hubs;
encourage pedestrian, bicycle and disabled access.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03
46
$350,000 SRTS Plan. Coordinate with four school districts, perform 10-3097 2013-14
public outreach and create a Safe Routes to School Plan ATP/14-15 108-0890 $350,000
City of Stockton  for all schools within the city. Identify and prioritize any CON FTF
SJCOG ADA, bicycle, or pedestrian improvements that need to be $350,000 20.30.720.100
10-SJ done to remove obstacles from routes to schools. 1015000079
(Statewide - ID 0611)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/09/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/09/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Project will increase walking and cycling
to school, reduce traffic snarls at schools and decrease
fuel use, road maintenance costs, greenhouse gas
emissions, and air pollution. Increased walking will
improve student health and energize students in the
morning so that they are ready to learn when they arrive at
school.
47
$550,000 Bicycle Master Plan Update. Perform public outreach 10-3098 2013-14
and redesign the Stockton Bicycle Network. Rewrite the ATP/14-15 108-0890 $550,000
City of Stockton Bicycle Mater Plan. Submit updated plan for City Council CON FTF
SJCOG approval. $550,000 20.30.720.100
10-SJ 1015000082
(Statewide - ID 0617)
(CEQA — Letter: 12/09/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/09/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Redesigned Bicycle Network and
updated Bicycle Master Plan.
48
$10,000 San Joaquin Trail. Improve a five acre greenbelt area to 10-3099 2013-14
promote walking and bicycling. Resurface, repair and ATP/14-15 108-0042 $10,000
City of Stockton replace a segment of the existing bikeway, which has PA&ED SHA
SJCOG been subject to erosion and wear that undercuts the $0 20.30.720.100
10-SJ asphalt. $10,000
PS&E
(Statewide - ID 0625) $189.000
$179,000
Outcome/Output: Close the existing gap and create a 1015000080
continuous greenbelt area. Improvements will increase
walkability and bicycling improve physical activity and
health, and promote livability..
49
$10,000 Fremont Square Sidewalk Reconstruction. 10-5001 2013-14
Reconstruct sidewalks along the perimeter of Fremont ATP/14-15 108-0042 $10,000
City of Stockton ~ Square. Additional work includes removal and PA&ED SHA
SJCOG replacement of existing curb and gutter, intersection curb 30 20.30.720.100
10-SJ ramps, relocation of pedestrian street lighting, addition of $10,000
bicycle racks, tree removal/trimming and irrigation/tuff PS&E
restoration. $79,000
$69,000
(Statewide - ID 0621) 1015000081
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(Statewide - ID 0659)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/08/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The purpose of this project is to create

a safer walking and bicycling environment in the vicinity of
the six project schools in the city of El Cajon.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

50
$590,000 It's Cool to Walk to School. This project is an expansion 11-1151 2013-14
in scope from our Cycle 1 Safe Routes to School (SRTS) ATP/14-15 108-0042 $590,000
Chula Vista Non-Infrastructure Grant, to enable and encourage CON SHA
Elementary School students in kindergarten through 6" grade to safely walk $590,000 20.30.720.100
District and bike to and from school, and to work with partners to 1115000086
SANDAG plan, design and implement efforts to improve the areas
11-sD surrounding elementary schools to make walking and
biking to school a safe mode of travel.
(Statewide - ID 0654)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/04/2014.)
Outcome/Output: Increase the number of students
walking and/or biking to school by 5 percent at our 4 pilot
demonstration school sites.
51
$36,000 Safe Routes to School Education Program Coronado 11-1152 2013-14
Unified School District. This is a Safe Routes to School ATP/14-15 108-0042 $36,000
City of Coronado  Education (Non-Infrastructure) Program that would be CON SHA
SANDAG conducted at the following four school: $36,000 20.30.720.100
11-sD 1) Coronado Middle School 550 F Avenue, Coronado CA 1115000085
92118
2) Coronado High School 650 D Avenue, Coronado CA
92118
3) Village Elementary School 600 6™ Street, Coronado CA
92118
4) Silver Strand Elementary 1350 Leyte Road, Coronado
CA 92118
(Statewide - ID 0655)
(CEQA — NOE, 12/09/2014.)
Outcome/Output: This project will launch a competitive
bidding process to hire a non-profit organization to
implement a comprehensive, multi-year Safe Routes to
School education program. Over the course of the grant
cycle, the program will be designed to reach all enrolled
students at the four participating schools, which equates to
approximately 3,156, students. Quantifiable outputs to
include the contracted non-profit's delivery of 24 student
workshops, 14 rodeos, 6 bike skill courses, 8 parent
workshops, and e encouragement contests.
52
$500,000 Cajon Valley Union School District SRTS NI. This 11-1153 2013-14
project is located at six elementary and middle schools in ATP/14-15 108-0042 $500,000
City of El Cajon the city of El Cajon. The scope of this project entails CON SHA
SANDAG educational, encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation $500,000 20.30.720.100
11-sD activities at the six project schools. 1115000087
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5w. Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1415-03

53
$220,000 Elm Avenue Traffic, Pedestrian and Cycling Safety 11-1154 2013-14
and Mobility Improvement. This project is located on ATP/14-15 108-0042 $220,000
City of Imperial Elm Avenue, between Seacoast Drive and 7th Street, and PS&E SHA
Beach additional improvements on Connecticut Avenue. This $220,000 20.30.720.100
SANDAG Safe Routes to School project will address traffic, 1115000091
11-sD pedestrian, cycling and mobility safety improvements. The
various project improvements will significantly improve the
student safety on route to and from school and will provide
a new connection to the Imperial Beach Bicycle Network.
(Statewide - ID 0666)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/19/2014.)
Outcome/Output: The project improvements will include
but are not limited to designated bike lanes, traffic calming
measures, crosswalk with raised tabletop, a dedicated
loading/drop-off area for parents separated from travel-
ways, widening of sidewalks with aesthetic dividers
between bike lanes, dedicated bus-only loading/drop-off
area. There is also an expected reduction of greenhouse
gas emissions do to the increase in active transportation.
54
$88,000 Improve Center Street Pedestrian Facility. The project 11-0598 2013-14
is located on Center Street from Baughman Road to 7th ATP/14-15 108-0042 $88,000
City of Street. The project is aimed at mitigating existing PS&E SHA
Westmorland pedestrian and bicycle safety deficiencies and promoting $88,000 20.30.720.100
ICTC the use of walking and bicycling as an alternative mode of 1115000082
11-IMP transportation. The scope of work consists of sidewalk,

curb/gutter, bike lanes, street lighting, center median,
landscaping, in-pavement lighted crosswalk and removal
of water ponding obstacle on sidewalk.

(Statewide - ID 0703)
(CEQA — NOE, 11/19/2014.)

Outcome/Output: The project proposes the following:

1) Improve traffic safety by eliminating the need of
pedestrians walking in traffic lanes due to water ponding
on sidewalk or missing gaps of sidewalk. 2) Encourage
walking and biking at night due to improved street lighting.
3) Encourage walking and biking in hot weather with the
planting of shade trees. 4) Reduce potential head-on
traffic collisions with the new median installation.
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Tab 64
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.74.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Gary Cathey, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Aeronautics

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED AERONAUTICS PROJECT
AT PUBLIC USE AIRPORT
RESOLUTION FDOA-2014-06

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission approve the resolution below, allocating $499,000 for the Agua Caliente Springs
Airport California Aid to Airports Program Acquisition and Development project in San Diego
County programmed in the 2014 Aeronautics Program.

ISSUE:

The attached list describes one locally administered Aeronautics project totaling $499,000. The
agency for this project is ready to proceed and is requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $499,000 be allocated from the Aeronautics Fund, Item 2660-602-0041, for one
locally administered Aeronautics project, as described on the attached vote list.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability™
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CTC Financial Vote List

2.7 Aeronautic Financial Matters

January 22, 2015

Project # Budget Year
Allocation Amount Location Item #
Recipient Project Description Fund Type Amount by
County Project Number Program Code Fund Type
2.7a. Aeronautics Allocations Resolution FDOA-2014-06
1
$499,000 Agua Caliente Springs Airport

Rehabilitate Runway 11/29
County of San Diego  SD-30-14-1

San Diego

2014-15

602-0041 $499,000
10.10.020.200
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 65

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Local Assistance

subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCALLY-
ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS, PER RESOLUTION G-13-07
WAIVER-15-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by the City of Atascadero (City) to
extend the period of contract award for the Route 41 Multi-Purpose Pathway to the Park project
(PPNO 05-2376), for three months from December 31, 2014, to March 31, 2015.

ISSUE:

On June 25, 2014, the Commission approved Resolution FP-13-66, allocating $526,000 for
construction of the Route 41 Multi-Purpose Pathway to the Park Project. The City was unable to
award the contract award prior to the award deadline of December 31, 2014, due to unforeseen bid
complications.

BACKGROUND:

The City advertised the project in September 2014 and opened the bids in October 2014. The City
received three-bids. The two lowest bidders did not meet the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
requirements. The third lowest bid was 21 percent higher than the engineer’s estimate. The City
cancelled all the bids due to the lack of additional funds to bridge the difference.

The City has revised the project plans to help keep bids close to the funding amounts. The City re-
advertised the project on November 7, 2014, and bids were opened on December 18, 2014. The
lowest bidder met financial and Disadvantaged Business Enterprise goals. The City will take the
contract to City Council for award by the beginning of February. The City is requesting an
additional month in case of protest. Therefore, a three-month time extension is being requested
through March 31, 2015.

Current STIP Guidelines, Resolution G-13-07, adopted August 6, 2013, stipulate that the agency
implementing a project request a time extension if the project will not be awarded within six months
of the allocation. 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.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 66

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 22, 2014
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.8b.(2)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Transportation

Programming

REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR PROJECTS ON THE
STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER STIP GUIDELINES
WAIVER 15-02

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve time extensions for the period indicated for two
projects described on the attachment.

ISSUE:

In June 2014, the Commission allocated $1,759,000 for the two STIP projects shown on the attached list.
In accordance with STIP guidelines, Resolution G-13-07, the deadline to award contracts for
projects allocated in June 2014 is December 31, 2014. 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:

Current STIP Guidelines, Resolution G-13-07, stipulate that the agency implementing a project
request a time extension if the project will not be awarded within six months of the allocation. 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.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability.”
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Reference No.: 2.8b.(2)
January 22, 2015

Attachment
2.8b.(2) Time Extension / Waiver - Contract Award
Waiver 14-49
Allocated Request
Project [Dist- EA County- Project Fund Amount [Allocation| Months until end of
Number|PPNO Route Source | (x $1,000) Date (month-yr)
1 05-2266 0T070 SB-101, [Northern Corridor Native Tree & Shrub 1P $ 1,495 [ 06/25/14 6 Jun-2015
SLO-101 |Planting

legal review and fully execute the agreement.

06/25/14

5

Reason for Delay: This project will be constructed by the California Conservation Corps (CCC) through an interagency agreement. The interagency agreement process
has caused some delay and additional time is required to complete and execute the agreement. The six-month time extension will allow the Department to complete the

May-2015

2

06-6613

0S330

KER-46

Route 46 Pedestrian Path

RIP

$ 264

Reason for Delay: This is a locally administered on-system project delivered under the encroachment permit process. After the funds were allocated to the project in June
2014, errors were discovered in the project plans which required some design rework before the permit could be issued by the Department. The five-month time extension

will allow the local agency to advertise the project in late January 2015 and award the contract by May 2015.
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 67

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 22, 2015
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.8C.(1)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Transportation

Programming

REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT COMPLETION FOR PROJECTS ON
THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER STIP GUIDELINES
WAIVER 15-03

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) extend the period of project completion by 18 months, to July 31, 2016,
for the locally administered State Route 1 Auxiliary Lanes — Soquel to Morrissey project (PPNO
6500) in Santa Cruz County.

ISSUE:

In January 2012, the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) awarded the
contract for the State Route 1 Auxiliary Lanes — Soquel to Morrissey project. At the time of award, it
was expected that the project would be completed by January 2015. While key contract items have
been completed and the auxiliary lanes have been open to traffic since November 2013, it is
anticipated that final contract acceptance and liquidation of funds will be delayed in order to address
the contractor’s claim of differing site conditions on the project. SCCRTC is requesting an 18-month
extension to the period of project completion to extend the deadline to July 31, 2016. The length of the
extension request is based on a worst case scenario, in the event that ongoing negotiation of claims is
unsuccessful and legal action is required.

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.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability.”
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REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF PROJECT COMPLETION FOR STATE
ADMINISTERED STIP RAIL PROJECT, PER STIP GUIDELINES
WAIVER 15-04

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve a four-month extension for project completion,
to June 30, 2015, for the Stockton to Escalon Double Track - Phase I project (PPNO 2030), in San
Joaquin County.

ISSUE:

On June 23, 2011, the Commission approved Resolution MFP-10-24 allocating $8,400,000 to the
Department for construction of the Stockton to Escalon Double Track - Phase | project (PPNO 2030)
on BNSF Railway Company’s (BNSF) mainline Stockton Subdivision. The project is one of four
phases, all of which are included in the Project Study Report and Environmental Review (Resolution
E-11-53). This phase, in addition to the double tracking of this segment, includes the purchase and
grading of fill dirt to immediately add stability to the existing structure. The fill dirt will also reduce
the cost of double track construction of a future project phase.

The Department executed a contract with BNSF to construct the project on March 2012, setting the
project completion deadline to February 28, 2015. The double tracking of this segment was recently
completed, allowing the purchase and laying of the fill dirt. However, BNSF will not be able to
access and lay the dirt until Spring, thus, a four-month extension for project completion will enable
the Department and BNSF to complete purchase and distribution of the dirt by June 30, 2015.

BACKGROUND:

Current State Transportation Improvement Program guidelines stipulate that the Department has up
to 36 months from the award of the contract in which to complete the project. The Commission
may approve a waiver to the timely use of funds deadline one time only for up to 20 months in
accordance with Section 14529.8 of the Government Code.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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	RESOLUTION:
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	The Commission has no comments with respect to the alternatives or environmental impacts addressed in the DEIR/EA.
	The Commission recommends that Caltrans and its partners identify and secure the necessary funding to complete the project.
	As this project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) and the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), and actions under the purview of the Commission are anticipated, upon completion of the final environmen...
	BACKGROUND:

	Caltrans is the designated CEQA/NEPA Lead Agency responsible for the environmental review of the project.  The I-680 Northbound HOV/Express Lane Project will construct an approximately 15-mile HOV/Express Lane on northbound I-680 from south of State R...
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	Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the YTI Container Terminal Efficiency Enhancement Program in the Port of Los Angele...
	RECOMMENDATION:
	Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR and Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations and approve the project for future consideration of funding.

	UBACKGROUND:U
	The City of Los Angeles – Harbor Department (POLA) is the CEQA lead agency for the YTI Container Terminal Efficiency Enhancement Program (Project). The proposed project will:  improve an existing container terminal to accommodate the projected fleet m...
	On November 7, 2014 the Board of Harbor Commissioners approved and certified the FEIR, Findings of Facts, Statement of Overriding Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring Report Program for the project. The FEIR determined that impacts related to air...
	POLA adopted the FEIR, Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the project on November 7, 2014.  The proposed Project would allow POLA to meet its legal mandates to accommodate growing international commerce, implement the Sa...
	The project is estimated to cost $51,553,000.  The project is anticipated to be funded with funds from the Port of Los Angeles ($38,757,000) and the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program ($12,796,000).  Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal ...
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	SUMMARY:
	The California Department of Transportation will request that the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting following the ...
	ISSUE:
	The Trinity County Transportation Commission (TCTC) proposes to amend the 2014 STIP to  de-program $130,000 of programmed Regional Improvement Program (RIP) construction funds in Fiscal Year 2016-17 for the Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge proje...
	BACKGROUND:
	The Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge project would rehabilitate an existing pedestrian bridge to accommodate bicycles, extend the approaches and provide parking.
	Programmed in the 2008 STIP, the Horsewater Lane Bike/Pedestrian Bridge project has exceeded the project budget for construction.  Other funding sources are not available to fund the increases.  TCTC has determined that down scoping the project is not...
	The proposed amendment will make the programmed RIP funds available for other projects in the region.
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	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	BACKGROUND:
	The Sanborn Road/US-101 Interchange and Elvee Drive Improvements project is intended to reduce existing congestion and improve safety at the Sanborn Road interchange.  Approximately 2,100 trucks per day pass through this interchange.  The northbound o...
	The project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on August 20, 2014.  A concurrent project Baseline Agreement was executed by the City, the Department, and the Commission, and approved by the Commission on August 20, 2014, under Resolution
	TCIF-P-1415-02B.
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	RESOLUTION FP-14-27

	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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	CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
	Reference No.: 2.5b.(1)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
	RESOLUTION FP-14-28

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects.
	Attachment
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	RECOMMENDATION:
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	RECOMMENDATION:
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	CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
	Reference No.: 2.5c.(4)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered Eureka Non-Freeway Alternative Fund project in Humboldt County totaling $190,000.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	RECOMMENDATION:
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	CTC Meeting: January 22, 2015
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	Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF project off the State Highway System totaling $1,700,000, plus $2,621,810 from other sources.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an al...
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	RECOMMENDATION:
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	Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF Rail project totaling $2,841,000, plus $2,841,000 from other sources.  The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	Attachment
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	Action Item
	Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	The attached list describes one locally administered Aeronautics project totaling $499,000.  The agency for this project is ready to proceed and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
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	Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief
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	RECOMMENDATION:
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	BACKGROUND:
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	CTC Meeting: January 22, 2014
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	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti, Chief
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	BACKGROUND:
	Current STIP Guidelines, Resolution G-13-07, stipulate that the agency implementing a project request a time extension if the project will not be awarded within six months of the allocation.  The Commission may approve waivers to the timely use of fun...
	Attachment
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	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	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 t...
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	Action Item
	Prepared by: Bruce Roberts, Acting Chief
	WAIVER 15-04

	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	On June 23, 2011, the Commission approved Resolution MFP-10-24 allocating $8,400,000 to the Department for construction of the Stockton to Escalon Double Track - Phase I project (PPNO 2030) on BNSF Railway Company’s (BNSF) mainline Stockton Subdivisio...
	The Department executed a contract with BNSF to construct the project on March 2012, setting the project completion deadline to February 28, 2015.  The double tracking of this segment was recently completed, allowing the purchase and laying of the fil...
	BACKGROUND:




