
NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED CTC MEETING (Subject to Change): 
CTC Meeting – October 19-20, 2016 in San Jose, CA 

ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
http://www.catc.ca.gov 
August 17-18, 2016 

San Diego, California 
  

Wednesday, August 17, 2016 
 

     10:00 AM Commission Tour 
    Englekirk Structural Engineering Center 
    Camp Elliott of UC San Diego 
    10201 Pomerado Road 
    San Diego, CA 
 

     1:00 PM Commission Meeting 
The Dana on Mission Bay 
Mission Bay Ballroom 
1710 W. Mission Bay Drive 
San Diego, CA 

 

     6:00 PM Commissioners’ Dinner 
5197 Terrazza Quintana 
San Diego, CA 

 
Thursday, August 18, 2016 

 

    9:00 AM Commission Meeting 
The Dana on Mission Bay 
Mission Bay Ballroom 
1710 W. Mission Bay Drive 
San Diego, CA 
 

To view the live webcast of this meeting, please visit: http://ctc.dot.ca.gov/webcast 
 
 

 
NOTICE:  Times identified on the following agenda are estimates only. The Commission has the discretion to take up agenda items out of sequence and 
on either day of the two-day meeting, except for those agenda items bearing the notation “TIMED ITEM.” TIMED ITEMS which may not be heard prior to 
the Time scheduled but may be heard at, or any time after the time scheduled.  The Commission may adjourn earlier than estimated on either day. 
 
A copy of this meeting notice and agenda will be posted 10 days prior to the meeting and related book items will be posted 5 days prior to the meeting on 
the California Transportation Commission Website:  www.catc.ca.gov 
 
Questions or inquiries about this meeting may be directed to the Commission staff at (916) 654-4245, 1120 N Street (MS-52), Sacramento, CA  95814.  If 
any special accommodations are needed for persons with disabilities, please contact Doug Remedios at (916) 654-4245.  Requests for special 
accommodations should be made as soon as possible but at least five days prior to the scheduled meeting. 
 
Persons attending the meeting who wish to address the California Transportation Commission on a subject to be considered at this meeting are asked to 
complete a Speaker Request Card and give it to the Executive Assistant prior to the discussion of the item.  If you would like to present handouts/written 
material to the California Transportation Commission at the meeting, please provide a minimum of 25 copies labeled with the agenda item number.  

 
*  “A” denotes an “Action” item; “I” denotes an “Information” item; “C” denotes a “Commission” item; “D” denotes a “Department” item; “F” denotes a “U.S. 
Department of Transportation” item; “R” denotes a Regional or other Agency item; and “T” denotes a California Transportation Agency (CalSTA) item. 
 
FREQUENTLY USED TERMS:  California Transportation Commission (Commission or CTC), California Department of Transportation (Department or 
Caltrans), Regional Improvement Program (RIP), Interregional Improvement Program (IIP), State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), State 
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), Public Transportation Account (PTA), Clean Air and 
Transportation Improvement Act of 1990 (Proposition 116), High Speed Passenger Train Bond Program (Proposition 1A), Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, 
Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B), Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA), State Route 99 Bond Program (RTE or 
SR 99), Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA), Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF), Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA), 
State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP), Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP), Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), Environmental Phase (PA&ED), 
Design Phase (PS&E), Right of Way (R/W), Fiscal Year (FY), Active transportation Program (ATP), Intercity Rail (ICR), California Aid to Airports Program 
(CAAP), Acquisition & Development (A&D). 
 

http://ctc.dot.ca.gov/webcast
http://www.catc.ca.gov/
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 GENERAL BUSINESS 
1 Roll Call 1.1 Bob Alvarado I C 
2 Welcome to the Region 1.12 Terry Sinnott I R 
3 Approval of Minutes for June 29-30, 2016 1.2 Bob Alvarado A C 
4 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 1.5 Bob Alvarado A C 
 REPORTS 
5 Executive Director’s Report 1.3 Susan Bransen A C 
6 Commission Reports 1.4 Bob Alvarado A C 
7 CalSTA Secretary and/or Undersecretary 1.6 Brian Kelly I T 
8 Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director 1.7 Malcolm Dougherty I D 
9 FHWA California Division Administrator 1.11 Vincent Mammano I F 

10 Regional Agencies Vice-Moderator 1.8 Patricia Chen I R 
11 Rural Counties Task Force Chair 1.9 Maura Twomey I R 
12 Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Dianne Steinhauser I R 

 POLICY MATTERS 
13 California Road Charge Pilot Program Update 4.3 Mitch Weiss 

Carrie Pourvahidi 
I C/D 

14 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Eric Thronson A C 
15 Update on MAP-21 Rules Related to Performance 

Management Measures 
4.13 Eric Thronson 

Bruce De Terra  
I D 

16 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Eric Thronson 
Steven Keck 

I D 

17 2016-17 State Transportation Improvement Program Policy on 
Advance Project Allocations 

4.19 Mitch Weiss A C 

18 Update on the 2016 Report of State Transportation 
Improvement Program Balances, County and Interregional 
Shares 

4.14 Teresa Favila I C 

19 
 

Presentation and Comments on the: 
• California Sustainability Freight Action Plan (State) 
• National Multimodal Freight Network (Federal) 

4.5 Garth Hopkins 
Kome Ajise 

A C/D 

20 Update on California Transportation Plan/Regional 
Transportation Plan Guidelines 

4.22 Laura Pennebaker I C 

21 Presentation and Comments on the Proposed Amendments to 
the Procedures for Discharges of Dredged or Fill Materials to 
Waters of the State 

4.20 Eric Thronson 
Katrina Pierce 
Phillip Crader 

A C/D/R 

22 Asset Management Plan – Performance Measures and Goals 4.11 Stephen Maller 
Mike Johnson 

A D 

23 Presentation on the 2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan (Five 
Year Capital Plan) 

4.16 Stephen Maller 
Lance Hibben 

I D 

 PROGRAM UPDATES 
 SHOPP PROGRAM 

24 Approval of Amendments to Resolution G-11 Authorization for 
Funding Emergency Condition Projects 

4.10 Rick Guevel A C 

 Proposition 1B Program     
25 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Program Amendment: 

Add Project 121 – Middle Harbor Redevelopment Project in 
Los Angeles County   

4.17 Dawn Cheser A C 

26 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Amendment: 
Amend Baseline Agreement for Project 120 – Monte Vista 
Grade Separation Project (PPNO 1190) 
(Related Item under Tab 72.)  

2.1c.(5a) Dawn Cheser 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

27 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Amendment: 
Amend Baseline Agreement for Project 117 – Avenue 
66/Union Pacific Grade Separation Bypass Project  
(PPNO 1189) 

2.1c.(5b) Dawn Cheser 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 
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 INFORMATION CALENDAR Stephen Maller 
28 Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated 

Authority  
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1)):  $67,112,000 for 36 

projects 
-- SHOPP Safety Lump Sum Sub-Allocations (2.5f.(3)):  

$52,254,000 in construction capital for 13 projects 
-- Minor G-05-16 Allocations (2.5f.(4)):  $465,000 for one project. 

2.5f.  I D 

 Monthly Reports on the Status of Contract Award for:     
29 State Highway Projects, per Resolution G-06-08 3.2a  I D 
30 Local Assistance STIP Projects, per Resolution G-13-07 3.2b.  I D 
31 Local Assistance ATP Projects, per Resolution G-15-04 3.2c.  I D 
32 Monthly Report on Local and Regional Agency Notices of 

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

3.4  I C 

 Fourth Quarter Report – FY 2015-16     
33 Aeronautics – Acquisition and Development and Airport 

Improvement Program 
3.5  I D 

34 Semi Annual Proposition 1B Status Report 4.9  I C 
 BEGIN CONSENT CALENDAR Stephen Maller 
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35 Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding for: 
 
01-Hum-254, PM 0.8/43.1  
Avenue of the Giants-Four Bridges Project  
Upgrade the railings on four bridges on SR 254 in Humboldt County.  
(MND) (PPNO 0046D) (SHOPP) 
 
02-Sis-96, PM 52.48, 60.17, 88.26  
Siskiyou 3 Bridges Rail Upgrade Project  
Upgrade the railings on three bridges on SR 96 in Siskiyou County. 
(MND) (PPNO 3473) (SHOPP) 
 
02-Sis-5, PM R58.1  
Randolph Collier Safety Roadside Rest Area Project  
Construct upgrades including waste water treatment systems at a 
roadside rest on I-5 in Siskiyou County.   
(MND) (PPNO 3476) (SHOPP) 
 
03-Pla-65, PM R5.4/R6.4 
Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road/SR 65 Northbound Ramps 
Improvement Project  
Construct roadway improvements on a portion SR 65 in Placer 
County. (MND) (PPNO 5108)  (SHOPP) 
 
03-Yub-20, PM 8.0/10.2 
Loma Rica Road to Spring Valley Road Widening and Rehabilitation 
Project  
Widen and rehabilitate a portion of SR 20 in Yuba County. 
(MND) (PPNO 9587) (SHOPP) 
 
04-Nap-128, PM 19.7/20.7  
Capell Creek Bridge Replacement Project  
Replace existing bridge on SR 128 in Napa County. 
(MND) (PPNO 0830B) (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-16-55 
 
06-Ker-99, PM 10.5/20.5  
State Route 99/Taft Highway Rehabilitation Project  
Construct roadway improvements including pavement rehabilitation 
on a portion of SR 99 in Kern County. 
(MND) (PPNO 3036) (SHOPP) 
 
11-SD-76, PM 32.6/33.3  
Intersection Improvement and Curve Realignment at State Route 76 
and Valley Center Road Project  
Construct intersection improvements including curve realignment on 
SR 76 and Valley Center Road in San Diego County. 
(MND) (PPNO 1020) (SHOPP) 
 
11-SD-94, PM 13.6/14.6, 11-SD-125, PM R10.5/T11.5  
SR 94/SR 125 Interchange Project  
Construct roadway improvements including direct freeway to freeway 
connections on SR 94 and SR 125 in San Diego County. 
(MND) (PPNO 0356) (TCRP) 
 
01-Hum-169, PM 26.4/29.9  
Weitchpec Slips Project  
Repair slipouts on a portion of SR 169 in Humboldt County. 
(MND) (PPNO 2342)  (SHOPP) 
 
06-Ker-58, PM R55.4/R59.7  
Cottonwood East Rehabilitation Project  
Construct roadway improvements including pavement rehabilitation 
on a portion of SR 58 in Kern County. 
(MND) (PPNO 6730)  (SHOPP) 

2.2c.(1)  A D 
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36 Six Relinquishment Resolutions – 
 

--07-LA-10-PM 32.7 
Right of Way along Route 10 on Francisquito Avenue and Garvey 
Avenue, in the city of Baldwin Park. 
 

--10-SJ-5-PM R22.5 
Right of Way along Route 5 on French Camp Road, in the city of 
Stockton. 
 

--10-SJ-5-PM R22.0/R22.7 
Right of Way along Route 5 between Mathews Road and French 
Camp Road, in the county of San Joaquin. 
 

--11-SD-52-PM 6.9 
Right of Way along Route 52 at Kearny Villa Road, in the city of 
San Diego. 
 

--12-Ora-5-PM 34.0/36.9 
Right of Way along Route 5 on Disney Way, in the city of 
Anaheim. 
 

--03-Pla-65 M8.2 
Right of Way along Route 65 on Blue Oaks Boulevard, in the city 
of Roseville. 
 

2.3c.  A D 

37 One Vacation Resolution – 
--02-Plu-89-PM 29.1 
Right of Way along Route 89 approximately 0.5 mile east of 
Route 147, in the county of Plumas 

2.3d.  A D 

38 
8 Ayes 

6 Resolutions of Necessity  
Resolutions C-21476 through C-21481 

2.4b.  A D 

39 Director’s Deeds  
Items 1 through 16 
Excess Lands - Return to State:   $2,846,008  

Return to Others: $0 

2.4d.  A D 

40 
8 Ayes 

9 Rescinding Resolutions of Necessity 
Resolutions CR-154 through CR-162 

2.4e.  A D 

41 Request to de-allocate $61,621 in HRCSA construction 
savings from the Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety 
Improvements project, in Los Angeles County. 

2.5g.(9)  A D 

42 Request to add FY 2016-17 Budget Year Authority to the 
Metrolink System Wide Infrastructure Replacement & Upgrade 
project, in Los Angeles County. (STIP) (PPNO 2921) 

2.6a.(1)  A D 

43 Request to amend the original project scope of work for the 
San Joaquin Merced to Le Grand Double Track - Segment 1 
project, in Merced County. 

2.6f.(1)  A D 

44 Reduction to CAAP A&D Aeronautics Program Projects for: 
• Ravendale Airport (Las-4-14-2) in Lassen County 
• Herlong Airport (Las-5-14-2) in Lassen County 

(Related Item under Tab 56.)  

2.7c.  A D 

45 Adoption of the 2016 Acquisition and Development  
Aeronautics Program 

4.18  A D 

 END OF CONSENT CALENDAR 
 POLICY MATTERS 

46 
9:00am 

Hearing  on the 2016 Highway Railroad Crossing Safety 
Account Program   

4.8 Dawn Cheser I C 

47 Innovations in Transportation 
• Qualcomm: Smarter Cities - The Role of Technology 

and Connectivity 

4.4 Jose Oseguera 
Chris Barroni-Bird 

I C 
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 ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS  
48 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 

05-Mon-101, PM R41.5/49.8  
CURE Safety Improvement Project  
Construct roadway improvements including removing trees and 
utility poles on a portion of US 101 in Monterey County. 
(FEIR) (PPNO 2312) (SHOPP) 

2.2c.(2) Jose Oseguera 
Katrina Pierce 
 

A D 

49 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of a Route Adoption: 
05-SBt-25, PM 51.5/60.1, 04-SCl-25, PM 0.0/2.6  
Hollister to Gilroy State Route 25 Route Adoption  
Select a corridor for SR 25 between Hollister and Gilroy in San 
Benito and Santa Clara Counties. 
(FEIR) (PPNO 4854) (Local) 

2.2c.(3) Jose Oseguera 
Katrina Pierce 
 

A D 

50 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 
12 –Orange County 
Orange County Streetcar (Santa Ana/Garden Grove Fixed 
Guideway) 
Construct a new east-west streetcar project in Orange County. 
(FEIR) (TIRCP) 

2.2c.(4) Jose Oseguera A C 

51 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding and a 
Route Adoption:  
03 – Placer County 
State Route 89 / Fanny Bridge Community Revitalization 
Project 
Realign portion of SR 89 with a replacement bridge. 
(FEIR) (FLAP) 
(Related Item under Tab 52.)  

2.2c (5) Jose Oseguera A C 

52 Request to Approve a Route Adoption as a conventional high-
way at: 
--03-Pla-89-PM R8.2/R8.5 
On Route 89 from 0.3 mile north of Granlibakken Road to 0.1 
mile west of Fairway Drive, in the county of Placer. 
(Related Item under Tab 51.)  

2.3a. Stephen Maller 
Tim Craggs 

A D 

 SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS REQUESTS 
53 Request of $3,646,000 in additional construction support funds 

to complete the construction contract for a highway widening 
project on Route 138 in San Bernardino County.  This results in 
an increase of 51.7 percent over the current construction 
support allocation.  (STIP) (PPNO 0239D) 

2.5e.(1) Stephen Maller 
John Bulinski 

A D 

54 Request of $850,000 in additional funds to complete the 
construction contract for a project to install recycled water 
irrigation lines at various locations in San Diego County.  This 
results in an increase of 41.1 percent over the current 
allocation.  (SHOPP) (PPNO 1144) 

2.5e.(2) Stephen Maller 
Laurie Berman 

A D 

55 Request for $91,100,000 in additional funds for the Public 
Private Partnership, Presidio Parkway project on Route 101 in 
San Francisco County. (STIP/SLPP/SHOPP) (PPNO 0619P).  

2.5e.(3) Stephen Maller 
Kome Ajise 

A D 

 Supplemental Funds for Aeronautic Program Project  
56 Request of $88,000 in additional funds to award a 

construction contract for the Ruth Airport Overlay and Restripe 
Pavement project in Trinity County. This results in an increase 
of 20 percent over the current allocation.   
(CAAP-A&D) (Tri-7-14-1) 
(Related Item under Tab 44.)  

2.7b. Stephen Maller 
Gary Cathey 

A D 

 PROGRAM UPDATES 
 SHOPP Program  

57 SHOPP Amendment Request:  
--Add 31 new projects into the 2014 SHOPP.  

2.1a.(1) Rick Guevel 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 
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58 SHOPP Amendment Request:  
--Add 25 new projects into the 2016 SHOPP.  
--Revise 4 projects currently programmed in the 2016 SHOPP. 
(Related Item under Tab 67)  

2.1a.(2) Rick Guevel 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

 STIP Program 
59 STIP Amendment Request: 

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Mateo 
City/County Council of Governments (C/CAG) and the San 
Mateo County Transportation Authority are proposing to 
program an AB 3090 cash reimbursement project  
(PPNO 0690B) in order to use local funds for construction of 
the US 101/ Willow Road Interchange project (PPNO 0690A) 
in San Mateo County, with later reimbursement over a two 
year period beginning in FY 2019-20. 

2.1a.(3) 
 

Teresa Favila 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

60 STIP Amendment for Notice: 
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Mateo 
City/County Council of Governments (C/CAG) and the San 
Mateo County Transportation Authority are proposing to 
program an AB 3090 cash reimbursement project  
(PPNO 0668B) in order to use local funds for construction of 
the SR 92/SR 82 Interchange Improvements - Phase 1 project 
(PPNO 0668A) in San Mateo County, with later reimbursement 
over a two year period beginning in FY 2019-20. 

2.1b.(1) Teresa Favila 
Bruce De Terra 

I D 

 Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) Allocation Amendment for Action 
61 The San Diego Association of Governments request to amend 

Project 74.9 (Santa Margarita River Bridge and Double Track 
project (PPNO 2006) to de-allocate $1,300,000 in TCRP 
savings and transfer to Project 74.11 (Elvira to Morena Double 
Track project (PPNO T7411), both in San Diego County. 
(Related Item under Tab 75.)   

2.1a.(4)/ 
2.5t.(1b) 

Dawn Cheser 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

 Right of Way Program 
62 Airspace Leases 

Presentation of proposed Airspace Leases with the Transbay 
Joint Powers Authority and Golden Gate Bridge and Highway 
Transportation District. 

2.4c. Stephen Maller 
Jennifer S. Lowden 

I D 

 Active Transportation Program 
63 Active Transportation Program Policy on Project Amendments 

and Advance Project Allocations 
4.23 Laurie Waters A C 

64 Update on the Status of Cycle 3 of 2017 Active Transportation 
Program 

4.6 Laurie Waters I C 

65 Adoption of the 2017 Active Transportation Program  
Guidelines MPO Competitive Component for Southern  
California Association of Governments 

4.7 Laurie Waters A C 

 ALLOCATIONS 
 SHOPP Allocations 

66 Request of $725,252,000 for 70 SHOPP projects. 
(Related Item under Tab 76.)   

2.5b.(1) Rick Guevel 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

67 Request of $3,475,000 for the State administered 
Environmental Mitigation at Tom Lantos Tunnels (Devil’s Slide) 
Bypass project, in San Mateo County.  
(SHOPP) (PPNO 1452M) 
(Related Item under Tab 58)  

2.5b.(2) Rick Guevel 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

 STIP Allocations  
68 Request of $3,067,000 for the State administered Follow Up 

Landscaping project on Route 12, in Sonoma County. (STIP) 
(PPNO 0789F) 

2.5c.(1) Teresa Favila 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

69 Request of $8,793,000 for 24 locally administered STIP 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring projects.  

2.5c.(3) Teresa Favila 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 
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 AB 3090 Allocations 

70 Request of $2,584,000 for the locally administered AB 3090 
Reimbursement project in Placer County, on the State 
Highway System. (STIP) (PPNO 4679A) 

2.5c.(4) Teresa Favila 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

 Projects with Costs that Exceed 20 Percent of the Programmed Amount 
71 Request of $3,963,000 for one project to upgrade the Metal 

Beam Guardrail at various locations in Alameda County. This 
is an adjustment of 66.7 percent over the original programmed 
amount. (SHOPP) (PPNO 0107J) 

2.5d. Stephen Maller 
Bijan Sartipi 

A D 

 Proposition 1B TCIF Project Allocations  
72 Request of $2,113,000 for the locally administered Project 120 

(Monte Vista Avenue Grade Separation at UPRR), in San 
Bernardino County.  (TCIF) (PPNO 1190)  
(Related Item under Tab 26.) 

2.5g.(5) Dawn Cheser 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

 Traffic Congestion Reduction Program (TCRP) Allocations  
73 Request of $8,000,000 in Tier 1 funding for Project 39 - I-405 

Carpool Lane I-10 to US 101- Northbound, in Los Angeles 
County. (TCRP) (PPNO 0851G) 

2.5t.(1a) Dawn Cheser 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

74 Request of $50,000,000 in Tier 2 funding for Project 115 -
South LRT extension; Meadowview to Calvine project, in 
Sacramento County. (TCRP) (PPNO 3L05) 

2.5t.(2a) Dawn Cheser 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

75 Request of $2,752,000 in Tier 2 funding for Project 74.11- 
Elvira to Morena Double Track project, in San Diego County. 
(TCRP) (PPNO T7411) 
(Related Item under Tab 61.)  

2.5t.(2b) Dawn Cheser 
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Project Allocations 
76 Request of $11,962,000 for 33 Active Transportation Program 

projects. 
(Related Item under Tab 66.)   

2.5w.(1) Laurie Waters 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Project Advancement 
77 Request of $225,000 for the Santa Cruz Safe Routes to 

School Crossing Improvement Program project, programmed 
in FY 18-19, in Santa Cruz County. (ATP) (PPNO 2669B) 

2.5w.(2) Laurie Waters 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

 TIME EXTENSION REQUESTS     
 Contract Award Time Extension     

78 Request to extend the period of contract award for two 
SHOPP projects, per Resolution G-13-07 

2.8b.(1) Rick Guevel  
Bruce De Terra 

A D 

79 Request to extend the contract award for four Active 
Transportation Projects, per ATP Guidelines. 

2.8b.(2) Laurie Water 
Rihui Zhang 

A D 

80 Request to extend the period of contract award for Cameron 
Park Airport District, Runway Crack Repair and Slurry Seal.  
Aeronautic – A&D Program project, El Dorado County, per 
Aeronautics Guidelines Resolution G–14–03. 
(A&D) (ED-6-14-1) 

2.8b.(3) Dawn Cheser 
Gary Cathey 

A D 

 OTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT 6.    
 ADJOURN IN MEMORY OF FORMER COMMISSIONER MARIAN BERGESON 
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Highway Financial Matters 
 
$ 732,690,000 Total SHOPP/Minor  Requested for Allocation 
$ 14,444,000 Total STIP Requested for Allocation 
$ 60,752,000 Total TCRP Requested for Allocation 
$ 2,113,000 Total TCIF Requested for Allocation 
$ 12,187,000 Total ATP Requested for Allocation 
$ 95,596,000 Total Supplemental Funds Requested for Allocation 
$ 917,782,000 Sub-Total Project Funds Requested for Allocation 
 
$ 119,831,000 Delegated Allocations  
$1,037,782,000 Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations 
 
$ 946,513,000 Total Value 
 
Total Jobs Created: 18,677 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced) 
 
Total Jobs Lost: 0 (Projects eliminated from programs) 
 
($61,621) Total Proposition 1B Bond De-Allocations Requested. 

 

 

Aeronautic Financial Matters 
 
$ 88,000 Total A&D Requested for Allocation 
$ 120,000 Total Supplemental Requested for Allocation 
$ 208,000 Total State Allocations 

 



District County Route PPNO EA Project Description
Allocation
Amount

List of Projects Going Forward for CTC Allocation
August 2016  CTC Meeting

Proj
No

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-16-01

01 HUM 101 2384 41500 Near Orick, from 0.3 mile north of Big Lagoon Bridge to 0.3 mile south of
Prairie Creek Park Undercrossing. Rehabilitate 37 lane miles of pavement with
asphalt overlay to extend pavement service life and improve ride quality.  Also,
upgrade pedestrian ADA ramps and reconstruct guard rail.

$19,389,0001

01 HUM 101 2341 0B430 Near Big Lagoon, from 1.9 to 2.2 miles north of Georgia Pacific Road.
Permanent restoration of Spring 2011 storm damage at one location.  Repair
slip-out by extending existing soldier pile retaining wall 200 feet in both
directions, constructing new 100 foot soldier pile wall, and reconstructing
roadway and embankment.

$7,452,0002

01 HUM 169 2342 0B440 Near Weitchpec, from 0.6 mile west of Miners Creek Bridge to Rock Chute
Creek Bridge. Permanent restoration of Spring 2011 storm damage at three
locations.  Repair slip-outs with rock buttresses, drainage repairs, piles, and
roadway reconstruction.

$5,880,0003

01 HUM 254 0046D 43060 Near Phillipsville, from Ohman Creek Bridge to Bear Creek Bridge at various 
locations.   Upgrade bridge rails and widen shoulders to current standards and
to accommodate bicycles and pedestrians at four bridge locations.

$3,827,0004

01 LAK 20 3086 0B120 Near Lucerne, from 0.1 mile west of Sayre Avenue to 1.1 miles west of Route
53. Upgrade curb ramps and sidewalks at 55 locations to meet current
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.

$1,229,0005

01 MEN 101 4600 40281 Near Willits and Leggett, from 4.3 miles north of Baechtel Creek Bridge to 0.1
mile south of Cummings Road. Rehabilitate 29 culvert systems by cleaning,
replacing, paving inverts, upgrading overside drains, replacing headwalls, 
placing rock slope protection repair or replace horizontal drain collectors or
other measures; also improve fish passage barrier at Ten Mile Creek by
installing a rock weir and placing cable railings.

$3,379,0006

01 MEN 101 4551 0B510 Near Leggett, at 0.1 mile north of Jitney Gulch Bridge. Permanent restoration
of Spring 2011 storm damage at one location.  Repair slides and slip-out with
a concrete crib wall.

$2,383,0007

01 MEN 162 4554 0B540 Near Dos Rios, at 1.2 miles west of Middle Fork Eel River Bridge and at 2.8
miles east of Sand Bank Creek. Permanent restoration of storm damage slip-
out that occurred in Spring 2011 at 2 locations.  Halt slope movement by
reconstructing the roadway, replacing culvert, improving surface drainage, and
performing sub-surface dewatering.

$2,930,0008

02 LAS 395 3464 4E420 In Sierra (PM R0.0/R3.1) and Lassen (PM R0.0/5.6) Counties, from Nevada
State line to 1 mile north of Route 70; also, on Route 70 from PM 3.5 to 3.9.
Rehabilitate 34.2 lane miles of pavement to extend pavement service life and
improve ride quality.  Project will overlay pavement, upgrade nine culverts,
install approach slabs at eight locations, rehabilitate four bridges with
polyester concrete overlay, install one intelligent transportation system (ITS)

$11,512,0009

02 PLU 70 3212 2C090 Near Quincy, from 0.6 mile west to 0.5 mile east of Spring Garden Bridge
Overhead No. 09-0062. Rehabilitate the existing structure by replacing the
bridge deck, widening to make shoulders standard, retrofitting the sub-
structure, and installing standard bridge rail.

$13,545,00010

02 SIS 5 3514 4F58U Near Hornbrook, from Klamath River Road Undercrossing to 0.4 mile north of
Klamath River Road Undercrossing. Strengthen two structures to meet permit
load carrying requirements, replace bridge rails at 4 locations, and replace
approach slabs at four bridge locations.

$8,700,00011
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02 SIS 96 3473 4E650 Near Seiad Valley, at various locations from 0.1 mile west of Thompson Creek
Bridge (No. 02-0069) to 0.2 mile east of Beaver Creek Bridge (No. 02-0081).
Replace existing bridge rails with new railing that meets current standards at
three bridge locations, widen bridges to provide shoulders, replace asphalt on
existing deck at Seiad Creek Bridge No. 02-0072 with polyester overlay, install
joint seals at two bridges, and place bridge approach guardrailing.

$11,080,00012

02 TEH 36 3533 4G03U Near Mineral, from Little Giant Mill Road to 0.7 mile west of Diamond Road.
realigning highway curves, improving drainage facilities and clear recovery
zone, increasing shoulder widths, and installing guard rail to reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

$14,000,00013

02 TRI 299 3540 4G380 Near Salyer, from Humboldt County Line to 0.6 mile east of Gray Creek Road.
Rehabilitate 18 lane miles of pavement to extend pavement service life and
improve ride quality.  The project will remove and replace localized areas of
failed pavement, grind, overlay with rubberized asphalt, rehabilitate or replace
culverts, and upgrade curb ramps, guardrail and end treatments.

$7,658,00014

03 SAC 5 5847 4F440 In Sacramento, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Solano, and Yolo Counties, on
Routes 5, 50, and 80 at various locations. Upgrade 33 Changeable Message
Sign (CMS) panels to LED technology to reduce maintenance of failing bulbs,
improve electrical efficiency, and increase visibility.  Six of these locations will
include replacement of the steel sign structure to make standard, and 
construct maintenance vehicle pullouts at six locations to improve worker

$6,703,00015

03 SUT 99 8375 1F970 In Butte and Sutter Counties, in and near Yuba City, from Bogue Road to
Pease Road and at various locations.   Install a traffic signal at Hunn Road,
extend two right-turn lanes, upgrade Traffic Operation System (TOS) elements
by installing two changeable message signs, upgrading existing traffic signal
communication systems, and upgrading vehicle and pedestrian sensors and
signals, and reconstruct existing ADA curb ramps.

$3,951,00016

03 YUB 20 9582 1E760 In Marysville, from 1.0 mile east of Feather River Bridge to F Street; also on
Route 70 from 4th Street to 5th Street (PM 14.3 to 14.4).  Make traffic
operational improvements to decrease delay and congestion by removing
median islands and replacing with left-turn pockets, and modifying signals.

$4,949,00017

04 ALA 13 0124J 2G481 In Berkeley, from Shattuck Avenue to 7th Street.   Upgrade 15 pedestrian
facilities (curb ramps and sidewalks) to make compliant with the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA).

$1,667,00018

04 ALA 580 0133H 4H260 In Oakland, from Fruitvale Avenue to Champion Street  and between Harold
Street and Montana Street, at the Fruitvale Park and Ride Lot.   Upgrade 10
pedestrian facilities (ramps, sidewalks, and ped. signal heads) to make
compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Also install new bike
lockers, resurface asphalt lot, improve lighting, install new irrigation system
and replace chain link fence.

$2,379,00019

04 ALA 880 0039A 1SS44 Near Hayward, at Hacienda Avenue Overcrossing and the Hacienda Avenue
Pump Station. Permanent restoration of pump station by installing pipe liner
and reconstructing an existing discharge box.  Also, Construct gravel
maintenance access road and reconstruct irrigation system.

$560,00020

04 CC 680 0333M 3A87A In and near Martinez, at Mococo Overhead .   Perform a 4-year environmental
mitigation plant establishment period maintenance and care as a required
condition of the US Fish and Wildlife Services permit on completed project EA
3A870.

$724,00021

04 MRN 1 0209R 2G890 Near Muir Beach, 2.1 miles north of Muir Woods Road.   Permanent restoration
of active landslide storm damage.  Construct soldier pile tie-back retaining
wall, reconstruct roadway, and improve the existing drainage.  Project includes
mitigation work to be performed by Golden Gate National Recreation Area
(GGNRA).

$6,053,00022
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04 MRN 1 0326A 20950 Near Valley Ford, from 0.4 mile south to 0.2 mile north of Estero Americano
Bridge No. 27-0028; also in Sonoma county (PM 0.0 to 0.2).   Replace
structurally deficient structure with new bridge and retaining walls using
standard lane and shoulder widths.  New bridge and approaches will be
constructed at higher elevation to prevent over-topping and roadway flooding.
Project also includes willow cutting harvesting, willow propagation and

$14,737,00023

04 MRN Var. 0273P 4A670 In Marin, Napa and Sonoma Counties, on various routes at various locations.
Upgrade curb ramps and sidewalks at 8 locations to meet current Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.

$716,00024

04 SCL 9 0387R 2G960 Near Saratoga, at 0.3 mile south of Sanborn Road.  Permanent restoration of
storm damaged roadway and embankment. Reconstruct roadway, construct
retaining wall and concrete barrier, widen shoulders, and modify the existing
drainage system.

$2,252,00025

04 SCL 130 0500C 2G990 Near San Jose, from 0.1 mile east of Crothers Road to 0.06 mile west of
Clayton Road. Permanent restoration of 2011 storm damaged roadway and
embankment. Construct 200 foot soldier pile retaining wall, widen shoulders,
reconstruct asphalt curbs, construct concrete barrier and place asphalt
overlay.

$1,791,00026

04 SCL 152 0485U 2A441 Near Gilroy, at 5.2 miles east of Route 152/Canada Road intersection (off the
state highway and adjacent to Canada Road).   Environmental mitigation
grading and planting offsite work in Doan Ranch Conservation Area to fulfill
mitigation requirements for projects EA 04-2A440 and 04-2A250.

$2,332,00027

04 SF 35 0639A 3J310 In the City and County of San Francisco, on Sloat Boulevard from Skyline
Boulevard to Route 1 (19th Avenue. Rehabilitate 7.2 lane miles of pavement
by grinding and resurfacing with rubberized asphalt to extend pavement
service life and improve ride quality. Also, upgrade curb ramps to meet current
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.

$4,861,00028

04 SF 35 0158K 4H753 In the City and County of San Francisco, on Sloat Boulevard from 36th Avenue
to 21st Avenue at various locations. Install High Intensity Activated Crosswalk
(HAWK) beacons at 5 intersection locations, including upgrading curb ramps
and sidewalks to meet current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
requirements.  These pedestrian enhancements will reduce the number and
severity of collisions.

$561,00029

04 SF 101 0832J 3E601 In the City and County of San Francisco, on Van Ness Avenue from Mission
Street to Lombard Street.   Rehabilitate pavement with rubberized asphalt to
extend the pavement service life and improve ride quality; also, upgrade
existing curb ramps to meet current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
requirements.  These improvements will be made with construction of the Van
Ness Corridor Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) improvements.

$7,300,00030

04 SF 280 0608K 2A490 In the City and County of San Francisco, from 0.5 mile north of Route 280/101
Separation to 0.2 mile south of 20th street at Southern Freeway Viaduct 
(Bridge No. 34-0046). Rehabilitation of existing structure by reconstructing
bridge deck drainage and concrete barrier rail and placing polyester concrete
overlay to improve deck drainage and eliminate low-area ponding.

$9,332,00031

04 SOL 80 0481C 4G960 In and near Vallejo, Fairfield and Vacaville, from Route 29 to Alamo Drive; also
in Vallejo on Route 37 at Route 80 (PM R11.45). Improve highway worker
safety by paving ramp gore areas. This project will reduce the amount of work
required for landscape maintenance and therefore reduce worker exposure to
traffic.

$3,003,00032

04 SOL 80 0832G 4G510 Near Vacaville, at Meridian Road Overcrossing No. 23-0147 and Midway Road
Overcrossing No. 23-0148.   Seismic retrofit for Meridian Road Overcrossing
and replacement of the Midway Road Overcrossing to improve structure
resistance to earthquakes and minimize the potential for collapse. Retrofit
work will include polyester overlay, reconstruct barrier rail, construct approach
slabs, improve existing drainage system and reconstruct deck overhang.

$11,828,00033

Page 3



District County Route PPNO EA Project Description
Allocation
Amount

List of Projects Going Forward for CTC Allocation
August 2016  CTC Meeting

Proj
No

04 SOL 780 0832D 4G450 In and near Vallejo, at Laurel Street Overcrossing No. 23-0119.  Replace the
structure to upgrade the minimum vertical clearance that meets current
transportation permit requirement and address the deteriorating condition.

$9,534,00034

04 SON 1 0753R 3G080 Near Fort Ross, at 2.6 miles south of Fort Ross Road.   Permanent restoration
of landslide complex that damaged roadway and slope. Construct a two-tier
soil nail retaining wall system, shift and widen roadway and shoulder.

$8,850,00035

04 SON 12 8315S 3G720 In and near Santa Rosa, at the Route 12/101 Interchange (Route 101 PM
19.5/20.1).  Improve highway worker safety by paving 21 miscellaneous
roadside and ramp gore areas and install five Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts
(MVP's).  This project will reduce the amount of work required for landscape
maintenance and therefore reduce worker exposure to traffic.

$1,745,00036

04 SON 101 0480G 0J640 In and near Windsor and Healdsburg, from Old Redwood Highway to Route
128.  Rehabilitating 56.4 lane miles of distressed pavement to improve safety
and ride quality. Crack and seat existing concrete pavement before asphalt 
overlay, overlay ramps, improve drainage systems, reconstruct embankment,
upgrade guard rails, replace median concrete barrier, reconstruct bridge
approach slabs and upgrade nine ADA curb ramps.

$71,132,00037

05 MON 101 2312 0T990 Near King City, from Central Avenue to 0.7 mile south of Teague Avenue; also 
from 0.1 mile north of Teague Avenue to Lagomarsino Avenue. Remove fixed
objects in clear recovery zone, eliminating threat of falling trees and debris in
the roadway in order to reduce the number and severity of collisions and
improve safety for highway workers.

$2,012,00038

05 SBT 156 2434 1C870 In and near San Juan Bautista, from Route 101 to The Alameda.   Rehabilitate
14.8 lane miles of pavement to extend pavement surface and improve ride 
quality and upgrade barrier railing, reconstruct asphalt curbs and upgrade curb
ramps to meet current ADA standards.

$6,098,00039

05 SBT 156 2430 1C840 In and near Hollister, from 0.5 mile west of Hudner Overhead to the Santa
Clara County line.   Rehabilitate 18.2 lane miles of pavement to extend 
pavement surface and improve ride quality with rubberized asphalt and
upgrade barrier railing, reconstruct asphalt curbs and upgrade curb ramps to
meet current ADA standards.

$7,103,00040

05 SCR 1 2358 1C100 In and near the city of Santa Cruz, on Route 1,  also on Route 17 (PM 0.0/6.3)
at various locations.   Relocate electrical and irrigation boxes, place pavement
delineation at interchanges, install maintenance access gates, construct
maintenance vehicle pullouts, improve drainage and remove non-mountable
curb to improve safety for highway workers at 42 locations.

$2,050,00041

05 SLO 41 2588 1G150 Near Atascadero, from 0.3 mile west of Homestead Road to Route 46.
Rehabilitate 42.9 lane miles of pavement to extend pavement surface and
improve ride quality.

$14,526,00042

06 TUL 65 6654 0Q260 Near Porterville, from south of Henderson Avenue to Route 137. Rehabilitate
pavement by digging out and patching failed areas of pavement with asphalt
to extend service life and improve ride quality and construct curb ramps to
comply with ADA standards.

$9,804,00043

07 LA 1 4491 29080 In the cities of Signal Hill and Long Beach, from Santiago Avenue to Route
1/710 Separation. Upgrade curb ramps and sidewalks at 182 locations to meet
current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements and upgrade traffic
signalization at intersections. 

$5,091,00044

07 LA 5 4728 30550 In the cities of Los Angeles and Glendale, from Route 710/5 Separation to
Route 134/5 Separation. Install concrete barrier and Midwest Guardrail System
(MGS) at 66 locations and reconstruct asphalt curbs, modify drainage systems
and place vegetation control throughout locations as needed to reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

$4,845,00045
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07 LA 5 4733 30600 In and near the cities of Los Angeles and Santa Clarita, from 0.1 mile north of
Balboa Boulevard Overcrossing to S5-N14 Connector Overcrossing; also on
Route 14, from Route 14/5 Separation Overhead to 0.1 mile south of Sierra
Highway Undercrossing. Reconstruct concrete barriers, stabilize slope, improve
drainage, and install lighting systems to improve traffic safety, traffic flow and
for the protective betterment of the roadway and to reduce the number and 

$6,659,00046

07 LA 57 4675 30030 In Diamond Bar, from Diamond Bar Boulevard to State Street at various
locations; also, on Route 210 in Irwindale, Azusa, and Glendora, from
Irwindale Avenue to Route 57 at various locations.   Pave bridge abutment
slopes at nine locations to stabilize soil and reduce sediment transport into
drainage inlets.

$2,266,00047

07 LA 105 4723 30500 In and near the cities of Los Angeles and Hawthorne, from 0.1 mile west of
W105-S1 Connector Overcrossing to Inglewood Avenue Undercrossing. Treat
the bridge deck at various locations to prolong concrete deck life, replace joint
seals, repair minor deck spalls, and remove and replace striping.

$4,320,00048

07 LA 118 4684 30210 In the city and county of Los Angeles, from Ventura County line to Route 210;
also on Route 27 (Topanga Canyon Boulevard) from Devonshire Street to
Route 118.   Rehabilitate 65.0 lane miles of roadway to extend pavement
surface life and improve ride quality. Replace approach slabs and upgrade
curb ramps to meet current ADA standards.

$31,477,00049

07 LA 405 3821 25710 In and near the cities of Long Beach and Los Angeles, from 0.2 mile south of
Atherton Street Undercrossing to 0.2 mile north of National Boulevard
Undercrossing and from Ventura Boulevard Undercrosssing to Route 5/405
Separation Upgrade communications system to fiber optic cable and connect 
to 28 Transportation Management System (TMS) field elements.

$7,811,00050

07 LA 405 4567 3X870 In and near Hawthorne, from El Segundo Boulevard Undercrossing to N405-
E105 Connector Separation. Reconstruct distressed roadway, reconstruct
approach slabs and construct two soldier pile retaining walls to restore
embankment.

$16,327,00051

07 LA VAR 3323 24070 In Los Angeles and Ventura Counties in various cities and spot locations on
various routes.  Install and upgrade 21 Highway Advisory Radio (HAR) systems
and upgrade 84 flashing beacons to improve 50 Transportation Management
System (TMS) field elements.

$7,824,00052

07 VEN 33 4725 30520 Near Ojai, near North Fork Matilija Creek Bridge.  Construct soil nail wall 26
feet high and 500 feet long.  Install concrete barrier along the northbound
shoulder and construct rock weir system. The project is necessary to prevent
further erosion and preserve the environment for fish habitat.

$8,435,00053

08 RIV 15 9991C 0G770 In and near Corona, Lake Elsinore, Wildomar, Murrieta, and Temecula, from
San Diego County Line to 0.2 mile north of Route 91. Install 128
Transportation Management System (TMS) field elements to improve the
distribution of real time traffic information and the safety of the traveling
public.

$22,063,00054

08 RIV VAR 0012H 1C630 In Riverside and San Bernardino Counties, on various routes.  Replace 24 field
weather systems and highway advisor radio elements.  Also upgrade the 
software to improve distribution of real time traffic information and help crews
respond to changing road conditions.

$2,933,00055

08 SBD 15 3001G 0G842 Near Barstow, at Clyde V. Kane Safety Roadside Rest Area.  Restoration of
Roadside Rest Area to meet the needs of increased capacity and current
standards. Construct two comfort station buildings, reconstruct, expand and
modernize existing facilities.

$10,166,00056

08 SBD 40 0207J 0R120 In and near Barstow, from Route 15/40 interchange to 1.4 miles east of Fort
Cady Road Overcrossing. Regrade median to a flatter cross slope to reduce the
number and severity of cross centerline collisions. 

$20,985,00057
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08 SBD 210 0195M 0E551 In San Bernardino county, at various locations. Install 8 Transportation
Management System (TMS) field elements to improve the distribution of real
time traffic information and the safety of the traveling public.

$3,400,00058

09 MNO 395 6550 35610 In Mono County, at the Crestview Maintenance Station (L5705). Construct new
equipment storage building and fire suppression system.

$3,284,00059

10 SJ 99 3103 1C421 In and near Stockton, from 0.3 mile south to 0.3 mile north of Arch Road (PM
14.3 to 14.9); and 0.3 mile north of Main Street to Hammer Lane (PM 18.4 to
23.0). Implement an integrated Intelligent Transportation System (ITS). 
Install two ramp metering systems, Closed Circuit TV (CCTV) systems,
Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MPV's) and CHP enforcement areas at the Arch
Road ramps, and install 4.6 miles of fiber optic cable from PM 18.4 to 23.0.

$4,858,00060

10 STA 99 3109 0Y620 In Modesto, from north of East Hatch Road to Tuolumne Road; also in Merced
at various locations. Relocate 13 overhead freeway guide signs out of the clear
recovery zone to reduce the number and severity of collisions.  Also, modify
electrical and illumination systems, and install necessary crash cushion/energy
attenuation devices.

$5,746,00061

10 TUO 49 3108 0Y220 In and near Sonora, from north of Bell Mooney Road to north of North
Washington Street; also on Route 108 at various locations.  Upgrade guardrail
and end treatments to standard, upgrade the truck turning radius at one
location, install concrete barrier transitions, and remove and replace two traffic
signal poles.  This project will reduce the number and severity of collisions.

$1,859,00062

11 IMP 8 0558 41851 Near El Centro, from 0.5 mile west of Route 111 to 0.6 mile west of Anderholt
Road; also from 0.5 mile east of East Highline Canal Bridge to 0.8 mile west of
Route 98 (PM R55.0/R65.0). Rehabilitate 56.5 miles of roadway to extend
pavement service life and improve ride quality.

$108,307,00063

11 IMP 8 0559 41852 Near Winterhaven, from 0.7 mile west of Ogilby Road overcrossing to 0.7 mile
west of Route 186/8 Separation.   Rehabilitate 27.6 miles of pavement to
extend pavement service life and improve ride quality.

$63,669,00064

11 SD 8 1061 40860 In the city of San Diego, from Nimitz Boulevard to 0.2 mile west of Presidio
Park Overcrossing.   Rehabilitate 21.0 lane miles of pavement to extend
pavement surface and improve ride quality and install concrete barrier at 5
locations.

$8,931,00065

11 SD 76 1020 40570 Near Rincon, from 0.2 mile west of Rincon Springs Road to 0.1 mile west of
Water Mountain Road.   Realign Valley Center Road and Route 76, construct
roundabout and apply high friction surface treatment to increase safety and
reduce the number and severity of collisions.

$8,589,00066

11 SD 78 1170 42160 In San Marcos, from 0.1 mile east of Twin Oaks Valley Road overcrossing to
0.2 mile east of Woodland Parkway undercrossing. Construct
eastbound/westbound auxiliary lanes to improve highway operations and
mobility.

$10,627,00067

12 ORA 5 4527A 0H530 In the cities of San Juan Capistrano and Irvine, at S1-N5 Connector
Overcrossing No. 55-0620F and at Bee Canyon Bridge No. 55-0031.  Replace
bridge deck at one location and upgrade/replace 365 feet of bridge railing to
meet current standards for two locations.

$2,320,00068

12 ORA 39 3184 0H270 In Stanton, from 0.1 mile south of Bever Place to 0.1 mile north of Stanton
Storm Channel. Rehabilitate existing drainage system to prevent flooding.
Install a 36 inch concrete culvert along north side of Route 39, also construct
11 new curb drains and upgrade 7 curb ramps with some replacement of curb 
and sidewalk. 

$3,353,00069
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12 ORA 55 3401A 0M500 In Newport Beach, Costa Mesa, Santa Ana, Tustin, Orange and Anaheim, from
0.9 mile north of Route 1 to Route 55/91 Separation at various locations.
Repair and replace highway safety devices at 142 locations in the clear
recovery zone to meet current standards for the reduction in number and
severity of collisions.

$17,590,00070

$725,252,000Total70 Projects

2.5b.(2) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-16-06

04 SM 1 1452M 2K910 Near Pacifica, at the Tom Lantos Tunnels. As a result of changed site
conditions and drought, perform outstanding environmental mitigation
commitments made with permitting agencies as part of construction of the
Devil's Slide Tunnels Bypass project.  Initial offsite mitigation work was
performed, but monitoring documented a decline in local California Red-
Legged Frog population related to drought and water table changes.  As a

$3,475,0001

$3,475,000Total1 Projects

2.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Project On the State Highway System Resolution FP-16-02

04 SON 101 0789F 264H6 In Sonoma County on Route 12, from South Santa Rosa Overhead to Route
12/101 Separation and at various locations on Route 101. Construct follow-up
landcaping.

$3,067,0001

$3,067,000Total1 Projects

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-16-03

01 DN 199 1032 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $44,0001

01 LAK 3002P Planning, Programming and Monitoring $68,0002

01 MEN 4002P Planning, Programming and Monitoring $145,0003

02 PLU 2057 Planning, programming and monitoring $77,0004

03 BUT 0L16 Planning, programming and monitoring $202,0005

03 NEV 0L83 Planning, programming and monitoring. $107,0006

03 Sac VARIOUS Planning, Programming and Monitoring $1,114,0007

04 ALA 2179 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $886,0008

04 CC 2011O Planning, Programming and Monitoring $609,0009

04 MRN 2127C Planning, Programming and Monitoring $206,00010

04 NAP 1003E Planning, Programming and Monitoring $110,00011

04 SCL 2255 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $1,053,00012

04 SF 2007 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $447,00013

04 SF VARIOUS Planning, Programming and Monitoring. $632,00014

04 SM 2140A Planning, Programming and Monitoring $462,00015
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04 SOL 2263 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $274,00016

04 SON 0770E Planning, Programming and Monitoring $343,00017

07 VEN 9002 Ongoing Transportation Planning, Programming, and Monitoring activities. $413,00018

09 INY 1010 Planning, Programming and Monitoring. $200,00019

09 MNO 2003 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $135,00020

10 ALP A1950 Planning, Programming and Monitoring. $19,00021

10 CAL C1950 Planning, Programming and Monitoring. $53,00022

10 TUO 0452 Planning, Programming and Monitoring. $89,00023

11 SD 7402 Planning, Programming and Monitoring $1,105,00024

$8,793,000Total24 Projects

2.5c.(4) AB 3090 Reimbursement for STIP Projects Resolution FP-16-04

03 PLA 28 4679A 0C930 $2,584,0001

$2,584,000Total1 Projects

2.5d. Allocation for Project with Costs That Exceed the Programmed Amount by More Than 20 Percent Resolution FP-16-05

04 ALA Var. 0107J 2G502 In Alameda County, on Routes 13, 24, 80, 84, and 880 at various locations.
Upgrade guardrail end treatments and transition railing, and construct
concrete anchor blocks and concrete barrier to make standard and reduce the
number and severity of collisions at 58 locations. 

$3,963,0001

$3,963,000Total1 Projects

2.5e.(1) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects Resolution FA-16-01

08 SBD 138 0239D 3401U In Wrightwood, from Phelan Road to Junction Route 15.  Widen from 2 to 4
lanes and construct 4 foot median buffer.

$3,646,0001

$3,646,000Total1 Projects

2.5e.(2) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects Resolution FA-16-02

11 SD 52 1144 42100 In the city of San Diego, at west of Convoy Street; also, on Route 805 (PM
1.3/3.3) and Route 905 (PM 5.0/5.6). Construct drought related recycled water
conversion system.

$850,0001

$850,000Total1 Projects

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

01 Men 101 4648 0G340 Near Piercy, at 0.4 mile north of Jitney Gulch Bridge. During a period of heavy
rainfall from March 11 through 13, 2016 numerous slides at this location
caused temporary road closure on six occasions.  An emergency proclamation 
was issued by the Governor on April 19th.  This site has failures both above
and below the roadway surface.  The slip-out on the steep slope below
resulted in failure of the guardrail posts and undermining of the pavement up

$5,575,0001
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02 TRI 299 3658 2H530 Near Weaverville, at 1.3 miles east of Glennison Gap Road.  In February 2016
a slipout occurred caused by a series of early January storms and failed under-
drain system that had saturated the embankment. The slipout poses a threat
of roadway failure requiring immediate repairs. This project will implement
Geotechnical recommendation to construct a rock buttress, reconstruct the
roadway shoulder, reconstruct the existing under-drain system, and place new

$60,0002

03 ED 50 4127 1H690 Near Camino, from Braeburn Lane to Echo Summit. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality caused
by drought, insect infestation, and disease. And on April 14, 2016 California
Office of Emergency Services (OES) issued a mission task order directing the
Department to remove dead and dying vegetation within 100 feet of the
highway centerline in high hazard zones.  Maintenance crews are unable to

$3,300,0003

03 ED 193 3630 1H480 Near Placerville, at 2.0 miles north of South Fork American River Bridge. On
January 30, 2016 a slipout occurred causing partial failure of an existing
gabion-style retaining wall and extensive damage to the southbound lane.
The damage and resulting lane closure requires 24-hr one-way traffic control
for the remaining lane. Further roadway failure and traveler safety are at risk
if repairs are not completed. The project will repair the failed wall section and

$550,0004

03 Nev 20 3998 1H680 In Nevada and Placer Counties, from Harmony Ridge Road to Route 80. On
October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large
tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease. And on April
14, 2016 California Office of Emergency Services (OES) issued a mission task
order directing the Department to remove dead and dying vegetation within
100 feet of the highway centerline in high hazard zones.  Maintenance crews 

$2,900,0005

03 Pla 80 5118 1H760 Near Gold Run and Kingvale, from Magra Overcrossing to the Nevada County
line. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response
to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease. And
on April 14, 2016 California Office of Emergency Services (OES) issued a
mission task order directing the Department to remove dead and dying
vegetation within 100 feet of the highway centerline in high hazard zones.

$4,400,0006

03 Sie 49 7798 1H670 Near Camptonville, at 0.6 mile south of the North Fork Yuba River Bridge. On
May 3, 2016 a slip out was identified below the roadway that resulted in
pavement cracking and settlement in the southbound lane.  High intensity and
recurrent winter rains are considered a causing factor for the damage. 
Immediate action is necessary to prevent lane loss and protect travelers.  A
soldier pile retaining wall will be constructed, the roadway rebuilt, and

$1,600,0007

03 Sut 113 8504 1H660 Near Robbins at Varney Road. On April 29, 2016 a sinkhole was discovered on
the shoulder of this 2-lane highway.  Investigations revealed the sinkhole was
caused by a failed culvert under the roadway and developed after recent high-
intensity rain events.  The sinkhole extends under the traveled way and
immediate repair is necessary to prevent collapse and protect the traveling 
public.  This project will remove and replace the damaged culvert and repair

$500,0008

04 Ala Var. 1497E 1K480 In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties along 8 separate routes. On October
30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree
mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance
crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 443
trees have been identified as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been
classified as dead or having major structural deficiencies that are predisposed

$760,0009

04 Mrn 1 2S990 2K510 Near Stinson Beach, at 2.2 miles north of Panoramic Highway. During March
2016 storm events, a washout began along the roadway slope adjacent to
Bolinas Lagoon, part of a National Marine Sanctuary.  Later wave action in May
caused the slope washout to expand and is now undermining the southbound
lane.  Slope armoring can not be environmentally cleared without a protracted
schedule.  Shifting the roadway away from the slope is acceptable to the

$1,100,00010

04 Mrn Var. 1451B 2K250 In Lake, Marin, Napa, Solano and Sonoma Counties along 12 separate routes.
On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to
large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch,
approximately 897 trees have been identified as requiring removal.  Identified
trees have been classified as dead or having major structural deficiencies that

$3,400,00011
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04 SF 101 1498B 1K330 In the City and County of San Francisco, at Silver Avenue Overcrossing Bridge
No. 34-0032. On December 1, 2015 a truck on the local street overcrossing
collided with the structure railing and partially overturned.  The railing was
damaged beyond repair and the spilled truck load closed the congested  Route
101 roadway below for several hours. This project will place a new integrated
sidewalk and railing that meet current standards and the City's requirements

$012

04 SF Var. 1499M 1K840 In San Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara Counties along 17 separate
routes. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and 
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this
stretch, approximately 465 trees have been identified as requiring removal and
262 trees identified for trimming.  Identified trees for removal or trimming

$1,450,00013

04 Son 1 1450B 1K790 Near Jenner, at 0.4 mile north of Calle del Sol. During March 2016 storm
events, a slip out began that expanded in April due to ocean wave action.  The
expanded damage has undermined the southbound traffic lane.  One-way
traffic control is in place to keep the roadway open.  This project will install
temporary on-way signalization and provide a power source for the signal
system.  Follow-up emergency work is underway to develop design and obtain

$500,00014

06 Fre 168 6808 0V650 Near Shaver Lake, from 0.1 mile north of Beal Fire Road to end of Route at
Huntington Lake. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued
in response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this
area, approximately 3,000 trees have been identified by the district tree crew
supervisor as requiring removal. Identified trees have been classified as dead

$6,000,00015

06 Mad 41 6807 0V640 In Madera and Mariposa Counties, near Oakhurst, from PM 29.0 to 45.7 and
near Fish Camp at PM 0.0 to 4.9; also on Route 49 near Ahwahnee from PM
4.0 to 9.3. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this
area, approximately 2,400 trees have been identified by the district tree crew

$5,000,00016

06 Tul 245 6806 0V630 In Tulare and Fresno Counties near Sequoia National Park, from 20.5 miles
north of Route 201 to Route 180 (Fre 0.0/8.97). On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality caused
by drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 1,500 trees have been
identified by the district tree crew supervisor as requiring removal. Identified

$4,500,00017

07 LA 5 4929 4X640 In Commerce, at Rio Hondo Bridge No. 53-0639. On July 7, 2015 a homeless
encampment fire occurred directly under the bridge resulting in warped
girders, damaged bridge bearings, and concrete spalls.  Intense heat caused
settlement of the bridge deck and destroyed electrical fiber optic systems.
The project will repair or replace fire damaged bridge girders and bearings,
fiber optic systems, and will repaint the structure.  Supplemental Construction

$018

07 LA Var. 5099 4X910 In Los Angeles County, on Routes 5, 14, 118, 170, and 405 at various
postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this
stretch, approximately 780 trees have been identified by the landscape
specialist/arborist as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been classified

$2,000,00019

07 LA Var. 5100 4X920 In Los Angeles County, on Routes 2, 10, 57, 60, 71, 101, and 210 at various
postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in 
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this
stretch, approximately 1,378 trees have been identified by the landscape
specialist/arborist as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been classified

$3,500,00020

07 LA Var. 5102 4X940 In Los Angeles County, on Routes 134 and 210 at various postmiles. On
October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large
tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance
crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 914
trees have been identified by the landscape specialist/arborist as requiring
removal.  Identified trees have been classified as dead or having major 

$2,300,00021
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07 LA Var. 5057 4X950 In Los Angeles County, on Routes 5, 47, 91, 105, 110, 405, 605, and 710 at
various postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued
in response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In this
stretch, approximately 1,010 trees have been identified by the landscape
specialist/arborist as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been classified

$2,600,00022

07 VEN 101 4953 4X800 Near the city of Ventura, from 0.7 mile north of West Main Street to 0.1 mile
north of Dulah Road Undercrsossing; also on Route 1 from PM 21.5 to 23.3.
On December 25, 2015 the Solimar wildfire closed Routes 1 and 101 and
eventually burned 1,300 acres.  Fire damage included burned guardrail and
damaged roadway signs, culverts, drainage systems, and fencing.  This project
will repair fire damage by replacing these systems where necessary, clearing

$1,100,00023

07 Ven Var. 5101 4X930 In Ventura and Los Angeles Counties, on Ventura Routes 1, 101, 103, 150,
118 and on Los Angeles Route 1 at various postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality caused
by drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 718 trees have been
identified by the landscape specialist/arborist as requiring removal.  Identified

$1,800,00024

09 Iny 395 2626 36760 At Coso Junction Safety Roadside Rest Area (SRRA).   Prior to Memorial Day
weekend 2016, the leach field failed and backed-up sewage into the facility
causing full closure of the SRRA.  Portable toilets are not considered to be a
good long or short term alternative due to high volume demand of the facility.
The facility remains closed, and traditional project delivery and contract
process would require the SRRA to remain closed for 2 to 3 years.  This

$390,00025

10 Cal 4 3200 1G560 Near Murphys and Arnold, from PM 27.7 to 63.0. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality caused
by drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 900 trees have been
identified by the district tree maintenance crew as requiring removal.
Identified trees have been classified as dead or having major structural

$1,360,00026

10 Mpa 140 3186 1G430 Near the town of Mariposa, on Route 140 at PM 20.0 to 21.5 and PM 22.0 to
51.8; also on Route 49 at PM 0.3 to 9.0. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's
Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality caused by
drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 700 trees have been
identified by the district tree maintenance crew as requiring removal.

$1,260,00027

10 SJ 5 3197 1G540 Near Tracy, at 0.2 mile south of Route 33. On May 31, 2016 a large sink hole
was found requiring closure of the northbound traffic lanes and subsequent
traffic detour.  The 25 foot deep by 15 foot wide sinkhole was located above
an irrigation pipe culvert abandoned in 2008.  This project will remove the
abandoned pipe, reconstruct the roadway embankment and pavement surface,
and allow the roadway to be reopened to traffic.

$1,500,00028

11 Imp Var. 1207 42600 In Imperial and San Diego Counties on various routes at various locations,
countywide in Imperial and east of Route 15 and south of Route 8 in San
Diego County. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in a timely
manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 290 trees have been 

$493,00029

11 SD 5 1235 42720 In Oceanside, at northbound approach to Loma Alta Creek Bridge No. 57
-0125. On May 19, 2016 maintenance staff observed a hole in the bridge
approach slab at this location.  Crews found a large void under the pavement
beneath two lanes and the right shoulder.  Subsequent investigations found
that a failed culvert adjacent to the bridge location is allowing water to erode
void space around the pipe and abutment fill. Also, the lack of proper surface 

$600,00030

11 SD 94 1238 42760 In San Diego County from Potrero to Campo. On June 19, 2016 the route was
closed due to wildfire called "Border Fire".  The affected route was inspected
and reopened on June 23rd.  Significant damage occurred to the route and is
in need of repair to protect the traveling public.  This project proposes to
replace burned guard rail, repair or replace damaged culverts, and apply
erosion control and other Best Management Practices (BMP's).  This work is

$800,00031
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11 SD 94 1236 42740 Near Campo, at Campo Creek Bridge No. 57-0120. Following a recent bridge
inspection, it was concluded this bridge needs replacement due to extensive
deterioration of the existing deck and timber stringers and the potential high
scour threat to the bridge foundations.  Temporary shoring has been installed;
however, shoring could fail as a result of monsoonal rainstorms and flash
floods, thus placing the bridge at risk of collapse.  This project will demolish

$3,450,00032

11 SD Var. 1209 42620 In San Diego County, on various routes and locations west of Route 15 and
south of Route 8. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued
in response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in a timely
manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 260 trees have been
identified by the maintenance region managers and special crews as requiring

$442,00033

11 SD Var. 1208 42610 In San Diego County, on various routes at various locations west of Route 15
and north of Route 8. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was
issued in response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect
infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in
a timely manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 312 trees have
been identified by the maintenance region managers and special crews as

$530,00034

11 SD Var. 1206 42590 In San Diego County, on various routes at various locations east of Route 15
and north of Route 8. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was
issued in response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect
infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in
a timely manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 378 trees have
been identified by the maintenance region managers and special crews as

$642,00035

12 Ora Var. 1202 0Q180 In Orange County, on various routes at various locations. On October 30,
2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality
caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are
unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 700 trees
have been identified by the landscape specialist/arborist as requiring removal.
Identified trees have been classified as dead or having major structural

$750,00036

$67,112,000Total36 Projects

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

06 TUL 190 6624 0P590 Near Tipton, from 0.4 mile west of Road 152 to 0.7 mile west of Road 160.
Construct roundabout, sidewalk, curb and gutter and reconstruct 1.0 mile of
SR-190 and 0.5 mile of Road 152 to increase safety and reduce the number 
and severity of collisions.

$3,290,0001

07 LA 1 4651 29950 In the cities of Long Beach, Los Angeles, Lomita, Torrance, Redondo Beach
and Manhattan Beach, from south of Anaheim Street to Fiji Way.   Install
channelization and rumble strips along center line median at various locations
to reduce the number and severity of cross centerline collisions.

$1,153,0002

07 LA 91 4767 30720 In Los Angeles County, on Routes 91, 105, 110 and 405 at various locations.
Apply high friction surface treatment (HFST) on pavement to reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

$2,066,0003

07 LA 105 4614 29740 In the city of Los Angeles, from Vermont Avenue to San Pedro Street; also on
Route 110 from Athens Boulevard to 104th street.  Install safety lighting,
update striping, markings and upgrade guide sign panels to reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

$4,631,0004

08 SBD 15 0178R 1E010 In Victorville, from 0.2 mile north of Bear Valley Overcrossing to 0.3 mile south
of Palmdale Road Overcrossing. Install northbound outer separation barrier to
reduce the number and severity of collisions.

$2,502,0005

08 SBD 62 0046G 0Q130 Near Morongo Valley, from East Drive to Yucca Park Road.   Construct raised
curb median and install double Thrie Beam Barrier to reduce the number and
severity of cross centerline collisions.

$4,228,0006
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10 CAL 26 3004 0V620 Near Valley Springs, from 0.7 mile east of Silver Rapids Road to Quail Oaks
Road. Improve safety by installing traffic signals, widen for left-turn lanes, and
construct curb ramps at Vista Del Lago Drive intersection to reduce the
number and severity of collisions. 

$1,847,0007

10 STA 99 3011 0X560 In Modesto, from 0.1 mile north of West Modesto Overhead to 0.5 mile south
of Beckwith Road. Reconstruct off-ramp and construct acceleration and
deceleration lanes at southbound ramps to improve safety and reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

$7,923,0008

10 STA 132 3127 1E200 In Stanislaus and Mariposa Counties at various locations. Improve safety by
constructing 38 miles of centerline rumble strips, 56 miles of edge line rumble
strips, and 8 miles of shoulder rumble strips to reduce the number and 
severity of collisions along 5 segment locations.

$1,657,0009

10 STA 132 0348 0T780 Near Vernalis, from 0.9 mile west of Mc Cracken Road to 0.6 mile west of San 
Joaquin River Bridge. Improve safety by installing traffic signals and widen for
shoulders, left-turn and though lanes at intersection with Kasson Road/River 
Road.  This project will reduce the number and severity of collisions.

$3,439,00010

11 SD 67 0670 40320 In and near Poway, from 0.2 mile south of Winter Gardens Boulevard
Overcrossing to Shady Oaks Drive.  Install median channelizers to reduce the
number and severity of cross centerline collisions.

$6,165,00011

12 ORA 1 2420 0M470 In and near Huntington Beach, at the intersections of Brookhurst Street,
Magnolia Street, Newland Street, Lake/1st Street, Goldenwest Street and
Warner Avenue.   Upgrade existing traffic signals, replace pavement
delineation for increased visibility, enhance lighting and upgrade pedestrian
facilities to current ADA standards to reduce the number and severity of
collisions.

$3,940,00012

12 ORA 405 4952B 0M350 In Irvine, from 0.3 mile south of Sand Canyon Avenue to 0.4 mile south of
Jamboree Road. Extend southbound auxiliary lane and replace temporary
railing (Type K) with permanent concrete median barrier to reduce the number
and severity of collisions.

$21,733,00013

$64,574,000Total13 Projects

2.5f.(4) Informational Report - Minor Construction Program - Resolution G-05-16 Delegated Allocations Resolution

06 Tul 245 0N580 Construct 0.5 mile of sidewalks curbs and gutters and 7 curb ramps.  The
construction of sidewalks and curb ramps will improve safety pedestrian traffic
and curb and gutter will improve drainage.

$465,0001

$465,000Total1 Projects

2.5g.(5) Proposition 1B -  Locally Administered TCIF Project Off the State Highway System Resolution TCIF-A-1617-01

08 SBD 1190 Construct grade separation at Union Pacific Railroad tracks (TCIF Project 120). $2,113,0001

$2,113,000Total1 Projects

2.5t.(1a) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation - Tier 1 Resolution TFP-16-01

07 LA 405 0851G 12030 In Los Angeles from I-10 to US 101.  Construct one HOV Lane Northbound on 
Interstate 405 from I-10 to US 101.  (TCRP #39)

$8,000,0001

$8,000,000Total1 Projects
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2.5t.(1b) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation Amendment - Tier 1 Resolution TFP-16-02

75 SD 2006 R906T In San Diego, within the boundaries of Pendleton USMC Base and the city of
Oceanside, at the Santa Margarita River.  Replace bridge with a two track
bridge and construct additional double track.  (PPNO 2006)

($1,300,000)1

75 SD T7411 In the City of San Diego, from Control Point (CP) Elvira to CP Morena -
construction of double track and realignment including signals and switches.
(PPNO T7411)

$1,300,0002

$0Total2 Projects

2.5t.(2a) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation - Tier 2 Resolution TFP-16-03

03 SAC 3L05 R9297D In Sacramento, South Line from Meadowview Road to Calvine/Auberry.
Extend light rail line (TCRP # 115)

$50,000,0001

$50,000,000Total1 Projects

2.5t.(2b) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation - Tier 2 Resolution TFP-16-04

75 SD T7411 In the City of San Diego, from Control Point (CP) Elvira to CP Morena -
construction of double track and realignment including signals and switches.
(PPNO T7411) 

$2,752,0001

$2,752,000Total1 Projects

2.5w. Resolution

1

Total1 Projects

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

01 DN 1118 The Sunset Circle Multi-Use Trail project will create a shared-use path that
completes an existing network of high-quality bicycle and pedestrian facilities
that provide a parallel route to Highway 101. 

$16,0001

01 HUM 2442A Install 8' wide paved bicycle path/trail, concrete sidewalks and curbs,
detectable warning surfaces, gravel pedestrian trail, split rail fencing,
crosswalk, striping, and directional and interpretive signs to create a safe
pedestrian and bicycle route.

$35,0002

02 Tri 2573 Develop an Active Transportation Plan to identify active transportation 
infrastructure projects and encouragement/education programs in Trinity 
County.

$110,0003

04 CC 2123A Improve bicycle and pedestrian circulation along Bailey Road through the SR-4
interchange by modifying the freeway on/off ramps to provide continuous
sidewalks and bike lanes along Bailey Road.

$720,0004

04 SF 2023E Throughout the City of San Francisco.  Procure treatments needed to increase
walking and cycling in San Francisco and improve safety for all transportation
modes, particularly for pedestrians and cyclists.

$4,058,0005
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05 Mon 2692 Along Alvin Drive, Linwood Drive, Chaparral Drive, and Maryal Drive, fronting
North Salinas High, Natividad Elementary, El Gabilan Elementary, and 
Madonna del Sasso Schools in the City of Salinas.  Implement road diets,
buffered bike lanes and sharrows, and pedestrian crossing and ramp
enhancements. Install traffic signal at Alvin Drive and El Dorado Drive.

$50,0006

05 Mon 2693 The project is located on Bardin Road between Williams Road & Alisal Street &
on Alisal Street between Sconeberg Parkway & Hartnell College. These roads
service Bardin Elementary, Alisal Community, Triburcio Vasquez Elementary, &
Alisal High Schools. Project will construct buffered bicycle lanes, roundabouts,
non-contiguous sidewalks, crosswalk enhancements, and ADA ramp
enhancements.

$120,0007

05 SCr 2669A Located at various locations near schools in the City of Santa Cruz.  Project to
install and construct speed radar feedback signs, ADA curb ramps, street
lights, pedestrian activated beacons, green bike lanes, crosswalks, and signs
at intersections surrounding Santa Cruz City Schools.

$10,0008

06 Fre 6763 Construct sidewalk and install in-pavement lighted crosswalk on Dunlap Road
in front of Dunlap Elementary School and Dunlap Leadership Academy.

$130,0009

06 Fre 6833 Construct sidewalks, curb and gutter; Install ADA curb ramps; Widen
shoulders on G"Street between 5th Street and 7th Street.

$15,00010

06 Fre 6839 Develop inventory of existing bike and pedestrian infrastructure, identify
deficiencies, and prioritize improvements.  (Non-Infrastructure)

$88,00011

06 Fre 6848 Install in-road warning lights on Fowler Avenue; Construct sidewalk on Bliss 
Avenue, Fowler Avenue, Gonser Avenue, Latonia Avenue, and Murphy Avenue;
Construct pedestrian bridge and culvert extention.

$75,00012

07 LA 4914B Non Infrastructure.
Installation of a 0.5 mile long Class III bike route on 6th Street between
Arizona Avenue and Woods Avenue and a 1.4 mile long bike boulevard on
Hubbard Street between Woods Avenue to Hay Avenue. Curb extensions (bulb
out)  on 6th Street at Clela Avenue and Bradshawe Street near Garfield High
School. Bulbouts on Hubbard Street at Atlantic Boulevard and Findlay Street,

$160,00013

07 LA 4960 Non Infrastructure.  Improvements of nine signalized and non-signalized
intersections along Compton Avenue, Nadeau Street, and Firestone Boulevard
in the unincorporated community of Florence- Firestone. 

$105,00014

07 LA 5105 This project designs and constructs pedestrian & bicycle neighborhood
intersection enhancements at 4 locations identified in the City's Mobility Plan
2035 as part of the Neighborhood Enhanced Network, with accompanying
outreach and education.

$240,00015

07 LA 5115
Acquisition of final 0.5 mile and construction/completion of final 2.8 miles of
the 7.3 mile Whittier Greenway Trail, a Class I bicycle and pedestrian trail 
along southern boundary of Whittier, connecting LA & Orange County. 

$1,366,00016

07 LA 5118 Pedestrian and Bike Improvements Linking Metro Orange Line Sherman Way
Station with nearby destinations. Improvements designed to improve safety,
include pedestrian lighting, wayfinding signage, curb extensions, benches,
ADA-curb cuts, etc

$205,00017

07 LA 5124 Improve Long Beach Boulevard streetscape with upgraded pedestrian lighting,
enhanced crosswalks, flashing beacons, sidewalk repairs, curb ramps, and
bicycle racks.

$65,00018
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07 LA 5137 Improved conditions for those who walk or bicycle in the Eagle Rock
neighborhood of the City of Los Angeles including curb extensions, refuge
median islands, sidewalk improvements, street furniture, pedestrian lighting,
and bicycle lane improvements.

$1,438,00019

08 RIV 1178 Implementation of a comprehensive Safe Routes to School Program in the
Eastside and University neighborhoods of Riverside County, including a
chaperone program comprised of community volunteers who encourage active
transportation in a safe environment.

$500,00020

09 INY 0671 On Spruce, Yaney and Hanby Streets between the neighborhoods of southeast
Bishop and the Bishop City Park in the City of Bishop, CA in Inyo County.
Design, environmental work, and construction of sidewalks, curb, and gutter,
striping for Class II bicycle lane with possible landscaping.

$129,00021

10 Ama 3178 In Plymouth, along Main Street from Sherwood Street to Landrum Street,
Sherwood Street from Main Street to Locust Street, and in Amador County
along Shenandoah Road from SR 49/Main Street to Shenandoah Valley Charter
School. Construct sidewalks, add new and improve existing crosswalks, 
upgrade crossings to ADA standards, add bike lanes and construct Class I
shared use path to Shenandoah Valley Charter School.

$10,00022

10 Mer 3126 Construct a non-motorized multi-use path and widening of State Highway 59
at the BNSF railroad crossing between Olive Avenue and Cooper Avenue.

$106,00023

10 Mer 3179 Walnut Avenue, starting approximately 200 feet east of Winton Way to 100
feet east of California Street, and California Street, for a distance of
approximately 760 feet in the Community of Winton in Merced County.
Infrastructure improvements for Walnut Avenue and a portion of California
Street include construction of curb, gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage
improvements, installation of Class II bike lanes, and installation of bulb-outs.

$165,00024

10 Mer 3180 In the community of Franklin-Beechwood in Merced County. Construct curb,
gutter and sidewalk infill, install ADA ramps and install Class III bike lanes.

$100,00025

11 Imp 0599A Project is located on 8th Street between Aurora Avenue and Rose Avenue in
the City of El Centro.  Project will construct curb extensions, median islands
and sidewalks. Install Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon (RRFB) warning signs at
designated crosswalks. Re-stripe to establish Class II bike lane.

$588,00026

11 Imp 0599B Located in the southeastern portion of California within Imperial County in the
City of El Centro.

$150,00027

11 SD 1210 Project is located City of San Diego's Encanto Neighborhoods Community Plan
Area - Euclid Avenue between Naranja Street and Guymon Street,  Market
Street, between 47th Street to east of Euclid Avenue,  and Guymon Street, in
front of Horton Elementary.  Project will design and construct new and
expanded sidewalks, new bike facilities, and added crosswalks, medians, and
curb extensions to slow and calm traffic.

$260,00028

11 SD 1211A The project is located within the LOSSAN rail corridor adjacent to El Portal
Street in the City of Encinitas in San Diego County.  The project will construct
a grade-separated pedestrian and bike underpass beneath the LOSSAN rail
corridor between North Coast Higway 101 and Vulcan Avenue.

$196,00029

11 SD 1234 The project is located along the Oak Park Branch of Chollas Creek in the City
of San Diego. Construct a 2.3-mile multi-use recreation and active
transportation trail with two bridges, informational kiosks, and stairs and
fencing where needed.

$97,00030

12 ORA 1002A The project funding will extend the bicycle and pedestrian trail along the
former Pacific Electric Railroad right-of-way a total of 3,725 linear feet and
implement bicycle and pedestrian education and encouragement activities.

$175,00031
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12 ORA 1006 The project proposes to develop the first countywide Active Transportation
Plan (AT Plan) that will evaluate needs and identify and prioritize active
transportation recommendations, including all disadvantaged communities 
within Orange County.

$280,00032

12 ORA 1011 The project will construct median-protected bicycle lanes along Santa Ana
Boulevard, 5th Street, and several adjacent streets.

$200,00033

$11,962,000Total33 Projects

2.5w.(2) Active Transportation Program Projects (ADVANCEMENT) Resolution FATP-1617-02

05 SCr 2669B Located in City of Santa Cruz. This is a Non-Infrastructure project for
education on pedestrian and bicycle safety and encourage active
transportation activities to students and parents of school community.

$225,0001

$225,000Total1 Projects

2.6a.(1) Financial Allocation Amendments - STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-16-02

07 VEN 2921 R953TH Replace and upgrade various components of track, signals and
communications systems that are near the end of its service life.

$01

$0Total1 Projects
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA               CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 1.5 
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for June 2016 (May 31 – June 30, 2016) 

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, 
plus the necessary expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties when a 
majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote.  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 carry out its responsibilities.  

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval: 

Regular Commission Meeting Activities: 

• June 29 - CTC meeting in Sacramento (Commissioners Burke, Guardino and Madaffer were
absent. All other Commissioners attended all or part of the meeting) 

• June 30 - CTC meeting in Sacramento (Commissioner Guardino was absent. All other
Commissioners attended all or part of the meeting) 

Additional Meetings: 

Bob Alvarado 
• June 13 – Meeting with Senator Beall, Assemblymember Frazier and Augie Beltran Re:

Transportation Funding. Sacramento 
• June 13 – Meeting with Speaker Rendon Re: Transportation Funding. Sacramento.
• June 16 – Meeting with Washington State Transportation Commissioners. Portland
• June 17 – Attended the Tri-State Commission Meeting. Portland
• June 27 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Oakland
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento

Tab 4
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Yvonne Burke 
 

• June 27 – Teleconference with Patricia Chen Re: TCRP, ATP and STIP. Los Angeles 
• June 27 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Los Angeles 

 
Lucetta Dunn 
 

• June 10 – Meeting with Transportation Corridors Agency Staff and Assemblymember Frazier 
Re: Transportation Funding. Irvine 

• June 13 – Teleconference with Susan Bransen Re: Freight Strategy. Irvine 
• June 15 – Attended TCA/SSOC Meeting. Irvine 
• June 17 - Attended the Tri-State Commission Meeting. Portland 
• June 20 – Attended TCA Community Meeting. Laguna Nigel 
• June 22 – Attended WTS Event Honoring Susan Bransen. Costa Mesa. 
• June 24 – Meeting with CTC and Caltrans Staff Re: Presidio Parkway. Sacramento 
• June 27 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Irvine 
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento 
• June 30 – Attended CTC Public Workshop on RTP & CTP Guidelines. Sacramento 

 
Jim Earp 
 

• June 16 - Meeting with Washington State Transportation Commissioners. Portland 
• June 17 – Attended the Tri-State Commission Meeting. Portland 
• June 24 – Meeting with CTC and Caltrans Staff Re: Presidio Parkway. Sacramento 
• June 27 – Teleconference with Brian Kelly Re: Presidio Parkway. Roseville 
• June 28 – Teleconference with Susan Bransen Re: Presidio Parkway. Sacramento 
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento 

 
James Ghielmetti 
 

• May 31 – Meeting with Jake Mackenzie Re: Transportation Priorities. Rohnert Park 
• June 10 – Meeting with Dave Cortese. Re: Transportation Priorities. Pleasanton 
• June 16 - Meeting with Washington State Transportation Commissioners. Portland 
• June 17 – Attended the Tri-State Commission Meeting. Portland 
• June 24 – Meeting with CTC and Caltrans Staff Re: Presidio Parkway. Sacramento 
• June 27 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Pleasanton 
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento 

 
Carl Guardino 
 
 No Meetings Reported at This Time. 
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Fran Inman 
 

• June 10 – Speaker at SCAG President’s Retreat. Irvine 
• June 13 – Teleconference with MPO’s Freight Working Group. Washington DC 
• June 16 - Meeting with Washington State Transportation Commissioners. Portland 
• June 17 – Attended the Tri-State Commission Meeting. Portland 
• June 22 – Attended Union Pacific Golden Spike Awards Event. Riverside 
• June 23 – Speaker at Future Ports Annual Conference. Long Beach  
• June 24 – Meeting with Robert Naylor and METRO Staff Re: June Agenda Items. Los Angeles 
• June 27 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. City of Industry 
• June 27 – Teleconference with Tina Casgar Re: June Agenda Items. City of Industry 
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento 

 
Christine Kehoe 
 

• June 13 – Teleconference with Susan Bransen Re: Tri-State Commission Meeting. San Diego 
• June 16 - Meeting with Washington State Transportation Commissioners. Portland 
• June 17 – Attended the Tri-State Commission Meeting. Portland 
• June 24 – Teleconference with Susan Bransen Re: Guidelines Discussion. San Diego 
• June 27 – Teleconference with SANDAG Re: CTC Meeting Prep. San Diego 
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento 

 
Jim Madaffer 
 

• June 6 – Meeting with Governor’s Staff Re: Road Charge Update. Sacramento 
• June 8 – Teleconference with CTC Staff. June TAC Meeting Dry Run. San Diego 
• June 10 – Teleconference with CTC Staff. Road Charge Workgroup. San Diego 
• June 13 – Teleconference with ACEC Transportation Committee and NCSL Faculty Re: Road 

Charge Equity Presentation. San Diego 
• June 23 – Speaker at National Conference of State Legislatures. San Diego 
• June 27 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. San Diego 
• June 28 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Road Charge TAC Meeting De-Brief. San Diego 
• June 29 – Attended Commission Retreat. Sacramento 

 
Joseph Tavaglione 
 
 No Additional Meetings Reported at This Time. 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA         CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION 

Memorandum 
Addendum 

 
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

 Reference No.: 1.5 
 Action  

 
 
 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
 Executive Director 

 

  
Subject: Meeting for Compensation for May 2016 (April 30 - May 30, 2016) 
  
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, 
plus the necessary expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties when a 
majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote.  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 carry out its responsibilities.  
 
The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval: 
 
Additional Meetings: 
 
Carl Guardino 
 

• May 2 – Meeting with Valley Transportation Authority and Mayor Liccardo Re: Transportation 
Priorities. San Jose 

• May 3 – Meeting with Jeff Morales and Dan Richard Re: 2016 High Speed Rail Business Plan. 
Palo Alto 

• May 4 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: STIP Funding for US-101 HOV/Express Lane 
Project. San Jose 

• May 10 – Teleconference with CTC Staff and Peninsula Employers Re: US-101 HOV/Express 
Lane Project. San Jose 

• May 12 – Meeting with Palo Alto Mayor and SPUR CEO Re: US-101 Corridor Improvements.   
Palo Alto 

• May 13 – Meeting with Senator Hill, Assemblymember Mullin and SPUR CEO Re: US-101 
Corridor Improvements.   San Mateo 

• May 17 – Teleconference with the Debbie Hale Re: Coastal Rail Project. San Jose 
• May 24 – Meeting with Peninsula Corridor Vision Plan Re: Caltrain. Palo Alto 
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Joe Tavaglione 
 

• May 5 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Union Pacific Railroad -Tehachapi Follow-up. 
Riverside 

• May 6 – Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Riverside 
• May 17 – Meeting with CTC and Caltrans Staff Re: Project Delivery Committee. Sacramento. 
• May 17 – Meeting with Assemblymember Linder, Commissioner Alvarado and Susan Bransen 

Re: Transportation Funding. Sacramento 
 
Jim Madaffer 
 

• May 4 – Attended Southern California Association of Governments General Assembly. La 
Quinta 

• May 5 - Attended Southern California Association of Governments General Assembly. La 
Quinta 

• May 6 - Attended Southern California Association of Governments General Assembly. La 
Quinta 

• May 11 – Attended the Road Charge Executive Steering Committee Meeting, Sacramento 
• May 17 – Speaker at Roads of Australia Conference Re: California Road Charge Pilot Program. 

Australia 
• May 18 – Attended the Roads of Australia Conference Re: California Road Charge Pilot 

Program. Australia 
• May 19 - Attended the Roads of Australia Conference Re: California Road Charge Pilot 

Program. Australia 
• May 25 – Attended the California Transportation Foundation Awards Event. Sacramento. 
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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COMMISSION REPORTS 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 6
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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. 

Tab 7
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REPORT BY CALTRANS’ DIRECTOR 
AND/OR DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 8
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REPORT BY UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 9
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REPORT BY REGIONAL AGENCIES MODERATOR 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 10
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REPORT BY RURAL COUNTIES TASK FORCE CHAIR 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 11
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REPORT BY SELF-HELP COUNTIES COALITION 
MODERATOR 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 12
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CALIFORNIA ROAD CHARGE PILOT PROGRAM UPDATE 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 

WILL BE MADE AT THE AUGUST 17-18, 2016 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING 
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STATE AND FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE MATTERS 

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

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 14



State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.13 

Information Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Giles Giovinazzi 

Federal Transportation Liaison, 

Caltrans and High-Speed 

Rail Authority 

Subject: UPDATE ON MOVING AHEAD FOR PROGRESS IN THE 21st CENTURY ACT (MAP-21) 

PERFORMANCE MANEGMENT RULEMAKINGS 

SUMMARY: 

The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) directs the U.S. 

Secretary of Transportation to establish performance measures related to statutory national 

performance goals for safety, infrastructure condition, freight movement, environmental 

sustainability, and other areas (23 U.S.C. § 150).  State Departments of Transportation (DOTs) 

and other Federal-Aid Highway grantees are expected to set and maintain targets based on the 

U.S. Department of Transportation-defined (U.S. DOT) performance measures, collect data, 

and report to U.S. DOT their progress in meeting these targets.  Ultimately, these performance 

measures and targets are intended to influence Federal-Aid Highway planning, programming, 

and spending decisions in furtherance of national goals. 

The U.S. DOT performance management effort has been primarily comprised of four major 

rulemakings: 

 Performance Management 1 – Safety Performance Measures/Highway Safety Improvement

Program;

 Performance Management 2 – National Highway Performance Program Pavement and

Bridge Condition Performance Measure; and

 Performance Management 3 - National Highway System Performance, Freight

Movement on the Interstate System, and the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality

Improvement Program.

 Additionally, a rulemaking on “Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation

Planning; Metropolitan Transportation Planning” provides the framework for State

DOTs and Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to coordinate with each other and

incorporate performance-based decision making into the planning and programing

process.

Tab 15
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 “Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system  
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

In 2014, U.S. DOT began publishing performance management notices of proposed rulemaking 

(NPRMs).  To date, only two of these rules have been finalized: “Statewide and 

Nonmetropolitan Transportation Planning; Metropolitan Transportation Planning” and 

“Performance Management 1”.  (A schedule of performance management rulemakings can be 

found in Attachment 1). 

 

Since 2014, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has provided comments 

for each performance management Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM), and in each 

instance, solicited external transportation stakeholder input for its comments through statewide 

engagement.   

 

In August 2015, the Department hosted a two-day “MAP-21 Performance Management Data 

Assessment Workshop” in Sacramento to identify data gaps, mitigation measures, and potential 

policy decisions required to implement performance rules when they are finalized.  The 

Department has also appointed MAP-21 Performance Management Team Leaders who will lead 

the implementation of each performance management final rule.  These Performance 

Management Team Leaders have led Caltrans’ NPRM analysis and comment drafting process 

for each of the respective performance management rulemakings. 

 

On July 1, 2016, the Department circulated to stakeholders its draft on the comments for 

“Performance Management 3”; these comment are located in Attachment 2. 

 

On July 11, 2016, the Department’s Division of Transportation Planning requested that MPO and 

Regional Transportation Planning Agency Executive Directors provide input for strategies to 

engage stakeholders in the MAP-21 Performance Management target-setting process.  The 

Department is currently seeking to identify a process for how the State will coordinate and 

establish performance targets with regard to performance management rules that have been 

finalized.   

 

On July 14, 2016, the Department hosted a statewide conference call to discuss its draft 

comments for “Performance Management 3” and requested written feedback.  The Department 

is in the process of internally reviewing its revised draft comments based on stakeholder 

feedback, and the revised comments will be submitted to the federal register prior to the 

August 20, 2016 due date.       

 

All information regarding the Department’s activities related to MAP-21, including Performance 

Management rulemakings and relevant links to U.S.DOT websites, can all be found at the  

Caltrans FAST Act/MAP-21 Implementation Website: 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/map21/map21_implementation.htm 

 

Additionally, the Federal Highway Administration Transportation Performance Management 

Website includes links to performance management fact sheets, presentations and webinar 

recordings:  http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tpm/rule.cfm 

    

 

 

            Attachments  

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/map21/map21_implementation.htm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tpm/rule.cfm
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Schedule	for	MAP‐21	Notice	of	Proposed	
Rulemakings	

 

Rules Related to Performance 
Management Measures 

Federal 
Agency 

Expected 
Release Date 

End of
Comment 
Period 

Date of Final 
Rule 

State DOT 
Targets Due 

MPO Targets Due 

Performance Management 1:  
Highway Safety Improvement 
Program (HSIP) and Safety 
Performance Measures  

FHWA  March 28, 2014  June 30, 2014 
March 15, 2016 
Effective Date  
April 14, 2016 

August 31, 2017  February 28, 2018 

Performance Management 2: 
Assessing Pavement Condition 
for the National Highway 
Performance Program and 
Bridge Conditional for the 
National Highway 
Performance Program 

FHWA  January 1, 2015  April 6, 2015 
November 30, 

2016* 
‐‐‐  ‐‐‐ 

Performance Management 3: 
Assessing Performance of the 
National Highway System 
(NHS), Freight Movement on 
the Interstate System, and 
Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Improvement 
Program (CMAQ) 

FHWA  April 22, 2016  August 20, 2016  ‐‐‐  ‐‐‐  ‐‐‐ 

Statewide and 
Nonmetropolitan 
Transportation Planning; 
Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning 

FHWA 
and FTA 

June 2, 2014 
September 2, 

2014 

May 27, 2016 
Effective Date  
June 27, 2016 

June 27, 2017  December 27, 2016 

 

*Anticipated date 
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California Department of Transportation’s Comments on the 

Federal Highway Administration’s Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on the 

National Performance Management Measures; Assessing Performance of the 

National Highway System, Freight Movement on the Interstate System, and 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program 

August XX, 2016 

Overarching Comments 

 

In California, the focus of measuring system performance and evaluating transportation impacts 

is trending toward vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  Because the proposed federal measures and 

goals are mainly focused on time reliability and congestion, some system assessments may be in 

conflict with our state evaluations and direction.  

 

Using the proposed methods to assess highway system performance is resource intense.  Federal 

funding should be provided to support training as well as other required activities such as 

developing new analysis tools, internal and external coordination efforts, and data analysis.  

Additional time is also needed to assess trends and develop baselines.  

 

Subpart E—National Performance Management Measures to Assess Performance of the 

National Highway System 

The two proposed measures to assess performance of the Interstate are (1) Percent of the 

Interstate System providing for Reliable Travel and (2) Percent of the Interstate System where 

peak hour travel times meet expectations.  The two proposed measures to assess performance of 

the non-Interstate National Highway System (NHS) are (1) Percent of the non-Interstate NHS 

providing for Reliable Travel and (2) Percent of the non-Interstate NHS where peak hour travel 

times meet expectations.   

As written, the metrics for assessing NHS performance focus on delay and vehicle throughput, 

which was more suitable in the past as the NHS was being constructed and expanded.  However, 

given the maturity of the network today and the continuous increase in traffic demand each year, 

many major urbanized regions have acknowledged that it is no longer desirable or sustainable to 

continue building their way out of congestion.  A focus on vehicle travel times and speeds tends 

to drive system expansion, which has adverse impacts when compared with other alternatives 

that are supported by other metrics such as VMT.  Travel time-based measures should be 

averaged among modes in order to make sure they are not strictly auto-centric.  

 

Further, using travel time reliability as a metric does not indicate whether or not congestion 

improvement has taken place, only that the status quo has been maintained (e.g., a 30-minute trip 

continues to take thirty minutes).  Congestion-based metrics should instead measure how human 

mobility and goods movement in a corridor are balanced across parallel facilities and all modes 

of transportation and means of conveyance.  
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Ideally, in light of the growing national concern over greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from the 

transportation sector, the performance measures outlined in the NRPM would focus less on delay 

and more on accessibility and trip-generation based metrics.  These types of measures may 

encourage greater consideration of non-auto travel modes like transit, carpooling, vanpooling, 

walking, and bicycling measures.  Caltrans would prefer to see the focus shift from moving more 

vehicles along the highway to moving more people along the highway.  This comment was also 

brought up by other stakeholders, as indicated on page 23813 of the Federal Register 

notice.  Even though the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) acknowledges that is 

difficult to establish person throughput as a national performance measure due to the limitation 

of available vehicle occupancy data, FHWA should still consider measurements that would 

encourage State Departments of Transportation (DOTs) to increase person throughput rather than 

relying on existing vehicle-oriented metrics.  

 

Overall, Caltrans would like to see more flexibility in the metrics used to assess the performance 

of the Interstate and non-Interstate NHS.  In order to maintain flexibility, states should be 

allowed to select the measures that are best suited to their needs.  States should be allowed to 

demonstrate how they are achieving federal congestion and air quality targets through their 

individual strategies that balance a mix of transportation investments and influence over more 

travel-efficient regional growth patterns. Additionally, State DOT and Metropolitan Planning 

Organization (MPO) choices of measures should demonstrate the effects of transportation 

investments on economic growth, efficient land use, environment, and community quality of life, 

and should support the development of wider choices for addressing congestion.  

 

The biggest challenge in these rules will be developing an analytical system to perform the 

prescribed measurements.  Caltrans currently has an application which is used to assess highway 

performance in areas with highway detection, as well as purchased sensor data (Caltrans 

Performance Measurement System, or Caltrans PeMS), which is used in all areas with detection 

in order to provide a large series of analyses.  

 

Integration of the National Performance Management Research Data Set (NPMRDS) into 

Caltrans PeMS will be a significant and costly challenge and will require development of 

analysis tools, along with tools to process the data.   

 

Since FHWA is requiring the same reports of all states using the same data set, Caltrans 

recommends that they license or develop an analysis tool for all state DOTs and MPOs to use in 

order to facilitate reporting without requiring all states to either modify their existing analysis 

tools or develop their own.  

 

The reporting timelines for this rule will be very difficult to achieve if states are left to develop 

their own analysis tools.  California will not have any tools in place by October 2016 to provide 

the initial analysis on the performance metrics, and it will be difficult to set targets until we have 

a functional tool and have been able to analyze both current and past data to establish trend 

information.  

 

 While the proposed measures do establish a metric of performance, they do nothing to 

address the severity of performance issues in heavily congested areas, only assessing 
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what percentage of the system falls short of a threshold that has been established.  

Caltrans focuses heavily on the amount of user delay and VMT, which are not part of the 

calculations for system performance in this Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM).   

 

 The metrics look at percentages of the entire system, and are so general that they would 

not give a very good picture of California and its regions, which vary significantly in 

performance.   

 

 Caltrans does not have a comment on the 1.5 ratio.  However, it is recommended that the 

use of the measures be limited to urban areas, where the vast majority of operational 

issues are located.  

  

 California currently calculates travel time reliability metrics based on segment lengths 

which represent typical user trips, and are five (5) miles and longer.  Segment lengths of 

½ mile, even in urban areas, break the system down into pieces which are too small.  It is 

recommend that minimum segment lengths be a mile or longer.    

 

 While it is possible to calculate the proposed metrics, they are far too general to show 

significant progress in a state as large as California.  If the NPRM broke the 

measurements into state-defined corridors of significance, smaller regions, or individual 

routes, the data would be more applicable to California.  

 

 With regard to data, section 490.103 requirements prevent Caltrans from using our 

extensive highway detection system in urban areas because it does not cover the entire 

state highway system or NHS.  We would suggest that this rule be relaxed in order for us 

to use a far more accurate system of sensors to report on performance in urban areas.  

Subpart F—National Performance Management Measures to Assess Freight Movement on 

the Interstate System  

The two proposed measures to assess freight movement on the Interstate System are (1) Percent 

of the Interstate System Mileage providing for Reliable Truck Travel Time, and (2) Percent of the 

Interstate System Mileage Uncongested. 

 The FHWA website lists one of the national goals of this NPRM as “Freight movement 

and economic vitality - To improve the national freight network, strengthen the ability of 

rural communities to access national and international trade markets, and support regional 

economic development.” The two proposed metric do not capture the essence of this goal, 

as they are limited to interstate freight movement only. Because the Interstate system 

does not capture many critical freight highways and surface streets, the metrics should 

encompass the proposed National Highway Freight Network instead.  In future the entire 

multimodal freight system should be covered by the proposed metrics. 

 

 The two proposed metrics are too general to provide a good assessment or clear picture of 

statewide freight system performance, especially in large states with extensive rural 
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mileage.  Therefore, it is difficult to comprehend how the metrics will succeed in 

signifying progress toward national goal achievement.   

 

 The rulemaking will require an intense commitment of resources to accomplish.  Federal 

funding should be provided to support training as well as other required activities such as 

integrating existing performance measurement systems with the NPMRDS, developing 

new analysis tools, internal and external coordination efforts, and data analysis. To ensure 

consistency and reduce inefficiencies of each state integrating and developing their own 

analytical tools to be compliant, it is recommend that United States Department of 

Transportation (U.S. DOT) provide State DOTs and MPOs user-friendly tools and 

programs to more easily generate the required measures, and to allow the flexibility to 

use the tools for assessing other levels of performance.     

 

 If the goal is to determine system reliability and congestion performance, it would be 

more efficient to focus resources on peak periods of freight travel and/or areas with 

congestion or bottlenecks, not on 24/7 data collection and analysis.  If the NPRM broke 

the roadway measurements into state-defined corridors of significance, smaller regions, 

or individual routes instead of ½ to 10-mile segments, then the data would be more 

applicable for California. 

 

 Caltrans is uncertain how well the NPMRDS data reflects freight movements of 

independent truckers and activity, especially near the California border with Mexico.      

    

 The U.S. DOT should provide best practices and/or a set of negotiating guidelines to use 

if disagreements occur when determining mutual roadway segments and/or targets. 

 

 Standard speed and reliability thresholds for passenger and freight differ even though 

vehicles are traveling along the same stretch of roadway.  For example, with different 

goals set for passengers and freight, how will the variances in speed along the same 

roadway be reconciled?  Since calculations for speed and reliability are required for both, 

it would be more efficient to make calculations using the same thresholds.  That being 

said, having one fixed travel speed as a standard will not account for differences in terrain 

such as mountainous or costal geography and/or weather events that would influence 

travel speed.   

 

 System performance and freight reliability percentiles for autos and trucks differ, which 

infers that although both cars and trucks are traveling along the same interstate, the 

system for cars would be considered reliable at the 80th percentile, but truck travel would 

not be considered reliable unless they are at the 95th percentile. This different percentile 

for autos and trucks is a potential source of conflict.   

 

 Caltrans currently uses a 35 mile per hour (mph) threshold standard to reflect 

uncongested speed, which differs from the proposed 50 mph threshold freight standard.  
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Determining how this change would affect system performance, especially in dense urban 

areas, will require further examination.   

 

 The NPRM indicates that the initial performance report is due October 1, 2016.  If the 

final rule comes out in September 2016, more time is needed to allow State DOTs and 

MPOs to integrate our system with the NPMRDS, determine reporting segments in 

coordination with MPOs, establish baselines and meaningful targets, and report on 

progress toward target performance by the deadline.  

 

 As part of Governor Brown’s Executive Order (EO) B-32-15, Caltrans is working with 

other state agencies to develop a California Sustainable Freight Action Plan, which 

contains a freight sustainability metric.  This proposed metric, with freight-associated 

gross domestic product and carbon dioxide emission equivalent components, aims to 

reduce GHG emissions by relating the value of freight sector goods and services to the 

amount of carbon it produces.   

 

Subpart G – National Performance Management Measures for Assessing the Congestion 

Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program – Traffic Congestion 

 

The proposed measure to assess traffic congestion is Annual Hours of Excessive Delay per 

Capita. 

 

 California Governor Jerry Brown signed Senate Bill (SB) 743 (Steinberg, 2013), which 

creates a process to change the way that transportation impacts are analyzed under the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  One legislative intent of SB 743 is to 

“more appropriately balance the needs of congestion management with statewide goals 

related to infill development, promotion of public health through active transportation, 

and reduction of greenhouse gas emissions.”  Another legislative intent is to “Ensure that 

the environmental impacts of traffic, such as noise, air pollution, and safety concerns 

continue to be properly addressed and mitigated through CEQA.”  

 

 Specifically, SB 743 requires the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to 

amend the CEQA Guidelines to provide an alternative to Level of Service (LOS) for 

evaluating transportation impacts. Vehicle Miles Traveled is the alternative criteria for 

determining a project’s significant impact.  Once the CEQA Guidelines are amended to 

include the alternative criteria, auto delay will no longer be considered a significant 

impact under CEQA.  The law will apply statewide after a two-year opt-in 

period.  Transportation impacts related to air quality, noise and safety must still be 

analyzed under CEQA where appropriate.  

 

 Caltrans Transportation Analysis Guide/Transportation Impact Study Guide (TAG/TISG) 

implements SB 743’s direction in transportation analysis for projects on the State 

Highway System (SHS) as well as our review of local development projects’ impact the 

SHS.  The TAG/TISG will address performance measures, thresholds, induced demand, 

and other topics in addition to safety.   
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 The potential exists for FHWA’s performance measures to be contained with the state’s 

operational goals.  Ultimately, Caltrans must meet federal performance measure 

requirements as well as state performance measure requirements that emerge from the 

TAG/TISG process.  

 

Subpart H—National Performance Management Measures for Assessing the Congestion 

Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program—On-Road Mobile Source Emissions 

The proposed measure to assess on-road mobile source emissions is Total Tons of Emissions 

Reduced from CMAQ Projects for Applicable Criteria Pollutants and Precursors. 

 The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) lowered the ozone standard in 2015, but 

have yet to designate the new nonattainment areas resulting from the change in the 

standard.  There will likely be an increase in the number of isolated rural areas that will 

be nonattainment for ozone, which will affect the workloads of many State DOTs to 

differing degrees.  If new isolated rural areas in California are added, there will be an 

incremental workload increase for Caltrans in order to carry out the calculations in 

Subpart H.  

 

This is simply one example demonstrating that the NPRM works in tandem with the 

Clean Air Act’s implementing regulations, including the National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS), which continue to be made more stringent:  as the NAAQS become 

more stringent over time, the workload for State DOTs and MPOs to comply with this 

NPRM will also increase over time.  State DOTs and MPOs need to recognize the future 

increased workload for air quality compliance and performance measurement in order to 

prepare accordingly.   

 

 With regard to section 490.809 data requirements, “For those projects that do not include 

a quantified emissions reduction…the CMAQ guidance allows for a qualitative 

assessment.  This option is still allowed, but those projects will not be considered for the 

purposes of implementing the on-road mobile source emissions measure.”  It is 

understandable for the NPRM to propose that projects with a qualitative assessment 

would not be part of a quantified summation of total emissions reductions, for ease of 

calculation.  However, this would disregard the contribution of those projects in reducing 

emissions.  Reasons for qualitative assessments could simply be a result of lack of data 

and/or insufficient capacity to perform a quantitative assessment.  Leaving these projects 

out will under-count total emissions reductions.  

 

 

Consideration of a Greenhouse Gas Emission Measure  
 

Caltrans supports the inclusion of metrics to track GHG emissions, as FHWA has already 

acknowledged, reduction in VMT plays a key role in reducing greenhouse gas 

emissions.  California has aggressive greenhouse gas reduction targets that apply to all State 

agencies, including Caltrans.  In 2006, Assembly Bill (AB) 32 established a 20% reduction target 

from a 1990 baseline by 2020, and Governor Brown’s EO B-30-15 sets an 80% reduction target 
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for 2050.  Accordingly, Caltrans and all California MPOs have created a set of tools and methods 

for measuring and reporting GHG emissions associated with the transportation system.  This ten 

years of experience has given Caltrans a thorough understanding of the benefits and challenges 

of measuring and reducing GHGs from transportation.  In reviewing the NPRM, Caltrans 

concentrated on proposing a measure and methods that capture the most significant emissions 

while creating consistency across all states.  While California has invested heavily in developing 

the tools and methods to measure and model GHGs and policies that can reduce their emissions, 

Caltrans acknowledges that many states haven’t yet addressed this issue and will need guidance 

and time to develop this expertise.  

 

Measuring GHG emissions associated with state-owned transportation networks requires tools 

that accurately capture and model volumes, speed, load, and types of vehicles traveling on the 

highway system.  These input data are often created through a combination of state/national 

travel surveys, travel demand models, and emissions models.  On-road vehicle monitors (e.g. 

loop detectors, Bluetooth readers, global positioning systems) are used to calibrate and verify 

travel demand model outputs.  Each of these tools require state-specific information and 

modeling, and uncertainty must be quantified and minimized at each step.  Many states don’t 

currently have detailed state travel surveys, travel demand models, nor robust on-road vehicle 

monitors.  All of these tools require significant investment and technical expertise to establish 

and calibrate.  Therefore, Caltrans recommends that FHWA prioritize the development of 

nationally consistent methods for creating state-specific household travel surveys, travel demand 

modeling, and on-road vehicle monitoring within this rulemaking.  This will help standardize the 

states’ emission measurement and allow FHWA to establish performance-based targets and 

policies during the next iteration of rulemaking.  Following are responses to the FHWA inquiries 

regarding establishment of a carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions measure in the final rule:  

 

1. Should the measure address all on-road mobile sources or should it focus only on a 

particular vehicle type (e.g., light-duty vehicles)? 

The measure should address all on-road mobile sources and vehicle types to maintain the 

ease of implementation.  It is also important that fuel efficiency standards continue to be 

mandated by vehicle type. 

 

2. Should the measure be normalized by changes in population, economic activity, or other 

factors (e.g., per capita or per unit of gross state product)?  

No.  Absolute total tons of CO2 should be used because normalized numbers can hide a 

growth in total emissions.  Normalized numbers could be derived from this absolute 

when there is a value in conducting analysis between states, but it should not be the 

metric by which emissions are tracked. 

 

3. Should the measure be limited to emissions coming from the tailpipe, or should it 

consider emissions generated upstream in the life cycle of the vehicle operations (e.g., 

emissions from the extraction/refining of petroleum products and the emissions from 

power plants to provide power for electric vehicles)? 

This NPRM should be limited to emissions coming from the tailpipe, because they 

capture the largest single source of greenhouse gas emissions.  The measurement should 

concentrate on aspects of the transportation system that are under the jurisdiction of the 
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State DOTs such as roadway access or vehicle movement.  It should not include 

emissions generated upstream in the life cycle of the vehicles (e.g., emission from the 

processing of fuel or electricity generation) since these factors are outside the jurisdiction 

of the State DOTs to implement improvements.  Upstream emissions, while important, 

are primarily measured and controlled by Departments of Energy and public utilities.  

 

4. Should the measure include non-road sources, such as construction and maintenance 

activities associated with Title 23 projects? 

It shouldn’t be included at this time.  Tailpipe emissions capture the majority of emissions 

from the transportation system and should be a priority.  

 

5. Should CO2 emissions performance be estimated based on gasoline and diesel fuel sales, 

system use (vehicle miles traveled), or other surrogates? 

CO2 emissions performance should be based on mobile source emissions models.  No 

single surrogate can accurately represent CO2 emissions since the emissions are 

dependent on multiple variables including travel time, speed, and vehicle load.  A 

technical advisory committee with experts from each state should be convened to create 

guidance for states to establish accurate transportation analysis tools (e.g., mobile source 

emissions models and travel demand models) that accurately capture CO2 emissions 

based on vehicle operation.  This committee should recommend a standard method and/or 

tool that all states can use, with the option to use comparable methods that exceed this 

standard by providing state-specific information.  

 

6. Due to the nature of CO2 emissions (e.g. geographic scope and cumulative effects) and 

their relationship to climate change effects across all parts of the country, should the 

measure apply to all States and MPOs? Is there any criteria that would limit the 

applicability to only a portion of the States or MPOs? 

The measure should apply to all states and be reported by the State Departments of 

Transportation.  Each state’s DOT will be responsible for creating an accurate and 

consistent means of reporting GHG emissions, based on FHWA standards. 

 

7. Would a performance measure on CO2 emissions help to improve transparency and to 

realign incentives such that State DOTs and MPOs are better positioned to meet national 

climate change goals? 

Yes. 

 

8. The target establishment framework proposed in this rulemaking requires that States and 

MPOs would establish 2 and 4 year targets that lead to longer term performance 

expectations documented in longer range plans. Is this framework appropriate for a CO2 

emissions measure? If not, what would be a more appropriate framework?  

No, the proposed framework is not appropriate.  Targets should be long-range.  There is 

too much potential for variability in short timeframes. Instead, states should focus on 

midrange (5-10 year) trends towards meeting a 20-25 year target.  These targets should be 

part of the long-range statewide transportation plans.  
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9. Should short term targets be a reflection of improvements from a baseline (e.g., percent 

reduction in CO2 emissions) or an absolute value? 

Targets, both long and short, should be measured as improvements from a baseline.  The 

measurement and targets should also align with existing planning cycles for State 

Transportation Plans (every five years).  An absolute value would not be relatable for the 

public.  

 

10. What data sources and tools are readily available or are needed to track and report CO2 

emissions from on-road sources? 

California has advanced data and tools for reporting CO2 emissions due to SB 391, 

enacted in 2009, which requires the California Long-Range Transportation Plan 

(California Transportation Plan) to identify transportation system alternatives that would 

meet the State’s CO2 reduction targets from AB 32 and EO B-30-15.  

 

The Vision for Clean Air Framework, released by the California Air Resources Board 

(ARB) in 2012, was developed to enhance ARB’s ability to conduct transportation 

system-wide, multi-pollutant analysis to inform policy development.  Initially based on 

the Argonne National Laboratory (ANL) national VISION model which only estimated 

on-road vehicle GHG emissions using national average emission factors, ARB’s Vision 

1.0 model included California specific data and methodologies and expanded the ability 

of the model to estimate upstream and tailpipe emissions of both GHG and criteria 

pollutants from the operation of light- and heavy- duty vehicles in California.  The 

following graphic shows the data sources and process used for calculating California’s 

CO2 emissions. 

 

Regarding data needs, vehicle load measurement may be an area of needed improvement. 

Some states will likely need more weigh stations and/or weigh-in-motion equipment to 

produce better data for their emissions estimates.  
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11. What tools are needed to help transportation agencies project future emissions and 

establish targets for a CO2 emission measure? 

In addition to FHWA’s existing guidance and tools, states that are new to measuring 

tailpipe CO2 emissions based on system use will need Federal guidance for developing 

robust household travel surveys and/or expanding the National Household Travel Survey 

(NHTS), state-of-the-practice travel demand models, and on-road vehicle monitoring.  A 

probabilistic model may also help to quantify the margin of error within these tools and 

their application.  Travel surveys and emissions models will need to be evaluated to 

ensure that electric vehicles and alternative fuel vehicles – including hydrogen, 

compressed natural gas, liquefied natural gas, and biofuels – are accounted for in the 
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measure.  States also need a travel demand model that shows the synergistic relationship 

between transportation and land use in order to establish GHG reduction strategies and 

scenarios. 

 

Caltrans has utilized a suite of tools to measure and reduce CO2.  Further refinement of 

these tools is needed, but they are an example for other states to follow.  These tools 

include: 

a. the California Household Travel Survey 

b. additional survey questions within the National Household Travel Survey 

c. the California Statewide Travel Demand Model  

d. California Air Resources Board’s Vision Model 

e. EMFAC – a California-specific emissions model 

f. Performance Measurement System (PeMS) – a network of 39,000 loop detectors 

 

States need a model to show GHG benefits from tested scenarios.  Currently we partner 

with the ARB to run our scenarios through their Vision Model.   

 

12. How long would it take for transportation agencies to implement such a measure? 

The time needed to implement such a measure depends on each state’s existing expertise 

and experience with emissions modeling.  The estimates below assume that a state has 

limited experience conducting an emissions measurement and would need to both 

develop and/or refine their existing data sets and emissions modeling tools.  

 

Stage 1 – Travel Data Collection (3-4 years)  

Create and implement minimum standards for  

 Statewide travel surveys (3 years) – also could expand NHTS to provide 

more detailed, state-specific data 

 Vehicle monitoring methods (2 years) 

 

Stage 2 – On-Road GHG emissions Modeling and Calculation (2-3 years) 

Federal guidance could help standardize states’ creation and use of travel demand 

models like the California Statewide Travel Demand Model). 

Ensure that emissions models (like the Motor Vehicle Emission Simulator model) 

incorporates electric and alternative-fuel vehicle types. 

 

 Stage 3 – Scenarios modeling (5 years or more) 

  Create land use-transportation models that can inform CO2 reduction policies 

 

13. Additionally, the FHWA requests data about the potential agency implementation costs 

and public benefits associated with establishing a CO2 emissions measure. 

It is difficult to state the costs associated with establishing a measure since they are 

dependent on the method selected for calculating emissions.  

 

Public benefits – CO2 reductions from the nation’s transportation system are crucial to 

reducing the threat of climate change.  The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

concluded in its Fifth Assessment Report, issued in 2014, that "warming of the climate 
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system is unequivocal, and since the 1950s, many of the observed changes are 

unprecedented over decades to millennia" and that "continued emission of greenhouse 

gases will cause further warming and long-lasting changes in all components of the 

climate system, increasing the likelihood of severe, pervasive and irreversible impacts for 

people and ecosystems."  As such, the public’s well-being, health, natural resources, 

economy and environment are at risk of serious damage if CO2 emissions are not swiftly 

reduced.  Establishing a nationally-consistent CO2 measure will allow FHWA to 

transparently track the transportation system’s contribution to climate change, and create 

data-based targets and strategies to reduce these emissions.  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA   CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.19  
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: 2016-17 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM POLICY ON 
ADVANCE PROJECT ALLOCATIONS 

ISSUE: 

On May 18, 2016, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopted the $1.9 
billion 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which deleted $754 million and 
delayed another $755 million in projects. Based on updated STIP right-of-way needs following 
the adoption of the 2016 STIP, staff estimates that there is the capacity to advance a small 
percentage of previously delayed projects. There is no capacity to add new projects to the STIP. 
Should the Commission advance project allocations during fiscal year 2016-17 if sufficient 
capacity is available? 

RECOMMENDATION:  

Staff is developing the estimated amount available to advance project allocations and will 
present the estimate at the October Commission meeting. Staff recommends the Commission 
advance allocate to STIP projects during FY 2016-17 up to the estimated amount available on a 
first come, first served basis, to projects that meet the following criteria: 

1. The project was programmed for construction in fiscal year 2016-17 in the 2014 STIP and
was delayed in the 2016 STIP;

2. The project is Ready-to-List (all necessary permits and agreements have been executed and
all contract documents are complete);

3. The project has a Right of Way certification 1 (all property has been acquired) or 2 (all
property has been acquired and/or the implementing agency has the right to occupy or use the
property); and

4. The Commission, as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act,
has approved, or will be concurrently approving, the project for future consideration for
funding.
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Further, staff recommends that the approval of any award extension for projects that received an 
advance allocation be limited to only the most extraordinary situations.  
 
BACKGROUND:    
 
The 2016 STIP Fund Estimate, adopted by the Commission in August 2015, estimated no new 
programming capacity based on an assumed price-based excise tax rate for fiscal year 2016-17 of 
14.1 cents per gallon, increasing to 18 cents prior to the end of the fund estimate period. In 
response to declining gasoline prices, staff, at the October 2015 Commission meeting, estimated 
that approximately $154 million in STIP projects programmed for fiscal year 2015-16 could not 
be allocated. In December 2015, the Commission approved an allocation plan to limit fiscal year 
2015-16 STIP allocations, and requested that Caltrans provide an amended 2016 STIP Fund 
Estimate.  
 
Caltrans presented amended revenue assumptions at the Commission’s January 2016 meeting. 
These assumptions projected that the price-based excise tax would drop further than originally 
anticipated on July 1, 2016. At that time, based on the revised assumptions, the Commission 
adopted an amended 2016 STIP Fund Estimate reflecting a price-based excise tax assumption of 
10 cents effective July 1, 2016, increasing to 18 cents by the last year of the fund estimate. 
 
Based on the amended 2016 Fund Estimate, the STIP was over programmed in the first three 
years of the STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19) by $1.5 billion, and there was 
no capacity to add new projects. As a result, project funding carried forward from the 2014 STIP 
for fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19 totaling $754 million needed to be deleted and an 
additional $755 million needed to be delayed to the last two years of the 2016 STIP period (fiscal 
years 2019-20 and 2020-21). In May 2016, the Commission adopted the 2016 STIP which 
deleted $754 million and delayed another $755 million in projects. 
 
Attachment: Resolution 

 



August 17, 2016 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
2016-17 State Transportation Improvement Program Policy  

on Advance Project Allocations 
Resolution No. G-16-28 

 
1.1 WHEREAS the California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopted the amended 2016 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Fund Estimate on January 21, 2016, and 

1.2 WHEREAS, based on the fund estimate, $754 million for projects programmed in the first three 
years of the STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19) needed to be deleted, and an 
additional $755 million for projects programmed in the first three years of the STIP period needed 
to be delayed to the last two years of the five-year STIP period (fiscal years 2019-20 and 2020-
21), and 

1.3 WHEREAS, on May 18, 2016, the Commission adopted the 2016 STIP which deleted $754 million 
and delayed another $755 million in projects, and 

1.4 WHEREAS, based on updated STIP right-of-way needs following the adoption of the 2016 STIP, 
staff estimates that there is the capacity to advance a small percentage of previously delayed 
projects. 

2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission hereby adopts the below policy on 
advance project allocations during fiscal year 2016-17. 

 
 
The Commission will advance allocate to STIP projects during FY 2016-17 up to the estimated amount 
available on a first come, first served basis, to projects that meet the following criteria: 
 
1. The project was programmed for construction in fiscal year 2016-17 in the 2014 STIP and was 

delayed in the 2016 STIP; 
2. The project is Ready-to-List (all necessary permits and agreements have been executed and all 

contract documents are complete); 
3. The project has a Right of Way certification 1 (all property has been acquired) or 2 (all property 

has been acquired and/or the implementing agency has the right to occupy or use the property); and 
4. The Commission, as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act, has 

approved, or will be concurrently approving, the project for future consideration for funding. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.5 
Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Katie Benouar Chief 
Division of  
Transportation Planning 

Subject: COMMENTS ON THE FINAL CALIFORNIA  SUSTAINABLE FREIGHT ACTION PLAN 
AND ESTABLISHMENT OF THE INTERIM NATIONAL MULTIMODAL FREIGHT 
NETWORK 

FINAL SUSTAINABLE FREIGHT ACTION PLAN 

ISSUE 

In response to an Executive Order issued last year by Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., State agency 
leaders released on July 29, 2016, the California Sustainable Freight Action Plan, a comprehensive 
document that serves as a blueprint for transforming the state’s multi-billion dollar freight transport 
system into one that is environmentally cleaner, more efficient, and more economically competitive 
than it is today.   

BACKGROUND: 

Developed in response to Governor Brown’s Executive Order B-32-15, which calls for a single 
integrated action plan for California, the Action Plan was prepared by the California State 
Transportation Agency, California Environmental Protection Agency, California Natural Resources 
Agency, California Air Resources Board, California Department of Transportation, California 
Energy Commission, and the Governor’s Office of Business and Economic Development, with 
broad stakeholder input.  

The Executive Order directs the State agencies to pursue a shared vision to “improve freight 
efficiency, transition to zero-emission technologies and increase the competitiveness of 
California’s freight system.” Benefits include meeting the State’s freight infrastructure, public 
health, air quality, and climate goals.  

The Action Plan includes a long term-2050 vision and guiding principles for California’s future 
freight transport system along with these targets for 2030: 

 Improve freight system efficiency 25 percent by 2030.
 Deploy over 100,000 zero-emission vehicles/equipment and maximize near-zero by 2020.
 Foster future economic growth within the freight and goods movement industry.

The revised document is similar to the draft version issued in May 2016, but reflects new input 
provided by industry, labor, regional and local government, and community and environmental 
group stakeholders, who submitted more than 85 comments on the draft plan.   Among the new 
additions to the final plan are placing more focus on key partnerships and a discussion of toxic hot 
spots.  Changes have also been made throughout the document to clarify and emphasize the 
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 “Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system  
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

collaboration between the responsible agencies and other regional planning efforts, including 
funding.  
 
The plan also identifies opportunities to leverage State freight transport system investments, 
pinpoints actions to initiate over the next five years to meet goals, and lists possible pilot projects to 
achieve concrete progress in the near term.   Next steps for State agencies will include continued 
work with federal, State, industry, labor, regional, local and environmental and community-based 
partners to refine and prioritize the strategies and actions outlined in the Action Plan.  The State 
agencies will also create collaborative stakeholder working groups on competitiveness, system 
efficiency, workforce developments, and regulatory and permitting process improvements.  Regular 
California Freight Advisory Committee meetings will continue, and by July 2017, the State 
agencies will establish work plans for chosen pilot projects.  

 
 
ESTABLISHMENT OF THE INTERIM NATIONAL MULTIMODAL FREIGHT 
NETWORK 

 
ISSUE 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) is providing written comments to 
the United States Department of Transportation (US DOT) regarding the June 6, 2016, Notice 
of the Code of Federal Register entitled “Establishment of Interim National Multimodal 
Freight Network.” Comments are due by September 6, 2016. 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Section 70103 of Title 49, United States Code (U.S.C.), Multimodal Freight Policy, which was 
established in Section 8001 of the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act, directs the 
Undersecretary of Transportation for Policy to establish a National Multimodal Freight Network 
(NMFN).  Also, 49 U.S.C. 70103(c)(4)(A) requires each state that proposes additional designations 
to consider nominations for additional designations from a wide range of stakeholders, including 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations, State Freight Advisory Committees, and owners and 
operators of port, rail, pipeline, and airport facilities.  Each state proposing additional designations 
is required to ensure that all additional designations are consistent with the State Transportation 
Improvement Program or freight plan. 
 
The purpose of the NMFN is to assist states in strategically directing resources toward improved 
system performance for the efficient movement of freight on the NMFN, inform freight 
transportation planning, assist in the prioritization of federal investment, and assess and support 
federal investments to achieve the national multimodal freight policy goals described in  
Section 70101(b) of Title 49 U.S.C. and the national freight program goals described in  
Section 167 of Title 23 U.S.C. that established the National Highway Freight Network. 
 
The Department has developed the attached preliminary comments (Attachment) and will be 
submitting final comments to the US DOT. 
 
 
Attachment 



      ATTACHMENT 
 

    Last Update: August 1, 2016 
    Page 1 of 3 

Interim National Multimodal Freight Network 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

Division of Transportation Planning 
 

Preliminary Comments 

Background 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is in the process of preparing detailed comments 

responding to the United States Department of Transportation (US DOT) Docket No. DOT‐OST‐2016‐

0053 on the establishment of a National Multimodal Freight Network (NMFN).  

 In October 2015, US DOT released a draft Multimodal Freight Network (MFN) – a 65k mile 

network, as part of the development of the National Freight Strategic Plan. Shortly thereafter, 

the US DOT established an Interim NMFN, based on the criteria given by Congress.  

 Commenting on this Interim NMFN will result in the Final NMFN. The due date for US DOT to 

establish the Final NMFN is December 4, 2016.  US DOT confirmed there is a typo on the Federal 

Register (2017 date is incorrect).  

 The establishment of the Final NMFN is a parallel effort unrelated to the current National 

Highway Freight Program (NHFP) funding. The establishment of the NMFN is a planning exercise 

which Caltrans anticipates may have funding implications at a later date.  

 The process of designating Critical Rural Freight Corridors (CRFC) and Critical Urban Freight 

Corridors (CUFC) for NHFP funding is NOT related to the NMFN process discussed in this 

Comment Letter. NOTE: Caltrans will start coordinating with regional partners on the 

designations of CUFC and CRFC at a later date. 

Caltrans Preliminary Comments: 
 Caltrans is pleased with the US DOT decision to replace the highway‐centric Primary Freight 

Network (PFN) with a multimodal system. The PFN did not represent the most critical elements 

of the national freight system and lacked network continuity resulting from the statutory cap of 

27,000 miles and an under‐emphasis on rural and resource production regions. Furthermore, 

designation of the PFN was based on a general analysis of national‐level datasets, which 

produced large gaps in the network and did not account for detailed state and local data. As a 

result, the limited network did not provide a full representation of typical interregional freight 

flows at the national scale. 

 The Interim NMFN does not provide a contiguous network nor does it represent the most critical 

elements of the national or California’s freight system. For the Final NMFN Caltrans suggests 

using the expanded 65k network for roadways and include all STRAHNET (Strategic Highway 

Network) and its connectors. 

 Caltrans is concerned that the draft 2015 MFN allocated 4,227.5 highway miles to California; 

whereas, in the 2016 Interim NMFN, California is receiving an allocation of only 3,053.71 

highway miles, which is a significant loss of 1,173.89 miles to the State.  
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 Caltrans suggests including all Tier 1, 2, and 3 network of the California Freight Mobility Plan, 

which was completed in December 2014 as a result of collaborative statewide process (Exhibit 1). 

 Caltrans suggests keeping the multimodal network broad and inclusive: Including all key freight 

railroads, rail yards, airports, maritime ports and routes, and border crossings, based on the 12 

factors listed on the Federal Register.  

 There appears to be inconsistencies and the proposed connectors do not always reflect up‐to‐

date truck routes to the NMFN intermodal facilities. There are no intermodal connectors 

proposed for border crossings. Additionally, there are proposed intermodal connectors that link 

to intermodal facilities that have not been included in the Interim NMFN (i.e. the connectors to 

the Port of Hueneme are included in the Interim NMFN; however, the port itself is not). Critical 

intermodal connectors, such as the Gerald Desmond Bridge in Southern California, are missing 

from both the draft MFN and the Interim NMFN, among others. 

 Goods shipped by aircraft are typically lightweight, have high value, must travel a significant 

distance and arrive in a short timeframe.  Therefore, multimodal freight network airports should 

not be determined by weight, but instead be identified by handling cargo with the highest value.  

Ranking airports by cargo value would also better reflect the economic significance of airports to 

the nation than tonnage.   

 If accurate air cargo value information is unavailable, total cargo weight should be used to rank 

airports as opposed to only considering landed cargo.  Departing cargo weight must be added to 

arriving cargo weight to more accurately reflect the nation’s air cargo activity, this is particularly 

true for airports with substantial exports.  It is recommended that multimodal freight network 

airports should be those either transporting cargo with the highest total value, or the highest 

total cargo weight including belly cargo and excluding aircraft weight. 

 A total annual foreign and domestic trade of at least 2,000,000 short ton threshold is used to 

identify the ports listed in the Interim NMFN. Two California public ports, the Port of San 

Francisco in northern California and the Port of Hueneme in southern California, are excluded 

using this new threshold in the Interim NMFN. However, these ports were included in the draft 

MFN. It is recommended that the tonnage threshold be reduced to include these strategic ports.  

 The rail yard listing does not appear to be complete. The rail mileage for California in the MFN is 
6,010; however, the Interim NMFN only accounts for 4,227 rail miles. The criteria and the 
sources that are being used to compile the rail mileage for NMFN should be clarified.  Also, 
many of the rail yards are not named correctly per their formally recognized names as compiled 
by California’s Air Resource Board. In addition, while some rail yards are not intermodal or may 
not meet the rail criteria as specified in the Federal Register, they are however, significant to 
California. For example, the Union Pacific Roseville (J.R. Davis) rail yard in Roseville, California is 
the largest rail yard in the Western U.S., and its omission is notable from the interim listing.  The 
missing rail yards and their related connectors should also be included in the listing.  There are 
many significant yards that are not listed on the interim NMFN listing.  Rail yard names in the 
interim listing should be changed to reflect the named yards which were provided to the 
California Air Resources Board by the railroads. Identification and suggested name corrections 
will be provided in more detailed comments later.  These comments will also include all 
significant freight short line railroads (Class II and Class III), and switching railroads in California.   
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 Two additional border crossings that should be included in the Interim NMFN: 

1. Calexico West. The Calexico West Port of Entry (POE) is also the main border crossing linking 

the important Imperial Valley agricultural industry to the State of Baja California in Mexico. 

Although Calexico West does not service trucks, it is an important crossing point for the 

railroad.  The number of trains crossing are comparative to those at the San Ysidro border 

crossing (which is included in the Interim NMFN).  Freight movement in California depends 

on all modes of transportation and the network requires mode integration to deliver goods 

to its final destinations. Caltrans is aware that all freight train crossings data for the Calexico 

West POE is reported as data for the Calexico East POE. However, the trains cross the 

international border physically through the Calexico West POE not the Calexico East POE. 

2. Future Otay Mesa East POE. As part of the criteria of the docket, US DOT is also considering 

future freight facilities. The State Route 11/Otay Mesa East POE Project will provide fast, 

predictable, and secure crossings via tolled approach roads that connect directly to a new 

state‐of‐the‐art POE serving both personal and commercial vehicles. Otay Mesa East can 

help generate a range of tangible benefits covering improved operations and security, lower 

costs for travelers (both personal and commercial), reduced environmental impacts, 

reduced negative impacts on adjacent communities, and, of course, increased economic 

activity for both countries. US DOT recently recommended SR‐11 Segment 2 and 

Southbound Connectors to be awarded a Federal FASTLANE grant for Fiscal Year 2016.   

 The docket does not include nor properly describe the necessary requirements that State or 

other stakeholders need to provide to US DOT to include a future freight facility as part of the 

NMFN. Caltrans suggests that the US DOT engage the states to provide the necessary guidance. 
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FIGURE 3.  HIGHWAY FREIGHT NETWORK TIERS 

 

Source: Caltrans, Division of Transportation Planning (DOTP)  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA     CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.22  
Information 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: DEVELOPMENT OF GUIDELINES FOR REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANS AND 
THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

SUMMARY: 

Pursuant to California Government Code Sections 14512, 14522, and 14524.3, the Commission has 
requested the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to prepare an update of the 2010 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Guidelines and to develop the first ever guidelines for the 
California Transportation Plan (CTP). Commission staff is currently working in collaboration with 
Caltrans Division of Transportation Planning to undertake a stakeholder-driven process to 
concurrently update the RTP Guidelines and develop CTP Guidelines. 

A Kick-off Meeting to initiate the RTP and CTP Guidelines effort was held June 30th from  
1 p.m. – 5 p.m. in Sacramento. Approximately 250 people either attended the meeting in person or 
watched via webcast. The kick-off included robust dialogue amongst State and Federal Agencies, 
Tribal Governments, Regional and Local Agencies, as well as organizations representing 
environmental, equity, land-use and business perspectives, and interested stakeholders.  The kick-
off identified important issues for consideration in the development of both regional and statewide 
transportation planning guidance. Draft Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) RTP 
Guidelines and CTP Guidelines were released for public comment on July 8th with comments 
requested by August 5th. Draft Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) RTP Guidelines 
were released July 15th with comments requested by August 15th. Draft CTP and RTP Guidelines 
and comment forms are available online at:  

Draft RTP Guidelines and comment forms are available at: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/orip/rtp/  

Draft CTP Guidelines and comment forms are available at: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/osp/ctp-guidelines.html 

Workgroups have been formed to convene subject matter experts and address various policy areas 
in the guidelines. Approximately 130 individuals representing a variety of stakeholder perspectives 
have expressed interest in the RTP and CTP Guidelines’ workgroups. The workgroups met July 13th 
and 14th in Sacramento where they provided feedback on the development of guidance for areas 
including Public Health, Active Transportation, Social Equity, Environmental Considerations, 
Performance Measures, and Freight. Over 100 stakeholders participated in the workgroups either in 
person or via teleconference. The workgroups are scheduled to meet again on August 11th in Los 

Tab 20
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Angeles and will continue to meet on an as needed basis through October. Caltrans is in the process 
of receiving and addressing comments and will be issuing the next iteration of Draft RTP and CTP 
Guidelines in September. Staff anticipates presenting final 2016 RTP and CTP Guidelines to the 
Commission for consideration in December 2016 or January 2017.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Update of the 2010 RTP Guidelines 
 
The RTP Guidelines are intended to set forth a uniform, statewide long-range regional 
transportation planning framework; promote an integrated, multi-modal, and cooperative planning 
process; and facilitate the efficient delivery of transportation projects that meet local, regional, and 
state goals. The RTP Guidelines were last updated in 2010 to address new requirements for RTPs 
resulting from the passage of Senate Bill (SB) 375 (Steinberg, 2008). This update was an inclusive, 
transparent effort which brought a variety of interested stakeholders together to achieve consensus 
on complex technical and policy areas related to the development of SB 375 compliant RTPs. 
 
Since the last major overhaul of the RTP Guidelines in 2010, there has not been a large-scale 
change in the requirements for RTPs. However, an update to the 2010 RTP Guidelines is necessary 
in light of changes to State statute resulting from the passage of Assembly Bill (AB) 441 (Monning, 
2012) which requires the incorporation of best practices for public health into the RTP Guidelines, 
as well as changes to federal statute resulting from the passage of the Fixing America’s Surface 
Transportation (FAST) Act of 2015. Additionally, updates to the 2010 RTP Guidelines are needed 
to reflect advances in the practice of long-range transportation planning including improvements in 
the areas of modeling, public health and active transportation, goods movement, climate adaptation 
planning, and performance measurement.  
 
Commission staff, in collaboration with Caltrans, has established a strategy and timeline for 
conducting the RTP Guidelines update. Utilizing recommendations from the 2015 Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) RTP Review Report, Caltrans subject matter experts have prepared 
an initial draft of the RTP Guidelines to present to stakeholders for feedback. The guidelines update 
process will take place in direct consultation with staff from the Air Resources Board, Caltrans and 
other state agency partners as appropriate. A stakeholder kick-off meeting was conducted in 
Sacramento on June 30th to engage stakeholders, explain the guidelines update process and release 
the initial draft guidelines for comment. Building on the process that was utilized for the update of 
the 2010 RTP Guidelines, stakeholder workgroups will be formed as needed to bring stakeholders 
from a wide variety of subject matter areas and representing local, regional and state perspectives to 
the table to address updates to important technical and policy areas within the guidelines. The 
update will continue to emphasize the current RTP guidelines format which focuses first on the 
inclusion of statutory requirements for RTPs, followed by permissive best practices information as 
appropriate. 
 
Stakeholder engagement through workgroup meetings and public comment is anticipated to take 
place from July – October with informational updates to the Commission at the August Commission 
meeting in San Diego and the October Commission meeting in San Jose. Staff anticipates 
presenting final 2016 RTP Guidelines to the Commission for consideration in December 2016 or 
January 2017. 
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Development of CTP Guidelines 
 
Pursuant to Federal regulations (23 CFR 450.214) and State statute (Government Code Section 
14000.6 and 65071 et al), Caltrans is required to prepare a statewide long-range transportation plan 
– the California Transportation Plan (CTP). The CTP serves as the transportation policy plan 
designed to meet California’s mobility needs and reduce greenhouse gas emissions over the next 20 
years. The plan envisions a fully integrated, multi-modal, and sustainable transportation system that 
supports economic vitality, protects environmental resources, and promotes the health and well-
being for all Californians. The CTP provides a common policy framework that will guide Caltrans 
modal plans and programs as well as inform transportation investments and decisions by all levels 
of government, the private sector, and key transportation stakeholders. 
 
SB 486 (DeSaulnier, 2013) authorized and encouraged the Commission, in cooperation with 
Caltrans, to prepare guidelines for the development of the CTP. Commission staff, in collaboration 
with Caltrans Division of Transportation Planning staff, has established a format, strategy, and 
timeline for the development of CTP Guidelines which will serve to clearly outline the state and 
federal requirements for the plan and will help inform preparation of the CTP 2045 which is due in 
2020. The CTP Guidelines will be developed concurrently with the update of the RTP Guidelines, 
through a transparent public process with stakeholder input and in direct consultation with staff 
from Caltrans, the Air Resources Board, and other state agencies as appropriate.  
 
The CTP Guidelines development schedule will closely follow that of the RTP Guidelines update, 
with stakeholder engagement from July – October and anticipated presentation of final 2016 CTP 
Guidelines to the Commission for consideration in December 2016 or January 2017. 
 
 



0
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State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.20 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Katrina C. Pierce, Chief 

Division of  

Environmental Analysis 

Subject: COMMENTS ON THE PROCEDURES FOR DISCHARGES OF DREDGED OR FILL 

MATERIALS TO WATERS OF THE STATE 

ISSUE: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) is providing written comments to 

the State Water Resources Control Board (Waterboard) on their preliminary draft procedures 

for discharges of dredged or fill materials to waters of the state.   

BACKGROUND: 

On June 17, 2016, the Waterboard publically noticed that they are considering to adopt procedures 

for discharges of dredged or fill material to waters of the state (Proposed Procedures).   

The Proposed Procedures consist of the following components: (1) a wetland definition, (2) wetland 

delineation procedures, and (3) procedures for applications, and the review and approval of Water 

Quality Certifications, Waste Discharge Requirements, and waivers of Waste Discharge 

Requirements for dredged and fill activities.  

The Waterboard developed the Proposed Procedures not only due to the diminishing jurisdiction of 

the federal government, but to also address the inconsistency across the Regional Water Boards 

regarding requirements for discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the state, including 

wetlands.  There is no single accepted definition of wetlands at the state level, and the Regional 

Water Boards may have different requirements and levels of analysis with regard to the issuance of 

dredge or fill orders.  

The Department has been an active stakeholder for these Proposed Procedures.  In April 2007, the 

Department provided comments on the scope and content of the environmental analysis that will be 

used to support the policy development.  In September 2008, the Department provided comments 

on the Policy to Protect Wetlands and Riparian Areas.  In July 2010, the Department provided 

comments on the draft policy of Phase One of the Wetland and Riparian Protection Policy.  In April 

2011, the Department provided comment on the Initial Study for the Wetland Area Protection 

Policy and Dredge and Fill Regulations.   

The Waterboard will accept written comments on the Proposed Procedures through 12:00 Noon on 

Thursday, August 18, 2016. 

The Department has developed comments and will be submitting them for Waterboard 

consideration. 
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State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION  

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

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reference No.: 4.16 
Information Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Lance Hibben, Office Chief 
Chief Financial Officer Statewide Office Facilities, 

Management & Assessment 

Subject:  2017 FACILITIES INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN (FIVE YEAR CAPITAL PLAN) 

SUMMARY: 

Chapter 606, Statutes of 1999 (Assembly Bill 1473/Hertzberg), requires the Governor to annually 
submit a Five-Year Capital Outlay Infrastructure Plan in conjunction with the Governor’s  
Budget.  The California Department of Transportation’s (Department) Draft 2017 Facilities 
Infrastructure Plan (Facilities Infrastructure Plan) will be transmitted to the California 
Transportation Commission prior to their August 17-18, 2016 meeting. 

BACKGROUND: 

The California Department of Finance issues an annual Budget Letter that specifies requirements 
and instructions to State departments for submittal of their plans.  Only the Department’s office 
facilities are required as part of the Budget Letter process.  

In addition to office facilities, the workforce for the Department conducts business in a wide 
array of other buildings and structures (facilities).  These transportation-related facilities include 
equipment shops, maintenance stations, materials laboratories, and transportation management 
centers. 

The Facilities Infrastructure Plan includes the reporting requirements for the Five-Year Capital 
Outlay Infrastructure Plan.  The Facilities Infrastructure Plan also provides information 
pertaining to the Department’s transportation-related facilities. 

IF YOU ARE VIEWING THIS DOCUMENT ELECTRONICALLY, THE PLAN IS 
ATTACHED.  OTHERWISE, TO VIEW THE DRAFT 2017 FACILITIES 
INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN, PLEASE GO TO:  
www.catc.ca.gov/meetings/agenda/2016Agenda/2016_08/23_4.16.pdf 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Introduction 
 
Chapter 606, Statutes of 1999 (Assembly Bill 1473/Hertzberg), requires the Governor to 
submit an annual Five-Year Capital Outlay Infrastructure Plan in conjunction with the 
Governor’s Budget.  The California Department of Finance (DOF) issues an annual 
Budget Letter that specifies requirements and instructions to state departments for 
submittal of their plans.  The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is 
required to provide information for office facilities to the DOF. 
 
In addition to office facilities, the Caltrans workforce conducts business in a wide array of 
other buildings and structures (facilities).  These transportation-related facilities include 
equipment shops, maintenance facilities, materials laboratories, and transportation 
management centers.   
 
The Caltrans 2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan (FIP) includes the office facilities reporting 
requirements for the Five-Year Capital Outlay Infrastructure Plan.  It also provides 
information pertaining to Caltrans transportation-related facilities.  
 
Facilities Infrastructure Planning and Reporting 
 
In conjunction with the annual DOF reporting requirement, Caltrans is required to present 
plans and needs for rehabilitation and improvement of office and transportation-related 
facilities via the State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) process.   
 

State Highway Operation and Protection Program 
 
Caltrans is required to prepare a SHOPP for the expenditure of transportation 
funds for major capital improvements that are necessary to preserve and protect 
the state highway system. The four-year SHOPP must be submitted to the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) each even-numbered year in 
accordance with Government Code section 14526.5, Streets and Highways Code 
section 164.6, Senate Bill 486 (DeSaulnier, 2014) and strategies outlined in the 
Department’s Policy for Management of the SHOPP.   Office facilities projects and 
transportation-related facilities projects are included in the SHOPP. 
 
Senate Bill 486 (Chapter 917, Statutes of 2014) modifies the role of the 
Commission in approving the SHOPP, increasing the Commission’s level of 
commitment to the SHOPP by upgrading its responsibility to not just approve the 
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SHOPP, but to adopt the SHOPP.  The 2016 SHOPP is the most recent four-year 
program adopted by the CTC.  The SHOPP must also be transmitted to the 
Legislature and the Governor. 

 
State Highway Operation and Protection Program Ten-Year Plan 
 
Streets and Highways Code Section 164.6 requires Caltrans to prepare a  
“10-year plan for the rehabilitation and reconstruction … of all state 
highways and bridges owned by the state”.  Caltrans fulfills this requirement 
through development of the Ten-Year SHOPP Plan.   Office facilities 
projects and transportation-related facilities projects are included in this ten-
year plan.   
 
Caltrans is required to submit a ten-year plan to the CTC each  
odd-numbered year.  The most recent submittal was the 2015 Ten-Year 
SHOPP Plan.  Both the SHOPP and the Ten-Year SHOPP Plan must be 
transmitted to the Legislature and the Governor. 
 
Comparison of Facilities Infrastructure Plan and SHOPP 
 
The chart below shows the chronology and fiscal year relationships of one 
complete cycle for the SHOPP and the FIP. 
 
 

 
 

 
 

Fiscal Years

2015 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan Jan 2015 10-Year Plan

2016 Four-Year Programmed 
SHOPP

Jan 2016  4-Year Plan

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan July 2016     5-Year Plan

2016 Facilities Infrastructure Plan July 2015     5-Year Plan

2026-
27

Chronology and Fiscal Year Relationships: Facilities Infrastructure Plan and SHOPP

Approximate 
Due Date

2015-
16

2016-
17

2017-
18

2018-
19

2019-
20

2020-
21

2021-
22

2022-
23

2023-
24

2024-
25

2025-
26
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Facilities Infrastructure Plan Summary 
 
The FIP is comprised of four chapters.  The first two chapters meet the DOF 
requirements for the state’s Five-Year Capital Outlay Infrastructure Plan.  Caltrans presents 
additional information in Chapters 3 and 4 that are not part of the DOF reporting 
requirements.  Chapter 3 of the FIP focuses on transportation-related facilities that the 
CTC approves through the SHOPP.   Chapter 4 provides an overview of Caltrans’ facility 
resource conservation efforts.   
 
The 2017 FIP identifies approximately $81.4 million in total project cost during the       
five-year plan period (FY 2017-18 thru 2021-22), with approximately $57.6 million in 
construction and land acquisition costs and approximately $23.9 million in associated 
capital outlay support costs (e.g., engineering and right of way acquisition staff).  A 
summary of these costs is presented in the table below. This does not include a $10 million 
reservation set aside for Transportation Related Facilities (TRF) for FY 2019-20. 
Additionally, approximately $839.2 million is identified as unfunded facility needs that span 
beyond the five-years of the FIP, (refer to the table at the table at the top of page viii). 
 

 
 
 

SHOPP Programmed and Candidate Projects

Location/Descriptions 2016‐17 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2017 FIP Total

Office Buildings $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Equipment Shops $0 $23,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $23,400,000

Maintenance Facilities  $12,450,000 $0 $14,028,000 $0 $17,000,000 $2,000,000 $33,028,000

Materials Laboratories $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $1,100,000

Transportation Management Center $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Construction Totals $12,450,000 $23,400,000 $14,028,000 $0 $18,100,000 $2,000,000 $57,528,000

Land $20,000 $0 $27,000 $0 $0 $0 $27,000

Sub‐total (Capital) $12,470,000 $23,400,000 $14,055,000 $0 $18,100,000 $2,000,000 $57,555,000

Support  $9,015,000 $8,000,000 $9,054,000 $0 $6,100,000 $700,000 $23,854,000

Grand Total $21,485,000 $31,400,000 $23,109,000 $0 $24,200,000 $2,700,000 $81,409,000

*Note:  This table does not reflect $10M in reservation funds set aside for Transportation Related Facilities 

for Fiscal Year 2019‐20

 Construction, Land, Capital, and Support

Projected Facilities Infrasructure Needs             

Fiscal Years 2017‐18 through 2021‐22

2016 SHOPP Fiscal Years

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years
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The first three years of the 2017 FIP coincide with the last three years of the 2016       
Four-Year SHOPP (refer to the chart on page vi).  The 2016 Four-Year SHOPP includes 
an average annual cost (construction cost) of $12.5 million and the 2017 FIP includes $11.5 
million average annual (construction cost) for programmed projects. The chart below 
presents a comparison by facility type of the average annual construction cost for the 2016 
Four-Year SHOPP and 2017 FIP. Transportation Management Centers (TMCs) are not 
included in the Facilities Improvement Category of the SHOPP; those projects are 
included with the Mobility Program.  Commencing in the last two years of the 2016 
SHOPP (FY 2018-19 and 2019-20) and as noted in SHOPP Decision Document 2015-1, 
the SHOPP will allocate an average of $10 million to transportation-related facilities on an 
annual basis1. 

 
                                                 
1 SHOPP allocation amount of $10 million is comprised of capital and support costs.  The Transportation-Related 
Facilities includes: Maintenance Facilities, Equipment Shops, Material Laboratories and Transportation Management 
Centers. 

Facilities Unfunded Needs

Construction 

Cost

$482,800,000

$170,000,000

$166,727,000

$9,650,000

$10,000,000

$839,177,000

Transportation Management Centers

Total Unfunded Needs

Facility Type

Office Buildings

Equipment Shops

Maintenance Facilities

Material Laboratories

Average Annual Construction Cost Comparison /1

2016 SHOPP and 2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan

(Dollars  in millions)

Facility Type 2016 SHOPP /2 2017 FIP

Office Facilities $0.0 $0.0

Equipment Facilities $5.9 $4.7

Maintenance Facilities  $6.6 $6.6

Materials Laboratories $0.0 $0.2

Totals/3: $12.5 $11.5

Notes:

1) The  "Annual  Averages" do not include  land acquis i tion or support cost.

3) The  "Tota ls" do not include  Transportation Management Centers .

2) The  2016 SHOPP Tota l  does  not include  $10 mil l ion in SHOPP 

reservation funds  for Transprotation Related Faci l i ties  for Fisca l  Year 

2019‐20
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CHAPTER 1 
 
DEPARTMENT OVERVIEW 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
This chapter provides a summary of the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans). It illustrates Caltrans’ structure, including its hierarchy within the state 
government and its district organization. It provides general budget and program 
information as well as the facilities of Caltrans’ workforce.  
 
Structure 
 

Transportation Agency 
 
The Transportation Agency, established as part of the Governor’s 2012 
Reorganization Plan, became effective on July 1, 2013. It is responsible for 
developing and coordinating the policies and programs of the state’s transportation 
entities to improve the mobility, safety, and environmental sustainability of the 
state’s transportation system.  The Transportation Agency oversees and coordinates 
the activities of Caltrans, California Transportation Commission (CTC), High-
Speed Rail Authority, Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV), California Highway 
Patrol (CHP), and the Board of Pilot Commissioners.  The Office of Traffic Safety 
operates within the Office of Secretary for Transportation and the New Motor 
Vehicle Board operates within the Department of Motor Vehicles.   
 
The Governor’s Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year 2016-17 allocates approximately 
57% of the Transportation Agency budget to Caltrans, as shown in the table below 
and figure on the following page. 

 

           
 

Department

Proposed 

Expenditures

Percent of 

Total

Transportation, Secretary 710$                   3.8%

California Transportation Commission (CTC) 29$                     0.2%

State Transit Assistance 459$                   2.5%

Caltrans 10,491$             56.9%

High‐Speed Rail Authority 1,786$               9.7%

Board of Pilot Commissioners 2$                       0.0%

California Highway Patrol (CHP) 2,398$               13.0%

Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) 1,112$               6.0%

General Obligation Bonds ‐ Transportation 1,455$               7.9%

Total 18,443$             100%

Transportation Agency

Fiscal Year 2016‐17 Proposed Expenditures

(Dollars in Millions)
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California Department of Transportation 
 
Caltrans has approximately 19,000 employees and a budget of $10.5 billion.  Caltrans 
designs and oversees the construction of state highways, operates and maintains the 
highway system, funds three intercity passenger rail routes, and provides funding for local 
transportation projects.  Caltrans maintains approximately 50,000 road and highway lane 
miles and approximately 13,000 bridges and other structures, providing transportation 
access to every region of the State. The largest sources of funding for transportation 
projects are excise taxes paid on fuel consumption, federal funds also derived from fuel 
taxes, and weight fees on trucks. 
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Program Descriptions1 
 
Caltrans identifies six programs that relate to staff.  The programs are: Aeronautics, 
Highway Transportation, Mass Transportation, Transportation Planning, Administration, 
and Equipment.  The table below identifies the programs, their respective codes, and 
number of proposed positions for Fiscal Year 2016-17.  The following is a description of 
each of the programs listed numerically, by their program code.  
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

                                                 
1 Source: Citation taken from the California Department of Finance, Proposed Governor’s Budget for Fiscal Year     
2016-17. 

Code Program

FY 2016‐17       

Positions

10 Aeronautics 24.0

20 Highway Transportation 16,140.4

30 Mass Transportation 112.4

40 Transportation Planning 697.4

50 Administration 1,573.5

60 Equipment 634.6

Total Proposed Positions: 19,182.3

Governor's Proposed Budget

Fiscal Year 2016‐17
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10 AERONAUTICS 

The Division of Aeronautics supports California's aviation activities by promoting safe and 
effective use of existing airports and heliports. This program ensures that airports and 
heliports comply with safety regulations, provides engineering and financial assistance for 
safety and infrastructure improvements.  Financial assistance is provided through state-
matching funds for the federal aviation grant program. In addition, the division maintains 
California’s Aviation System Plan to reflect changes in aviation network, provides guidance 
for land use compatibility in areas around airports, administers airport noise standards 
regulations, enhances goods movement to and from airports through improved ground 
access, and promotes and maintains aviation safety. 

20 HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION 

The Highway Transportation Program operates, maintains, and continues development of 
California’s state highways. Development and delivery of capital projects make up the 
largest portion of these efforts. The program also meets its objectives through: 
(1) coordination and control required by federal and state law for implementing 
transportation projects, (2) furnishing assistance to city and county transportation 
programs, and (3) management of traffic through a system of monitoring, analysis, and 
control. In addition, this program strives to improve highway travel, safety, and the 
environment through testing, research, and technology development. 
 
30 MASS TRANSPORTATION 
 
The objective of the Mass Transportation Program is to support the state's transportation 
system by providing leadership in the implementation of safe, effective public 
transportation, improved air quality, and environmental protection. The program achieves 
its objective through: (1) the administration of intercity rail service in California, including 
capital projects and rail car management, (2) management of  state and federal capital and 
operations grant programs, (3) planning, support, and coordination of mass transportation 
services, and (4) administering the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and 
Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) of the Highway Safety,  Traffic Reduction, Air 
Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Bond Act).  Additionally, the Mass 
Transportation Program serves to: (1) improve intercity bus passenger service through 
enhanced services and facilities, (2) improve public transportation needs for all persons, 
including the elderly, the disabled, and the economically-disadvantaged, (3) improve 
urban/commuter rail services, and (4) enhance mobility in congested corridors. 
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40 TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 

The Transportation Planning Program implements statewide transportation policy through 
coordination at the local and regional levels and develops transportation plans and projects. 
Caltrans prepares the long-range state transportation plan required by state and federal law 
and provides long-range transportation system planning and transportation planning 
studies as input to the regional transportation plans, the State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP), and departmental policies and programs such as Goods Movement, 
Climate Action, and Regional Blueprint Planning.  Caltrans also prepares the Interregional 
Transportation Strategic Plan, which guides investment of the Interregional Improvement 
Program funds in the STIP. 

50 ADMINISTRATION 

The Administration Program provides the functions required to support the programmatic 
responsibilities of the Department. Major activities include accounting, budgeting, auditing, 
office facility operations and management, information technology, and a wide range of 
administrative services including human resources, procurement and contracting, training, 
workforce planning,  and labor relations. 

 
60 EQUIPMENT 
 
The Equipment Program provides mobile fleet equipment and services to other 
departmental programs through: (1) purchasing new vehicles, (2) receiving, servicing, and 
equipping new units, (3) assembling equipment components into completed units, 
(4) managing the fleet, (5) repairing and maintaining the fleet, including payments for fuel 
and insurance, and (6) disposing of used vehicles.
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Caltrans Districts 
 
Caltrans is comprised of 12 districts, each under the leadership of a District Director.  The 
district boundaries and a listing of the counties within each district are shown below. 
District Headquarters offices are located in the cities of Eureka, Redding, Marysville, 
Oakland, San Luis Obispo, Fresno, Los Angeles, San Bernardino, Bishop, Stockton, San 
Diego, and Irvine. The Caltrans Headquarters office is located in Sacramento. 

  

DISTRICT 4

111 Grand Avenue
Oakland 
Alameda 
Contra Costa 
Marin
Napa
San Francisco 
San Mateo 
Santa Clara 
Solano
Sonoma

DISTRICT 7

100 South Main Street
Los Angeles 
Los Angeles 
Ventura 

DISTRICT 9

500 South Main Street
Bishop
Inyo
Mono

DISTRICT 10

1976 East Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
Stockton

Alpine
Amador 
Calaveras 
Mariposa 
Merced
San Joaquin 
Stanislaus 
Tuolumne 
DISTRICT 11
4050 Taylor Street
San Diego 
Imperial 
San Diego 
DISTRICT 12

3337 – 3347 Michelson Drive
Irvine

Orange

DISTRICT 3

703 B Street
Marysville

Butte
Colusa
El Dorado
Glenn
Nevada
Placer
Sacramento
Sierra
Sutter
Yolo
Yuba

DISTRICT 6 

1352 West Olive Avenue
Fresno

Fresno
Kern
Kings
Madera
Tulare

DISTRICT 8

464 West Fourth Street
San Bernardino
Riverside
San Bernardino

DISTRICT 2

1657 Riverside Drive
Redding

Lassen
Modoc
Plumas
Shasta
Siskiyou
Tehama
Trinity

DISTRICT 5 

50 Higuera Street
San Luis Obispo

Monterey
San Benito
San Luis Obispo
Santa Barbara
Santa Cruz

DISTRICT 1   
1656 Union Street  
Eureka   
Del Norte  
Humboldt   
Lake  
Mendocino   
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Future Space Needs 
 
Future space needs are driven, in part, by population.  Population generates traffic that 
creates the need for highways and their associated planning, operations, and maintenance, 
which produces the need to house staff performing those respective activities.  Caltrans 
houses employees in a wide array of facilities: maintenance stations, equipment shops, 
office buildings, material laboratories, and transportation management centers.  
Determining where the need exists for future facilities depends in part on those areas of 
the state with the greatest projected population increase.  The California counties with the 
greatest population increases are located within Caltrans districts of Oakland, San 
Bernardino, Fresno, and Los Angeles.  This is based on projected statewide population 
increases provided by the California Department of Finance (DOF) report on State and 
County Population Projections.  The table below ranks Caltrans’ districts by the greatest 
population increases through year 2060.   
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Numeric  Percentage

Year 2010 Year 2060 Increase 
1/

Increase 
1/

1 Eureka 318,024 358,518 11 10

2 Redding 365,140 428,460 10 8

3 Marysville 2,694,731 4,059,999 5 4

4 Oakland 7,167,034 10,178,649 1 5

5 San Luis Obispo 1,429,531 1,811,448 9 7

6 Fresno 2,528,766 4,725,127 3 1

7 Los Angeles 10,649,387 12,493,197 4 9

8 San Bernardino 4,233,973 6,869,005 2 3

9 Bishop 33,161 36,363 12 12

10 Stockton 1,618,750 2,831,298 6 2

11 San Diego 3,288,485 4,407,333 7 6

12 Irvine 3,014,996 3,464,374 8 10

California 37,341,978 51,663,771 2/

1/ 
Data Source:  California Department of Finance's Bienniel Report on State & County population,  December 2014

2/
 Minor Variation Due to Rounding

District Population Projections

Years 2010 through 2060

   District Number and Name

District Population
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Chapter 606, Statutes of 1999 (Assembly Bill 1473/Hertzberg), requires the Governor to 
annually submit a Five-Year Capital Outlay Infrastructure Plan in conjunction with the 
Governor’s Budget beginning in January 2002. The Statute requires state departments to 
submit a Five-Year Capital Outlay Infrastructure Plan (Plan), Capital Outlay Budget Change 
Proposals (COBCPs), and Capital Outlay Concept Papers (COCPs) for major capital outlay 
projects proposed for inclusion in the Governor’s Budget.  The Plan must include all 
COBCPs and COCPs for the five-year planning horizon from Fiscal Years 2017-18 through 
2021-22.  Only the California Department of Transportation’s (Caltrans) office facilities 
require COBCPs or COCPs and therefore, are required as part of the process.  
 

REQUIREMENTS 
 

The California Department of Finance (DOF) issues an annual Budget Letter requiring 
Caltrans to identify existing office facilities infrastructure, including their deficiencies, and 

the net need for the infrastructure.  The general 
DOF Budget Letter requirements are found in 
this chapter.  Those reporting requirements 
include a description of Caltrans’ office building 
infrastructure, the projects needed to correct 
office building deficiencies, a linkage to the prior 
year’s plan, and a summary of office building 
projects currently in progress.  
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INFRASTRUCTURE DESCRIPTION 
 
Caltrans occupies 13 office buildings, 12 state-owned and one leased. Five (5) of Caltrans’ 12 
state-owned buildings are less than 30 years of age.  Their location and the year of their 
construction completion are as follows: Oakland, 
1991; San Bernardino, 1997; Los Angeles, 2004; 
San Diego, 2006; and Marysville, 2010. 
 
There are seven (7) state-owned office facilities that 
are at least 50 years old. The table below provides a 
list of Caltrans’ office buildings and the respective 
year of construction. Caltrans works with the 
California Department of General Services (DGS) 
to obtain facility and infrastructure studies that 
evaluate the condition of the existing building(s) 
and if necessary, the feasibility of replacing the 
structure(s).          

 
Previous studies found that many of the 
buildings are functionally obsolete, energy 
inefficient, and expensive to maintain.  
Additionally, the heating ventilation and air 
conditioning (HVAC), electrical, elevator, 
and plumbing systems carry relatively high 
on-going maintenance and upgrade cost.  
From an operations standpoint, the 
buildings’ space is inefficient due to the 
numerous columns, wide corridors, and 
hard-walled offices that constrain 
configuration and layout of modular 
furniture. For Fiscal Year 2016-17, Caltrans 
has requested an updated infrastructure 
study of its oldest building, the 
Headquarters office building in Sacramento, 
in order to obtain an assessment of its 
current condition. A complete listing of all 
the infrastructure studies performed for 
Caltrans can be found in the Appendix, 
Exhibit 2. 
 

District 3 Headquarters Office Building 

Marysville, California 

Address Year Built

1 Eureka 1656 Union Street 1953

2 Redding 1657 Riverside Drive 1953

3 Marysville 703 B Street 2010

4 Oakland 111 Grand Avenue 1991

5 San Luis Obispo 50 Higuera Street 1955

6 Fresno 1352 West Olive Street 1958

7 Los Angeles 100 Main Street 2004

8 San Bernardino 464 West  4th Street 1997

9 Bishop 500 South Main Street 1954

10 Stockton 1976 East Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 1955

11 San Diego 4050 Taylor Street 2006

12 Irvine 3337-3347 Michelson Drive 
1/    

NA

HQ Sacramento 1120 N Street 1936

State and District
Headquarters Office Buildings

1/  
The Distri ct 12 offi ce bui lding is  a  leas ed faci l i ty.

District
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Leased and Owned Office Space 
 
 
Caltrans occupies approximately 3.0 million net square feet of  office space among its 
districts and Headquarters (Sacramento).  The amount of  office space in each district is 
depicted in the table below.  A listing of Caltrans’ office space inventory is shown in the 
Appendix, Exhibit 3.  
 
Caltrans continues to take steps to improve facility management of its state-owned facilities. 
In an effort to optimize the use and occupancy of existing state-owned facilities and leased 
office space, Caltrans evaluates office space needs and consolidates staff from leased 
facilities into state-owned building and/or reduces leased office space, whenever possible.   
In 2015, Caltrans completed the restacking of its District 4 Oakland Headquarters office 
building and is pursuing lease reductions in the District 12 Irvine Headquarters office 
building and the District 5 San Luis Obispo office building for this upcoming fiscal year. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Owned Owned Total

(Gross SF) (Net SF) Leased (Net + Leased)0

1 Eureka 91,456 63,789 0 63,789

2 Redding 47,851 32,666 47,027 79,693

3 Marysville 230,000 160,444 6,260 166,704

4 Oakland 750,000 511,553 0 511,553

5 San Luis Obispo 41,700 27,690 52,683 80,373

6 Fresno 78,000 56,935 149,348 206,283

7 Los Angeles 716,200 351,354 487 351,841

8 San Bernardino 417,000 205,885 0 205,885

9 Bishop 37,496 25,847 0 25,847

10 Stockton 90,174 61,460 0 61,460

11 San Diego 301,000 221,447 0 221,447

12 Irvine 0 0 151,453 151,453

RO Regional Offices 0 0 8,950 8,950

HQ State Headquarters 506,735 391,952 501,445 893,397

Statewide Total: 3,307,612 2,111,022 917,653 3,028,675

Leased and Owned Office Space
Department Summary by District

District
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Projects 
 
The 2017 FIP identifies no projects during the five-year plan period (FY 2017-18 
through 2021-22). Additionally, 6 projects are identified as unfunded needs that span 
beyond the five years of the FIP, totaling $482.8 million in estimated construction 
costs.   

 
 

 

OFFICE BUILDINGS

PROGRAMMED AND CANDIDATE PROJECTS

Location/Descri ption 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 2017 FIP Total

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Construction Totals $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Sub-total (Capital) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Support $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Grand Total $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

2016 SHOPP Fiscal Years

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years

UNFUNDED NEEDS

Item#

Estimated 

Construction 

Cost 
1

1 $199,600,000

2 $36,800,000

3 $38,300,000

4 $77,700,000

5 $65,100,000

6 $65,300,000

$482,800,000

1
 Cost is  based on most recent Faci l i ty Infrastructure Study as  indicated in 

Appendix Exhibi t 2

Location/Description

Sacramento - Headquarters Building

District 2 - Redding District Office Replacement

District 6 - Fresno District Office Replacement

District 9  - Bishop District Office Replacement

District 10 - Stockton District Office Replacement

District 5 - San Luis Obispo District Office Replacement

Total Unfunded Needs
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CHAPTER 3 

 
TRANSPORTATION-RELATED FACILITIES 

 
o Equipment Shops 
o Maintenance Facilities 
o Materials Laboratories 
o Transportation Management Centers 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
This chapter provides transportation-related facility information for the 2017 Facilities 
Infrastructure Plan (FIP). These projects are approved by the California Transportation 
Commission (CTC) as part of the State Highway Operations and Protection Program 
(SHOPP) and funded through enactment of the annual state budget.  
 
The SHOPP is a four-year program of projects that have a purpose of collision reduction, 
bridge preservation, roadway preservation, roadside preservation, mobility enhancement, 
and preservation of other transportation facilities related to the state highway system.  All 
facility-related infrastructure projects are programmed in the SHOPP with the exception of 
the construction phase of major office facility projects that are typically financed with 
bonds and not programmed in the SHOPP. 
 
The 2017 FIP spans the five Fiscal Years (FY) 2017-18 through 2021-22. The facility 
projects included in the final three years of the 2016 SHOPP (i.e., 2017-18 through 2019-
20) overlap with the first three years of the 2017 FIP.  Facility Projects in the last two years 
of the FIP (FY 2020-21 and 2021-22) are identified as SHOPP Candidate Projects that are 
proposed for the future 2018 SHOPP programming.  Additionally, the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is identifying unfunded projects for each facility 
type that extend beyond the five-year span of the FIP.  The table below illustrates the 
chronology and fiscal year relationships of one complete cycle for the FIP and the SHOPP.   
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fiscal Years

2015 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan Jan 2015 10-Year Plan

2016 Four-Year Programmed 
SHOPP

Jan 2016  4-Year Plan

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan July 2016     5-Year Plan

2016 Facilities Infrastructure Plan July 2015     5-Year Plan

2026-
27

Chronology and Fiscal Year Relationships: Facilities Infrastructure Plan and SHOPP

Approximate 
Due Date

2015-
16

2016-
17

2017-
18

2018-
19

2019-
20

2020-
21

2021-
22

2022-
23

2023-
24

2024-
25

2025-
26
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Infrastructure Description 
 
Caltrans transportation-related facilities include approximately 441 sites consisting of 
approximately 4,000,000 square feet of equipment shops, maintenance facilities, materials 
laboratories, and transportation management centers, as displayed below. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
SHOPP Decision Document - ‘Single Point of Contact for 
Transportation-Related Facilities’ 
 
In May 2015, an important step was taken to improve Caltrans’ facility management and 
address the magnitude of facility needs. SHOPP  Decision Document 2015-1  ‘Single  
Point-of-Contact for Transportation-Related Facilities’ was approved,  identifying a single 
point-of-contact for transportation-related facilities in the SHOPP and setting aside an 
average allocation of $10 million annually1 for transportation-related facilities.  The 
Decision Document will help streamline communication in the SHOPP organizational 
structure and fund facility needs. 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1 The funding to commence in the last two years of the 2016 SHOPP, Fiscal Years 2018-19 and 2019-20. 

Facility Type Square Feet Number of Sites

Equipment Shops 666,561 26

Maintenance Facilities 2,742,000 391

Materials Laboratories 
1/

312,093 11

Transportation Management Centers 265,685 13

3,986,339 441

Summary

Transportation‐Related Facilities

1/
  Chart only reflects  Category I  (Program Laboratories ) and Category I I  (Main Distri ct  

Materia l s  Engineering Testing Laboratories ).  The  Field Construction Laboratories  (113 

s i tes ) are  not included in the  figures  in the  table.

Total
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Projects 
 
The 2017 FIP identifies approximately $81.4 million in total project cost during the five-year 
plan period (FY 2017-18 through 2021-22), with approximately $57.6 million in construction 
and land acquisition costs and approximately $23.9 million in associated capital outlay 
support costs (e.g., engineering and right of way acquisition staff). A summary of these costs 
is presented in the chart below. Additionally, 73 projects are identified as unfunded 
transportation-related facility needs that span beyond the five (5) years of the FIP totaling 
$356.4 million in estimated construction costs. Below is a summary of the project in the FIP 
and unfunded project needs for Transportation-Related facilities.  
 

 
 

  
 
 

 
 

SHOPP Programmed and Candidate Projects

Location/Descriptions 2016‐17 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2017 FIP Total

Equipment Shops $0 $23,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $23,400,000

Maintenance Facilities  $12,450,000 $0 $14,028,000 $0 $17,000,000 $2,000,000 $33,028,000

Materials Laboratories $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $1,100,000

Transportation Management Center $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Construction Totals $12,450,000 $23,400,000 $14,028,000 $0 $18,100,000 $2,000,000 $57,528,000

Land $20,000 $0 $27,000 $0 $0 $0 $27,000

Sub‐total (Capital) $12,470,000 $23,400,000 $14,055,000 $0 $18,100,000 $2,000,000 $57,555,000

Support  $9,015,000 $8,000,000 $9,054,000 $0 $6,100,000 $700,000 $23,854,000

Grand Total $21,485,000 $31,400,000 $23,109,000 $0 $24,200,000 $2,700,000 $81,409,000

*Note:  This table does not reflect $10M in reservation funds set aside for Transportation Related Facilities 

for Fiscal Year 2019‐20

Construction, Land, Capital, and Support
Projected Facilities Infrasructure Needs             

Fiscal Years 2017‐18 through 2021‐22

2016 SHOPP Fiscal Years

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years

Facilities Unfunded Needs

Construction 

Cost

$170,000,000

$166,727,000

$9,650,000

$10,000,000

$356,377,000

Quantity of 

Projects

34

35

3

1

73

Transportation Management Centers

Total Unfunded Needs Transportation‐Related Facilities

Facility Type

Equipment Shops

Maintenance Facilities

Material Laboratories
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EQUIPMENT SHOPS 
 
Introduction  
 
The Division of Equipment (DOE) is 
responsible for Caltrans’ fleet of light 
vehicles and heavy construction 
equipment consisting of approximately 
12,000 vehicles.  Light vehicles include 
automobiles, pickup trucks, and utility 
vehicles.  Heavy construction equipment 
consists of road graders, loaders, dump 
trucks, snow blowers, drilling 
equipment, and other construction-
related machineries.  Both light vehicles 
and heavy construction equipment are 
serviced and repaired by approximately 
400 professional equipment mechanics 
of the DOE.  

 
        
Equipment shops provide space to store 
tools and materials for mechanics to 
repair and sustain Caltrans’ fleet of 
vehicles that are used to operate and 
maintain the state highway system.  An 
equipment shop complex may include 
structures such as office, shop, 
warehouse, storage, and other 
improvements.   

Inside Equipment Shop Headquarters, Sacramento 

Headquarters Shop 
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Infrastructure Description 
 
DOE maintains 13 shops and 13 sub-shops totaling 26 shops and 666,561 square feet 
statewide as displayed in the table below.    
 
In addition to the 26 equipment shops/sub-shops, there are 123 resident mechanic 
facilities and 86 traveling mechanic facilities that are located within 209 of the maintenance 
facilities, which are under the Division of Maintenance, but are used/occupied by the 
DOE staff for the repair and maintenance of Caltrans’ fleet. 
 
 

 
 

        Address

City and Shop/Sub‐Shop  

Number Square Feet

1 Eureka 1650 Albee Street Eureka Shop (2101) 30,982

1 Eureka 3290 North State Street Ukiah Sub‐Shop (2102) 28,560

2 Redding 1430 George Drive Redding Shop (2201) 35,532

2 Redding 471‐800 Diane Drive Susanville Sub‐Shop (2202) 5,091

3 Marysville 981 North Beale Road Marysville Shop (2301) 49,043

3 Marysville 10152 Keiser Avenue Truckee Sub‐Shop (2302) 9,089

3 Marysville 2243 Carnelian Drive Meyers Sub‐Shop (2303) 6,460

4 Oakland 1993 Mariana Boulevard San Leandro Shop (2401) 48,040

4 Oakland Bay Bridge Toll Plaza Oakland Sub‐Shop (2402) 17,360

4 Oakland 120 Rickard Street San Francisco Sub‐Shop (2403) 3,568

4 Oakland 6010 Monterey, Building "B" San Jose Sub‐Shop (2404) 30,745

4 Oakland 2019 West Texas Fairfield Sub‐Shop (2405) 5,394

5 San Luis Obispo 66 Madonna Road San Luis Obispo Shop (2501) 25,433

6 Fresno 1385 North West Avenue Fresno Shop (2601) 33,352

6 Fresno 1200 Olive Avenue Bakersfield Sub‐Shop (2602) 15,700

7 Los Angeles 13204 Golden State Road Sylmar Shop (2701) 70,681

7 Los Angeles 7301 East Slauson Avenue Commerce Sub‐Shop (2702) 14,600

7 Los Angeles 100 South Main Street Los Angeles Sub‐Shop (2703) 18,865

8 San Bernardino 320 South Sierra Way San Bernardino Shop (2801) 34,912

8 San Bernardino 1800 Dill Road Barstow Sub‐Shop (2802) 8,400

9 Bishop 11 Jay Street Bishop Shop (2603) 23,829

10 Stockton 1603 South B Street Stockton Shop (3001) 24,396

11 San Diego 7179 Opportunity Road San Diego Shop (3101) 31,800

11 San Diego 1607 Adams Avenue El Centro Sub‐Shop (3102) 4,202

12 Irvine 691 South Tustin Street Orange Shop (2704) 5,500

HQ Sacramento 34th Street & Stockton Blvd Sacramento  HQ Shop (3201) 85,027

666,561

Transportation‐Related Facilities                                               

Equipment Shops Inventory

          District

Total:
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Projects 
 
The 2017 FIP identifies one project with a total project costs of  $31.4 million during the 
five-year plan period (FY 2017-18 through 2021-22), with approximately $23.4 million in 
construction and land acquisition costs and approximately $8 million in associated capital 
outlay support costs (e.g., engineering and right of way acquisition staff). A summary of 
these costs is presented in the chart below. Additionally, there are 34 projects identified as 
unfunded needs that span beyond the five (5) years of the FIP, totaling $170.0 million in 
estimated construction costs.  FIP Project descriptions are provided on the following page. 
 

 
 
 
 

EQUIPMENT SHOPS

PROGRAMMED IN 2016 SHOPP

Location/Description 2016‐17 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2017 FIP Total

D7 Southern Regional Equipment Repair 

Shop $0 $23,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $23,400,000

2018 SHOPP CANDIDATE PROJECTS

Location/Description $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Construction Totals $0 $23,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $23,400,000

Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Sub‐total (Capital) $0 $23,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $23,400,000

Support $0 $8,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,000,000

Grand Total $0 $31,400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $31,400,000

2016 SHOPP Fiscal Years

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years
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UNFUNDED NEEDS

Item #

Estimated 

Construction 

Cost 

1 $6,500,000

2 $1,500,000

3 $2,000,000

4 $10,000,000

5 $2,000,000

6 $6,500,000

7 $6,500,000

8 $1,500,000

9 $2,000,000

10 $2,000,000

11 $10,000,000

12 $2,000,000

13 $1,500,000

14 $1,500,000

15 $10,000,000

16 $2,000,000

17 $2,000,000

18 $2,000,000

19 $2,000,000

20 $2,000,000

21 $1,500,000

22 $1,500,000

23 $1,500,000

24 $2,000,000

25 $10,000,000

26 $1,500,000

27 $2,000,000

28 $2,000,000

29 $2,000,000

30 $2,000,000

31 $2,000,000

32 $1,500,000

33 $60,000,000

34 $5,000,000

$170,000,000Total Unfunded Needs

District 10 ‐ Woodfords Resident Mechanic Facility

District 10 ‐ Peddler Hill Resident Mechanic Facility

HQ ‐ Division of Equipment HQ Facility

District 8 ‐ Victorville Resident Mechanic Facility

District 10 ‐ Camp Connel Resident Mechanic Facility

District 10 ‐ Lodi Resident Mechanic Facility

District 10 ‐ Merced Resident Mechanic Facility

District 10 ‐ Modesto Resident Mechanic Facility

District 8 ‐ Banning Resident Mechanic Facility

District 8 ‐ Dry Creek Resident Mechanic Facility

District 8 ‐ Fawnskin Resident Mechanic Facility

District 8 ‐ San Bernardino Shop

Location/Description

District 4 ‐ San Leandro Equipment Shop Renovation

District 6 ‐ Fresno Equipment Shop Replacement

District 8 ‐ Indio Resident Mechanic Facility Replacement

HQ ‐ Division of Equipment HQ Warehouse

District 4 ‐ Hercules Resident Mechanic Facility

District 4 ‐ Leweling Resident  Mechanic Facility

District 4 ‐ Napa Resident Mechanic Facility

District 5 ‐ Santa Cruz Resident Mechanic Facility

District 6 ‐ Coarsgold Resident Mechanic Facility

District 6 ‐ Delano Resident Mechanic Facility

District 7 ‐ Lancaster Resident Mechanic Facility

District 7 ‐ Long Beach Resident Mechanic Facility

District 7 ‐ Tarzana Resident Mechanic Facility

District 2 ‐ Yreka Sub Shop Replacement

District 3 ‐ Marysville Equipment Shop Expansion

District 4 ‐ Fairfield Sub‐Shop Relocation

District 1 ‐ Ukiah Sub‐Shop Retrofit

District 3 ‐ Placerville Resident Mechanic Facility

District 3 ‐ Auburn Resident Mechanic Facility

District 3 ‐ South Lake Tahoe Sub‐Shop Facility Expansion

District 7 ‐ Ventura Resident Mechanic Facility

District 7 ‐ Bellflower Resident Mechanic Facility



Transportation-Related Facilities | Chapter 3   

 

26 | P a g e  
2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan 

 

Project Description 
 

Programmed Projects 

 
District 7, Southern Regional Equipment Repair Shop – Construction Cost 
Estimate:  $23,400,000 
The project proposes to replace and consolidate the existing Shop 12 in Orange County 
(closed due to safety and operational concerns) and the existing Commerce Sub-Shop in 
Los Angeles Country with a Southern Regional Equipment Repair Shop at a Caltrans-
owned property located at 14044 Freeway Drive, Santa Fe Springs. The proposed facility 
will comply with new building codes, American Disabilities Act (ADA), and standards set 
forth by DOE. The proposed facility will provide a safe working environment for its 
personnel and help better serve the needs of the customers in the Southern California 
region. 
 
The two (2) existing facilities that are being replaced by the proposed project were built in 
1960s and 1970s, with construction material containing asbestos and/or lead paint. The 
existing site is functionally obsolete with insufficient space available for efficient operation 
and equipment and vehicle storage.   
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District 2 Hayfork Maintenance Station 

MAINTENANCE FACILITIES 
 
Introduction 
 
The Division of Maintenance is responsible for maintenance of the state highway system in a 
manner consistent with Caltrans mission of providing a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient 

transportation system to enhance California’s 
economy and livability.  This includes 
ensuring public and employee safety, 
preserving the highway infrastructure, and 
providing services that contribute to mobility 
and promote a clean and healthy environment.  
The Division of Maintenance consists of 
approximately 5,800 employees who work in 
partnership with other state agencies, local 
agencies, and private contractors to maintain 
the state highway system.   
 

Together, the Division of Maintenance 
and its partners maintain approximately 
50,000 lane miles of highway, more than 
13,000 bridges, 250,000 roadside acres, 
25,000 acres of landscaping, 87 rest 
areas, as well as commercial vehicle 
enforcement facilities, and countless 
other items that make up the state 
highway system inventory.  Maintenance 
facilities are required to house staff, store 
equipment, and store materials used in 
the maintenance and repair of the state 
highway system.  These facilities have 
building features such as: crew office 
space, equipment storage bays, 
equipment service bays, dormitories, 
employee housing, wash racks, material storage bins, bulk fuel, and hazmat storage.  
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Infrastructure Description 
 
The total Maintenance Facilities operation space is approximately 2.7 million square feet.  
Maintenance facilities are of various types and are categorized as follows: 
 
 Highway Maintenance Crew Stations 
 Landscape Maintenance Crew Stations 
 Special Crew Stations  
 Stand-Alone Salt/Sand Storage Sheds 
 Satellite Stations 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Square Feet

1 Eureka 137,000

2 Redding 317,000

3 Marysville 376,000

4 Oakland 363,000

5 San Luis Obispo 143,000

6 Fresno 227,000

7 Los Angeles 338,000

8 San Bernardino  208,000

9 Bishop 130,000

10 Stockton 214,000

11 San Diego 126,000

12 Irvine 163,000

Total: 2,742,000

       District

Transportation‐Related Facilities
Maintenance Facilities Inventory

District 7, Torrance  
Maintenance Station 
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Projects 
 
The 2017 FIP identifies six (6) projects at approximately $48.5 million in total project cost 
during the five-year plan period (FY 2017-18 through 2021-22), with approximately $33.1 
million in construction and land acquisition costs and approximately $15.5 million in 
associated capital outlay support costs (e.g., engineering and right of way acquisition staff). 
A summary of these costs is presented in the chart below. Additionally, 35 projects are 
identified as unfunded needs that span beyond the five (5) years of the FIP, totaling 
approximately $166.7 million in construction costs.  FIP project descriptions are provided 
on the following page. 
 
 

  
 
 

MAINTENANCE STATIONS

PROGRAMMED IN 2016 SHOPP

Location/Description 2016‐17 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2017 FIP Total

D2 Adin Maintenance Station $0 $0 $4,880,000 $0 $0 $0 $4,880,000

D3 Floriston Sand/Salt Storage Facility $0 $0 $2,478,000 $0 $0 $0 $2,478,000

D4 San Francisco Oakland Bay 

Bridge (SFOBB)  Toll Plaza Building $12,450,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

D8 San Bernadino Maintenance Station $0 $0 $6,670,000 $0 $0 $0 $6,670,000

2018 SHOPP CANDIDATE PROJECTS

Location/Description

D1 Idlewild Maintenance Facility Retrofit $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,000,000 $2,000,000

D8 Fontana Maintenance Station $0 $0 $0 $0 $17,000,000 $0 $17,000,000

Construction Totals $12,450,000 $0 $14,028,000 $0 $17,000,000 $2,000,000 $33,028,000

Land $20,000 $0 $27,000 $0 $0 $0 $27,000

Sub‐total (Capital) $12,470,000 $0 $14,055,000 $0 $17,000,000 $2,000,000 $33,055,000

Support $9,015,000 $0 $9,054,000 $0 $5,700,000 $700,000 $15,454,000

Grand Total $21,485,000 $0 $23,109,000 $0 $22,700,000 $2,700,000 $48,509,000

*Note:  This table does not reflect $10M in reservation funds set aside for Transportation Related Facilities 

for Fiscal Year 2019‐20

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years2016 SHOPP Fiscal Years

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years
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UNFUNDED NEEDS

Item #

Estimated 

Construction 

1 $1,216,000

2 $2,323,000

3 $1,500,000

4 $1,700,000

5 $3,500,000

6 $3,600,000

7 $15,000,000

8 $3,000,000

9 $4,000,000

10 D4 ‐ Specialty Region Maintenance Station $4,000,000

11 $3,474,000

12 $4,000,000

13 $22,600,000

14 $5,164,000

15 $4,900,000

16 $4,200,000

17 $1,500,000

18 $1,200,000

19 $2,000,000

20 $5,000,000

21 $3,500,000

22 $2,500,000

23 $7,000,000

24 $6,000,000

25 D9 ‐ Bishop Highway Maintenance Station Expansion $5,000,000

26 D10 ‐ Caples Lake Maintenance Station Replacement $4,600,000

27 D10 ‐ Modesto Maintenance Station Replacement $6,500,000

28 $4,600,000

29 $8,900,000

30 $1,950,000

31 $4,000,000

32 $3,500,000

33 $5,000,000

34 $4,000,000

35 $5,800,000

$166,727,000Total Unfunded Needs

D9 ‐ Tehachapi Sand/Salt Shed Expansion

D7 ‐ Maintenance Equipment Training Center Expansion

D7 ‐ Torrance Maintenance Station Expansion

D7 ‐ Doran Maintenance Station 

D7 ‐ Florence Maintenance Station Replacement

D10 ‐ Ione, Pine Grove and West Pointe Maintenance Station

D1 ‐ Ukiah Maintenance Station Rehabilitation

Location/Description

D5 ‐ Hollister Maintenance Station Relocation

D1 ‐ Fort Bragg and Manchester Maintenance Station Rehabili

D6 ‐ Fresno Construct New Maintenance Station

D2 ‐ Platina Maintenance Station 

D3 ‐ Tahoe City Maintenance Station

D3 ‐ Truckee Maintenance Station

D4 ‐ Queens Street Maintenance Station

D4 ‐ Santa Rosa Maintenance Station

D8 ‐ Barstow Maintenance Station

D10 ‐ Woodford Maintenance Station Replacement

D11 ‐ Boulevard Maintenance Station 

D11 ‐ Brawley Maintenance Station

D11 ‐ Lake Henshaw Maintenance Station

D11 ‐ Escondido Maintenance Station

D8 ‐ Elsinore Maintenance Station

D8 ‐ Victorville Maintenance Station

D8 ‐ Indio Maintenance Station

D8 ‐ Lakeview Maintenance Station

D12 ‐ Orange Maintenance Station 

D10 ‐ Stockton Maintenance Station Rehabilitation

D1 ‐ Ukiah Maintenance Station Expansion 

D5 ‐ Salinas Maintenance Station 

D5 ‐ San Luis Obispo Maintenance Station Relocation

D1 ‐ Fortuna, Gaberville, Willits and Ukiah Maintenance 

Station Rehabilitation
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Project Description 
 
Programmed Projects 
 
District 2, Adin Maintenance Facility Replacement – Construction Cost Estimate: 
$4,880,000 
The proposed project replaces the office/crew building, equipment storage bay, covered 
storage canopy, salt storage building, and detention basin.  The maintenance yard also 
needs to be repaved.  The existing facility, built in the 1960s, has exceeded its service life, 
has inadequate work space, and is operationally deficient.  Furthermore, the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements for stormwater runoff 
need to be addressed. 
 
District 3, Floriston Sand/Salt Storage Facility – Construction Cost Estimate: 
$2,478,000 
The project proposes to construct a salt and sand storage facility on Interstate 80 in the 
vicinity of the California Highway Patrol Donner Pass Inspection Facility and the 
California Department of Food and Agriculture Truckee Border Protection Station.  The 
new facility will replace the salt and storage facilities at Floriston.  The existing Floriston 
facility is operationally deficient, has exceeded its service life, is in deteriorating condition, 
and may have negative environmental impacts on the Truckee River.  Closing the existing 
Floriston facility during the winter months impacts service to Interstate 80, State Route 89 
and State Route 267. 
 
District 8, San Bernardino Maintenance Facility Replacement – Construction Cost 
Estimate: $6,670,000 
The facility project proposes to reconstruct the San Bernardino Maintenance Station.  
Reconstruction will include replacement of three (3) of the existing office buildings and 
one (1) of the warehouses that were built in 1954.  The purpose of the project is to correct 
deficiencies and expand the capabilities of the maintenance station as the North Regional 
Manager Headquarters and alternative Emergency Operations Center.  The current office 
staff is working out of three different locations.  The facility has exceeded its service life, 
has inadequate work space, and is operationally deficient for current facility needs. 
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Candidate Projects 
 
District 1, Idlewild Maintenance Facility Replacement – Construction Cost 
Estimate: $2,000,000 
The project proposes to replace the equipment service bay building, backup generator, and 
water supply pipe. The existing building complex was built in 1971 and has exceeded its 
service life and is operationally deficient.  The equipment service bay building has a small 
office, undersize crew room and a small men's restroom.  There is no women's restroom, 
janitor's room or shower room.  This station is in a high-elevation area where 24-hour 
shifts are normal during the winter season. 
 
District 8, Fontana Maintenance Station – Construction Cost Estimate: $17,000,000  
The proposed new maintenance facility will reduce response time to State Route 210. State 
Route 210 increased the District’s inventory for electrical and landscape workload as well 
as lane miles. The nearest maintenance station to State Route 210 is the Magana-Ortega 
Maintenance Station. The emergency response time for the crew at the Magana-Ortega 
Maintenance Station can be as much as 50 minutes. Additionally, the construction of the 
Fontana Maintenance Facility will be located adjacent to the Southern Regional Laboratory 
and Transportation Management Center/Emergency Operations Center. Along with the 
existing emergency facilities, the Fontana Maintenance Facility is a critical asset of the State 
of California Emergency Plan (SEP).  
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MATERIALS LABORATORIES 
 
Introduction 
 
Caltrans currently operates approximately 124 materials testing facilities, ranging in size 
from large complex laboratories to small field construction testing facilities.  District 
Materials Engineering (DME) and Independent Assurance Laboratories are currently 
located in each District and at the Caltrans Transportation Laboratory (TransLab) located 
in Sacramento.  Additionally, Caltrans’ Southern Regional Laboratory in San Bernardino 
County was completed in Fiscal Year 2010-11. Each of these laboratories provides support 
for all phases of the project development process and is required to perform federal and 
state-mandated quality assurance testing.   
 

Staff routinely perform field and laboratory 
testing of highway materials in the 
construction phase and are responsible for 
providing materials information during the 
planning and design phases, including the 
Project Materials Report.  District 
laboratories perform routine testing on soils, 
aggregate, asphalt concrete, and Portland 
cement concrete.  This effort includes the 
coordination of skid testing, roadway and 
bridge profilographing, nuclear gauge 
administration, preliminary testing, 
calibration of equipment, and pavement 
coring.  
 
The TransLab and DME laboratories are 
over 45 years of age, resulting in facilities 
that are not in compliance with current 
codes or lack electrical/mechanical capacity 
to run testing equipment efficiently.  These 
facilities require infrastructure assessments 
be performed to determine actual facility 
safety conditions and electrical/mechanical 
conditions, repair costs, operational issues, 
and facility code deficiencies. 

 
 
  

State Headquarters 
Materials and Testing Laboratory, Sacramento 

(Sacramento TransLab) 
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Infrastructure Description 
 
The materials testing facilities are divided into the following three (3) category types: 
 

 Category I – Program Laboratories (2) 
o Sacramento TransLab 
o Southern Regional Laboratory 

 Category II – Main District Materials Engineering Testing Laboratories (9) 
 Category III – Field Construction Laboratories (113) 

o Fixed Sites – 42 
o Mobile Sites 71 

 
The facility inventory for Caltrans’ Materials Laboratories (Category I and II) total 312,093 
square feet as displayed in the table below. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

       Address  City Square Feet

1 Eureka 1726 Albee Street Eureka 4,000

2 Redding 1657 Riverside Drive Redding 5,841

3 Marysville 5330 Arboga Road Olivehurst 13,000

4 Oakland 325 San Bruno Avenue San Francisco 7,600

5 San Luis Obispo 50 Higuera Street San Luis Obispo 3,330

6 Fresno 1352 West Olive Fresno 5,600

8 San Bernardino  13970 Victoria Street
2/

Fontana 81,000

9 Bishop 500 South Main Bishop 2,200

10 Stockton 1976 East Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd Stockton 5,617

11 San Diego 7177 Opportunity Road San Diego 12,710

HQ Sacramento 5900 Folsom Boulevard Sacramento 171,195

Total 312,093

1/
  Table only reflects Category I (Program Laboratories) and Category II (Main District Materials

     Engineering Testing Laboratories).  
2/  
The Southern Regional Laboratory in District 8 San Bernardino supports Districts 7, 8, and 12.

        District

Transportation‐Related Facilities

Materials Laboratories Inventory  1/ 
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Projects 
 
The 2017 FIP identifies one project at approximately $1.5 million in total project cost 
during the five-year plan period (FY 2017-18 through 2021-22), with approximately $1.1 
million in construction costs and approximately $0.4 million in associated capital outlay 
support costs (e.g., engineering and right of way acquisition staff). A summary of these 
costs is presented in the chart below. Additionally, three (3) projects are identified as 
unfunded needs that span beyond the five (5) years of the FIP, totaling $9.7 million in 
estimated construction costs.  FIP project descriptions are provided on the following page. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MATERIAL LABORATORIES

PROGRAMMED IN 2016 SHOPP
Location/Description 2016‐17 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2017 FIP Total

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

2018 SHOPP CANDIDATE PROJECTS

Location/Description

D1 ‐ Eureka Materials Laboratory 

Retrofit/Replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $1,100,000

Construction Totals $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $1,100,000

Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Sub‐total (Capital) $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 $0 $1,100,000

Support $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $400,000

Grand Total $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $0 $1,500,000

2016 SHOPP Fiscal Years

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years

UNFUNDED NEEDS

Item #

Estimated 

Construction 

1 $1,050,000

2 $7,500,000

3 $1,100,000

$9,650,000Total Unfunded Needs

Location/Description

D3 ‐ Headquarters Transportation Laboratory Rehabilitation

D4 ‐ San Bruno Laboratory Replacement

D9 ‐ Bishop Construct New Laboratory
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Candidate Projects 
 
District 1, Eureka Material Laboratory Retrofit/Replacement – Construction Cost 
Estimate: $1,100,000  
The project proposes to seismically retrofit and renovate the Eureka Material Lab. The 
existing material lab is over 50 years old, does not meet operational needs and has exceeded 
its functional operational life.  The project will improve testing efficiency by designing 
equipment testing areas to accommodate new state-of-the-art testing equipment, provide a 
safe work environment for its personnel and help better serve the needs of the customers 
in the region.     
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TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT CENTERS 
  
Introduction 
 
A Transportation Management Center 
(TMC) Master Plan was written in 1997 to 
develop the framework for standardized 
statewide strategies for TMCs. Based on 
geography and population centers, California 
was divided into three (3) transportation 
regions that are managed by three (3) 
regional TMCs located in Districts 3, 4 and 
7; five (5) urban TMCs located in Districts 
6, 8, 10, 11 and 12; and five (5) smaller 
TMCs/Satellite Operations Centers (SOCs) 
located in Districts 1, 2, 3, 5 and 9.   
 
TMCs coordinate with each other and with neighboring states to optimize the efficiency 
of the transportation system, minimize traveler delays, and increase the safety of the 
traveling public and the highway workers that maintain the system.   The TMCs conduct 
daily transportation management activities to smooth the flow of traffic, coordinate 
traffic incident management response in order to limit non-recurring congestion, and 
provide traveler information to the public to help them make informed travel decisions. 
The three TMCs designated as regional TMCs provide traffic operations services beyond 
their urban area as needed.  

Since the California Highway Patrol (CHP) 
conducts incident scene management and 
other public safety services (e.g., pacing 
traffic in fog and snow) on the state 
highways, communication and 
coordination between Caltrans’ Traffic 
Operations staff and CHP staff is critical. 
In some cases, CHP staffs (officers, 
dispatchers, and public information 
officers) are co-located within the TMCs.  
Additionally, in some locations, a local or 
regional Emergency Operations Center 
may be operated within the TMC due to 
the coordination and media capabilities 
they possess. 

District 7 – Los Angeles Regional Transportation Management 

 
  Transportation Management Center Locations
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Infrastructure Description  
 
Caltrans maintains 265,685 square feet of TMC operating space, as shown in the table 
below.   Typical TMCs may include security, communication, and dispatch areas; press 
coverage and briefing rooms; staff offices; restrooms; and locker areas.  

 
 
 
 

       

 
 
 

    
 
 
 
 

         Address    City Year Built Square Feet

1 Eureka 1656 Union Street Eureka 1953 230

2 Redding 1657 Riverside Drive Redding 1953 830

3 Marysville 3165 Gold Valley Drive Rancho Cordova 1999 34,200

3 Marysville 51121 Donner Pass Road
1/

Kingvale N/A 1,760

4 Oakland 111 Grand Avenue Oakland 1992 10,200

5 San Luis Obispo 50 Higuera Street San Luis Obispo 1955 1,500

6 Fresno 1352 West Olive Fresno 1958 3,065

7 Los Angeles 2901 West Broadway Los Angeles 2008 82,300

8 San Bernardino  13970 Victoria Street Fontana 2011 43,000

9 Bishop 500 South Main Street Bishop 1954 400

10 Stockton 1976 East Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. Stockton 1957 2,200

11 San Diego 7183 Opportunity Road San Diego 1996 42,000

12 Irvine 6681 Marine Way Irvine 2001 44,000

Total 265,685

1/  
Winter operation at the  Kingva le  Maintenance  Station

       District

Transportation‐Related Facilities

Transportation Management Centers (TMCs) Inventory

District 12 – TMC Video Wall District 3 – Changeable Message Sign/Ramp Meter 
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Projects 
 
The 2017 FIP identifies no Transportation Management Center (TMC) projects for Fiscal 
Years 2017-18 through 2021-22.  Additionally, one (1) project is identified as an unfunded 
need that spans beyond the five years of the FIP, with approximately $10 million in 
construction cost.   
 
 

  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

TRANSPORTATION 

MANAGEMENT CENTERS

2016‐17 2017‐18 2018‐19 2019‐20 2020‐21 2021‐22 2017 FIP Total

PROGRAMMED IN 2016 SHOPP $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Location/Description

2018 SHOPP CANDIDATE PROJECTS $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Location/Description

Construction Totals $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Sub‐total (Capital) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Support $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Grand Total $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

2016 SHOPP FISCAL YEARS

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan Fiscal Years

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects 

Fiscal Years

UNFUNDED NEEDS

Item #
Estimated 

Construction 

1 $10,000,000

$10,000,000Total Unfunded Needs

Location/Description

D10 ‐ TMC/Emergency Operations Center
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RESOURCE CONSERVATION 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 



Resource Conservation | Chapter 4  

 
 

 

42 | P a g e  

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan 

 

 

This page is intentionally blank to facilitate double-sided printing. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



  

Resource Conservation | Chapter 4  

 

43 | P a g e  

2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan 
 

RESOURCE CONSERVATION EFFORTS 
 
The California Department of Transportation’s (Caltrans) resource conservation policies, 
practices, and planning efforts are consistent with Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr.’s 
Drought State of Emergency, proclaimed on January 17, 2014; Executive Order B-16-12, 
signed on March 23, 2012; Executive Order B-18-12, signed on April 25, 2012; Executive 
Order B-29-15, signed on April 1, 2015; and the Executive Order B-30-15 signed on April 
29, 2015.  

 

Policy 
 

Drought State of Emergency 
 
On January 17, 2014, Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. proclaimed a drought State 
of Emergency and directed state officials to take all necessary actions to prepare for 
California’s drought conditions.  Furthermore, the Governor directed State agencies 
to use less water and initiate a greatly expanded water conservation public awareness 
campaign. In his declaration, the Governor called for a 20 percent statewide water 
usage reduction.   

 
Executive Order B-16-12 
 
Executive Order B-16-12 moves the state toward the integration of  
zero-emission vehicles (ZEVs) into the mainstream.  It directs the state toward 
establishing an infrastructure that can support increased public and private ZEVs.  
The Executive Order requires, state agencies to increase the number of ZEVs 
through the normal course of fleet replacement so that at least 10 percent of fleet 
purchases of light-duty vehicles are zero-emission by 2015 and at least 25 percent by 
2020. 
 

Executive Order B-18-12 
 
Executive Order B-18-12 directs agencies and departments to take steps to green the 
state’s buildings, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and improve energy efficiency.  
The Executive Order requires, state agencies and departments to: 
 

♦ Achieve the U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) “Silver” certification or higher and to 
incorporate clean, on-site power generation (such as photovoltaic, solar 
thermal, wind power generation, and clean back-up power supplies) for new 
or renovated state buildings larger than 10,000 square feet; 
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♦ Set a target of zero net energy consumption for 50 percent of new and 
renovated state-owned buildings by 2025 and zero net energy consumption 
from all new or renovated state buildings design after 2025; 

♦ Reduce grid-based energy purchases and other non-building grid-based retail 
energy purchases by 20 percent by 2018; as compared to a 2003 baseline; 

♦ Reduce overall water use by 10 percent by 2015 and 20 percent by 2020, as 
measured against a 2010 baseline; and 

♦ Reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 10 percent by 2015 and 20 percent by 
2020, as measured against a 2010 baseline. 

♦ Measure and report power usage effectiveness (PUE) annually of data centers 
that exceed 1000 square feet to the Department of Technology using the 
Power Usage Effectiveness Report. Data Centers that exceed a PUE of 1.5 
shall reduce their PUE by a minimum of 10 percent per year until they 
achieve a 1.5 or lower PUE. 

 

Executive Order B-29-15 
 

Executive Order B-29-15 directs the state to save water, increase enforcement to 
prevent wasteful water use, streamline the state’s drought response and invest in new 
technologies that will make California more drought resilient.  The Governor 
directed the State Water Resources Control Board to implement mandatory drought 
reductions in cities and towns across California to achieve a statewide 25 percent 
reduction in potable urban water usage through February 28, 2016 compared to a 
2013 baseline.  
 

Executive Order B-30-15 
 
Executive Order B-30-15 establishes a new interim statewide greenhouse gas 
emission reduction target to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to 40 percent below 
1990 levels by 2030; in order to ensure California meets a reduction target of 80 
percent below 1990 levels by 2050. Furthermore, the Executive Order establishes a 
process for tracking implementation of adaption activities and requires that state 
agencies incorporate climate change into their planning and investment decisions 
using a full life-cycle cost accounting to evaluate and compare infrastructure 
investments and alternatives.  Additionally, the California’s Five-Year Infrastructure 
Plan will incorporate current and future climate change impacts in decisions to 
construct new infrastructure projects and rehabilitate existing ones. 

 
 Caltrans continues to work towards reaching the goals articulated in Executive Order 

B-30-15, Executive Order B-29-15, the Drought State of Emergency Proclamation, 
and the Executive Order B-16-12. Additionally, Caltrans takes measures to follow 
Executive Order B-18-12 to support the state’s renewable power statutes, “green 
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power” electric grid demand, energy and water conservation, LEED, climate change 
mandates, and the ZEV mandates. 

 
 
 

Practice and Planning 
 

Water Efficiency and Conservation 
 
Caltrans continues to build on existing efforts to conserve water, address 
fundamental changes in its approach to water resource management, and prepare for 
changes in the future.  Caltrans water conservation measures include: 
 
Office Facilities 

 

♦ Continue to work toward reducing water usage by 25 percent. 

♦ Continue to survey all facilities to expedite water efficiency retrofits of 
interior water fixtures, landscape irrigation and planting, and other water-
using equipment of facilities. 

♦ Installed low-flow water faucet aerators to reduce interior water usage. 

♦ Checked automatic sensors on faucets, toilets, and urinals to ensure they are 
operating properly and avoid unnecessary water use. 

♦ Replace faulty plumbing fixtures with low-volume models, if feasible. 

♦ Ceased supplying water to equipment and areas that are not utilized. 

♦ Ceased building interior and exterior window washing. 

♦ Ceased power washing unless required for health or safety issues. 

♦ Installed “Reduce Water Use” signage. 

♦ Implemented energy-efficiency measures to reduce the need for building 
and equipment cooling and heating, which will 
reduce the amount of water required by these 
systems. 

♦ Ceased watering turf or annuals. 

♦ Ceased the use of water features (i.e., 
fountains, etc.) 

♦ Ceased state vehicle washing unless for health 
and safety reasons. 

♦ Continue to design water-smart landscapes. 
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Maintenance and Construction 
 

♦ Ceased landscape irrigation and highway planting work in severe water   
shortage areas as defined by the California Department of Public Health. 

♦ Ceased irrigation of turf grasses and lawns at all maintenance facilities and 
roadsides (i.e., State Roadside Rest Areas, Truck Weight Inspection Facilities, 
etc.). 

♦ Continue to replace inefficient irrigation and plumbing components with 
water-efficient components. 

♦ Continue to apply mulch and reduce pruning of trees and shrubs (except 
when addressing safety issues) to reduce water loss through evaporation from 
the soil. 

♦ Ceased washing state vehicles unless for health and safety reasons. 
 

Other Water Conservation Projects 
 

♦ The South Lake Tahoe Maintenance Stations will install wash rack 
improvements this fiscal year that will reduce water consumptions by 20% or 
more. 

♦ Since 2014, 1,361 water fixtures were replaced statewide with more efficient 
models in office buildings, maintenance stations, and equipment shops. 

♦ A district-wide (Del Norte, Humboldt, Mendocino, and Lake Counties) 
water retrofit will be completed at all District 1 Maintenance facilities in 
2016. 

 

 
Energy Efficiency and Conservation 

 
Clean Renewable Energy Bonds 

 
Caltrans requested budget authority in Fiscal Year 
2008-09 to spend $20 million from the sale of 
Clean Renewable Energy Bonds (CREBs) to 
install roof-mounted solar panels at 70 
transportation facilities. The goal is for the 70 
sites to generate over 2.4 megawatts (MW) of 
energy.  The funding for the debt service 
payments will come from the utilities savings in 
the State Highway Account (SHA) that result from the installation of the 
photovoltaic systems.   
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In 2009, the bonds were sold and the design of the 70 projects started.   As 
of mid-January 2013, all 70 projects were completed and generating 
electricity.  The 2.4 megawatts of solar power that Caltrans’ 70 sites are 
expected to produce can power approximately 500 homes per year.   

 
Solar Energy Projects 

 

♦ The District 8 Transportation Management Center and the Southern 
Regional Laboratory campus in Fontana installed a 19-acre solar farm under 
a Public Private Partnership to provide lower cost electricity to these 
facilities. 

♦ In 2016, Caltrans facilities in Redding, Oakland, San Bernadino, and Irvine 
plan to participate in the California Department of General Services (DGS) 
Solar Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) which includes performing a 
fesibility study to determine viable candidate locations. 

 
   Electric Vehicle projects 

 

♦ Caltrans installed 38 electric vehicle (EV) charging stations and plans to 
install another 66 EV charging stations statewide.  An additional 19 stations 
are pending dates of installation at pre-determined locations. 

♦ Caltrans has 118 Plug-in Electric Vehicles (PEV) such as, Battery Electric 
Vehicles (BEV) and Plug-in Hybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEV). 

 
Efficient Lighting Projects 
 

♦ In 2015, Caltrans purchased and distributed 61,000 Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) luminaries to its statewide district headquarters buildings.  These LED 
tubes will have a longer operational life span, are 40%-50% more energy 
efficient, and more ecologically friendly than fluourescent lights presently 
used because they do not contain mercury. 

♦ In 2015,the Headquarters Equipment Shop converted 584 light fixtures to 
LED luminaries and other field shops are installing or have installed LED 
luminaries resulting in approximately 40% energy savings.  

♦ Equipment Bays in Adin, Yreka and Grass Lake Maintenance Stations will 
replace flourescent lights with LEDs this fiscal year. 

♦ The Division of Maintenance purchased LED luminaries for many of the 
maintenance stations statewide.  This ongoing effort will replace the 
maintenance yard exterior lights, specifically the cobra head street lighting 
and wall pack light fixtures that have inefficient lighting units.  The 
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anticipated savings in energy costs will be approximately 35%-40% from the 
current energy usage cost. 

 
Energy Efficiency in Data Centers and Server Rooms: 
 

♦ The District 7 (Los Angeles) District Office Data Center was evaluated for 
Power Use Effectiveness (PUE) and is complying with reporting 
requirements of B-18-12. 

♦ The Sacramento Headquarters Office, Farmers Market Plaza in Sacramento, 
District 3 (Marysville), District 4 (Oakland), District 8 (San Bernardino), and 
District 11 (San Diego) are in process of measuring and reporting their PUE. 

 
Other Energy Efficient Projects 
 

♦ The Sacramento Headquarters Division of Equipment (DOE) office building 
was recently retrofitted with a modern more efficient Heating Ventilation 
and Air Condition (HVAC) system.   

♦ In July 2015, the District 1 (Eureka) Fire, Life Safety Modernization Project, 
included the installation of energy efficient lights and heating and ventilation. 

♦ Caltrans Information Technology (IT) uses a power management software 
on all workstations and laptops that manages the power options settings and 
sets them to sleep mode when not active. 

 

 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) 
 
In the past 11 years, Caltrans has constructed three new office buildings in Districts 
3, 7, and 11 that are sustainable and have obtained a United States Green Building 
Council LEED Green Building Rating of Silver or better.  The District 7 
Headquarters office building was originally certified as LEED Green Building Rating 
of Silver, but it achieved LEED Green Building Rating of Gold in 2011 after a series 
of additional changes.  The changes included adjusting the thermostat to further 
reduce heating and cooling loads, committing to the purchase of recycled products, 
and adopting more sustainable custodial practices.  In 2010, a leased office building 
tenant improvement project in District 12 achieved a United States Green Building 
Council LEED for Commercial Interiors rating of Gold.  Incorporated in these 
buildings and office space are energy-efficient lighting, window systems, and HVAC 
systems. 
 
In 2011, the construction of the Inland Empire Transportation Management Center, 
located in Fontana, was completed and a LEED Green Building Rating of Gold was 
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achieved, which is the first essential services facility in the nation to achieve this 
certification.  
 
In fall 2012, the construction of the Phillip S. Raine Rest Area on Highway 99 near 
Tipton in Tulare County (District 6) that features solar panels, recycled materials, 
pervious paving, low-flow plumbing, drought-tolerant plants, and an efficient 
irrigation system was completed and a LEED Green Building Rating of Platinum, 
(the highest rating available) was achieved.  It is the first LEED-certified rest area in 
California. 
 
The San Francisco – Oakland Bay Bridge Maintenance Complex project is designed 
to meet or exceed the Governor’s Executive Order B-18-12, which requires 
buildings over 10,000 square feet to be designed as LEED – New Construction 
Silver certification.  

 
Other LEED Projects: 
 

♦ The Caltrans Headquarters (HQ) building in Sacramento is currently under contract 
to achieve LEED – Existing Building (EB) Operation and Maintenance (OM) Silver 
certification.  Caltrans plans on performing LEED – EB certifications for District 6 
(Fresno), District 10 (Stockton), District 7 (Los Angeles) Transportation 
Management Center (TMC), District 12 (Irvine) TMC, Caltrans Transportation 
Laboratory (Sacramento), District 1 (Eureka), District 4 (Oakland), District 8 (San 
Bernadino) and District 2 (Redding). 

♦ The San Francisco Oakland Bay Bridge (SFOBB) Toll Plaza Maintenance Station 
Building obtained a LEED Green Building Rating of Gold. 

♦ Leased office space in Sacramento, San Luis Obispo, and Irvine was renegotiated to 
include LEED Silver certification and implementation measures of the CALGreen 
code related to indoor environmental quality and water efficiency. 

♦ The El Centro Maintenance Station project was designed to include a LEED Green 
Building Rating of Silver . 

♦ The Caltrans District 3 (Marysville) office will be recertified as a LEED – EB Green 
Building Rating of Silver. 

♦ The Caltrans District 7 (Los Angeles) Headquarters office building will be recertified 
as a LEED - EB Green Building Rating of Gold. 

 

Other Resource Conservation Projects 
 

♦ The Caltrans District 4 (Oakland) and District 11 (San Diego) Headquarters office 
buildings have enrolled in Sustainability Circles.  A Sustainability Circle is a 
comprehensive, six-month, peer-learning program that will enable Caltrans to 
implement sustainability practices and create a five-year action plan. 
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                            Reconciliation to Previous Plan | Appendix | Exhibit 1 

 
 

Programmed in 2016 SHOPP (Fiscal Years 2017‐18 through 2019 ‐20*)

District Facility Type Project Reconciliation 2015 FIP 2016 FIP

D7 Equipment Southern Region Equipment Repair Shop Programmed Project FY: 2017‐18 $0 $23,400,000

D2 Maintenance Adin Maintenance Station Programmed Project FY: 2018‐19 $0 $4,880,000

D3 Maintenance Floristan Sand/Salt Storage Facility Programmed Project FY: 2018‐19 $0 $2,478,000

D8 Maintenance San Bernadino Maintenance Station Programmed Project FY: 2018‐19 $0 $6,670,000

$0 $37,428,000

2018 SHOPP Candidate Projects  (Fiscal Years 2020‐21 through 2021‐22**)

District Facility Type Project Reconciliation 2015 FIP 2016 FIP

D1 Maintenance  Idlewild Maintenance Facility Retrofit Planned for FY: 2021‐22 $0 $2,000,000

D8 Maintenance  Fontana  Maintenance Station Planned for FY: 2020‐21 $0 $17,000,000

D1 Material Laboratories Eureka  Material Laboratory Retrofit/Replacement Planned for FY: 2020‐21 $0 $1,100,000

$0 $20,100,000

TOTAL FIP Projects (FY 2017‐18 through 2021‐22) Construction Costs $0 $57,528,000

Unfunded Needs

District Facility Project Reconciliation 2016 FIP 2017 FIP

1 Equipment Ukiah Sub‐Shop Retrofit Revised Estimate $2,500,000 $6,500,000

2 Equipment Yreka Sub‐Shop New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

3 Equipment Auburn Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

3 Equipment Marysville Equipment Shop Expansion New Unfunded Need  $0 $10,000,000

3 Equipment Placerville Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

3 Equipment South Lake Tahoe Sub‐Shop Facility Expansion No Change $3,000,000 $6,500,000

4 Equipment Fairfield Sub‐Shop Facility Relocation No Change $6,500,000 $6,500,000

4 Equipment Hercules Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

4 Equipment Leweling Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

4 Equipment Napa Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

4 Equipment San Leandro Equipment Shop  Facility Renovation Revised Estimate $3,500,000 $10,000,000

5 Equipment Santa  Cruz Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

6 Equipment Coarsgold Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

6 Equipment Delano Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

6 Equipment Fresno Equipment Shop Replacement Revised Estimate $25,463,000 $10,000,000

7 Equipment Bellflower Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

7 Equipment Lancaster Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

7 Equipment Long Beach Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

7 Equipment Southern Regional Equipment Repair Shop Programmed in 2016 SHOPP $15,000,000 $0

7 Equipment Tarzana Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

7 Equipment Ventura Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

8 Equipment Banning Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

8 Equipment Dry Creek Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

8 Equipment Fawnskin Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

8 Equipment Indio Resident Mechanics Facility Replacement Revised Estimate $2,500,000 $2,000,000

8 Equipment San Bernardino Shop New Unfunded Need  $0 $10,000,000

8 Equipment Victorville Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

10 Equipment Camp Connel Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

10 Equipment Lodi Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

10 Equipment Merced Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

10 Equipment Modesto Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

10 Equipment Peddler Hill Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

10 Equipment Woodfords Resident Mechanic Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

HQ Equipment Division of Equipment HQ Facility Replacement No Change $60,000,000 $60,000,000

HQ Equipment Division of Equipment HQ Facility Warehouse New Unfunded Need  $0 $5,000,000

* The Facilities Infrastructure Plan overlaps the last three years  of the 2016 SHOPP 

** The last two years of the Facilties Infrastructure Plan overlap the 2018 SHOPP

Reconciliation to Previous Facilities Infrastructure Plan
(2017 FIP reconcile to 2016 FIP)
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Unfunded Needs Continued

1 Maintenance Fort Bragg and Manchester Maintenance Station Rehabilitation New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,216,000

1 Maintenance Fortuna, Gaberville, Willits and Ukiah Maintenance Station Rehabilitation New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,323,000

1 Maintenance Idlewild Maintenance Facility Replacement Candidate Project for 2018 SHOPP $3,000,000 $0

1 Maintenance Ukiah Maintenance Station Expansion New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

1 Maintenance Ukiah Maintenance Station Rehabilitation New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,700,000

2 Maintenance Adin Maintenance Facility ‐  Major Rehabilitation Programmed in 2016 SHOPP $4,000,000 $0

2 Maintenance Platina  Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $3,500,000

3 Maintenance Auburn Maintenance Facility ‐ Major Rehabilitation Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $3,000,000 $0

3 Maintenance Roseville Maintenance Facility ‐ Major Rehabilitation Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $3,000,000 $0

3 Maintenance Tahoe City Maintenance Facility Replacement Revised Estimate $2,500,000 $3,600,000

3 Maintenance Truckee Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $15,000,000

4 Maintenance Queens Street Maintenance Facility ‐ Major Rehabilitation No Change $3,000,000 $3,000,000

4 Maintenance Santa  Rosa  Maintenance Facility Replacement No Change $4,000,000 $4,000,000

4 Maintenance Specialty Region Maintenance Facility Rehabilitation No Change $4,000,000 $4,000,000

5 Maintenance Hollister Maintenance Facility Relocation Revised Estimate $4,100,000 $3,474,000

5 Maintenance Salinas  Maintenance Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $4,000,000

5 Maintenance San Luis Obispo Maintenance Facility Relocation Revised Estimate $27,000,000 $22,600,000

6 Maintenance Fresno New Maintenance Facility New Unfunded Need  $0 $5,164,000

7 Maintenance Doran Maintenance Facility Revised Estimate $4,400,000 $4,900,000

7 Maintenance Florence Maintenance Facility Replacement Revised Estimate $1,600,000 $4,200,000

7 Maintenance Maintenance Equipment Traning Center Expansion New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,500,000

7 Maintenance Torrance Maintenance Station Expansion New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,200,000

8 Maintenance Barstow Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,000,000

8 Maintenance Blythe Maintenance Facility Replacement Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $4,000,000 $0

8 Maintenance Dry Creek Maintenance Facility Replacement Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $4,000,000 $0

8 Maintenance Elsinore  Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $5,000,000

8 Maintenance Fontana  Maintenance Faciity  Candidate Project for 2018 SHOPP $17,000,000 $0

8 Maintenance Indio Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $3,500,000

8 Maintenance Lakeview Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $2,500,000

8 Maintenance Mountain Pass Maintenance Facility Replacement Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $4,000,000 $0

8 Maintenance Riverside Maintenance Facility Replacement Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $15,000,000 $0

8 Maintenance San Bernardino Maintenance Facility Replacement Programmed in 2016 SHOPP $10,500,000 $0

8 Maintenance Victorville Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $7,000,000

9 Maintenance Tehachapi Sand/Salt Shed Expansion New Unfunded Need  $0 $6,000,000

9 Maintenance Bishop Highway Maintenance Station Expansion New Unfunded Need  $0 $5,000,000

10 Maintenance Caples Lake Maintenance Station Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $4,600,000

10 Maintenance Modesto Maintenance Station Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $6,500,000

10 Maintenance Ione, Pine Grove and West Pointe Maintenance Station Cosolidation New Unfunded Need  $0 $4,600,000

10 Maintenance Stockton Maintenance Station Rehabilitation New Unfunded Need  $0 $8,900,000

10 Maintenance Woodford Maintenance Station Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,950,000

11 Maintenance Boulevard Maintenance Facility ‐ Major Rehabilitation Revised Estimate $3,000,000 $4,000,000

11 Maintenance Brawley Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $3,500,000

11 Maintenance Escondido Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $5,000,000

11 Maintenance Lake Henshaw Maintenance Facility ‐ Major Rehabilitation Revised Estimate $2,000,000 $4,000,000

12 Maintenance Orange Maintenance Station New Unfunded Need  $0 $5,800,000

12 Maintenance Stanton Maintenance Facility Relocation Dropped off 2017 FIP ‐ Due to reprioritization $12,000,000 $0

2 Office Building Redding District Office Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $36,800,000

3 Office Building Sacramento Headquarters Building New Unfunded Need  $0 $199,600,000

5 Office Building San Luis Obispo District Office Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $38,300,000

6 Office Building Fresno District Office Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $77,700,000

9 Office Building Bishop District Office Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $65,100,000

10 Office Building Stockton District Office Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $65,300,000

3 Material Laboratories Headquarters Transportation Laboratory Rehabilitation New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,050,000

4 Material Laboratories San Bruno Laboratory Replacement New Unfunded Need  $0 $7,500,000

9 Material Laboratories Bishop Construct New Laboratory New Unfunded Need  $0 $1,100,000

10

Transportation 

Management Center

Stockton Transportation Management Center/Emergency Operation 

Center New Unfunded Need  $0 $10,000,000

$253,563,000 $839,177,000
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Infrastructure Functional and Physical Inadequacies 
 
The California Department of Finance requests departments to provide documentation of 
the “infrastructure functional and physical inadequacies”.  The reports documenting these 
inadequacies are too extensive to include within this report; however, a list of documentation 
is provided in the table below.  These documents are available upon request from Caltrans. 
 

 
 
  

Facility Studies

District Study Date
1 DGS Economic Analysis August 2007

DGS Infrastructure Study Update June 2006

2 DGS Facility Study and Economic Analysis March 2007
DGS Infrastructure Study February 2003
Seismic Study (Risk Level 5) October 1997

3 Seismic Study, (Risk Level 5), Rutherform & Chekene January 1998
DGS Economic Analysis September 1999
DGS Facility Study 1994

4 Seismic Report, Degenkolb Engineer/Crosby Group May 2004
Physical & Numerical Performance Evaluation of Steel Monument 
Frames December 2002
DGS Seismic Assessment 1990

5 DGS Facility Study and Economic Analysis March 2007

DGS Infrastructure Study February 2003

Seismic Study (Risk Level 5), Rutherford & Chekene January 1999

6 DGS Infrastructure Study Cancelled

DGS Economic Analysis September 2000

DGS Infrastructure Study November 1990

7 Building Maintenance Assessment, Owens Group In Process

8 Seismic Assessment, Wong Hobach and Lau 1998

Seismic Study (Risk Level 4), Rutherford & Chekene March 1998

9 DGS Feasibility Study Report, Shah Kawaskai Architects March 2008

DGS Feasibility Study Report October 2007

DGS Infrastructure Study October 2003

10 DGS Infrastructure Study July 2009

Seismic Study (Risk Level 3), State Architect September 1997

HQ Equipment Shop, DGS Study Cancelled

Caltrans Headquarters, DGS Infrastructure Study July 2006

Caltrans Headquarters, DGS Infrastructure Study - Update April 2007
Long-Term Headquarters Consolidation                                      
Master Plan Phase One April 2010

Caltrans Headquarters, DGS Infrastructure Study - Update In Process
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Calculation of “Net Need” 
 
Caltrans projects a “net need” for office space totaling approximately 47,585 square feet (less 
than 2% of the statewide total).   
 
A significant amount of Caltrans state-owned office space inventory will exceed 50 years of 
age during the 2017 Facilities Infrastructure Plan time period. These facilities will require 
renovation or replacement.  Additionally, in some geographic areas a significant1 number of 
Caltrans’ employees are housed in leased office space.   
 

 
 

                                                 
1Executive Order W-18-91 states that, “The State shall, where possible and feasible, own those real estate facilities necessary for State 
operations, where the need for the facility is long-term and ownership is economically advantageous over the life of the facility.” 

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21 FY 2021-22

New Office Building Construction1

(location of new office building) - - - - -

Number of Buildings Vacated2

(due to new office building construction) - - - - -

Number of Leases Eliminated3

(due to new office building construction) - - - - -

Office Space "Supply"4

(net square feet of owned and leased space)

Office Space "Demand"5

(220 net square feet per person)

Office Space "Net Need"6

(supply less demand - in square feet)

Office Space "Net Need"7

(supply less demand - as a percentage)

STATEWIDE SUMMARY

3,028,675 3,028,675 

Facilit ies Infrast ruct ure Plan Years

3,076,260 3,076,260 

3,028,675 3,028,675 

3,076,260 3,076,260 3,076,260 

3,028,675 

(47,585)

OFFICE FACILITIES "NET NEED"

(47,585)(47,585) (47,585) (47,585)

(1.57)% (1.57)%(1.57)%

Chart Footnotes:
1) Actual and proposed construction of office facilities by location and fiscal year.

(1.57)%(1.57)%

7) The surplus or shortage of office space statewide, stated as a percentage.

2) The number of office buildings vacated due to the actual or proposed new office facilities.
3) The number of leases terminated due to the actual or proposed new facilities.
4) The amount of office space statewide, stated in net square feet (nsf), based upon the actual inventory of 
space.
5) The amount of office space needed statewide, stated in net square feet (nsf), based upon 220 nsf per staff 
person and that office-related positions statewide are assumed stable at 13,983.
6) The surplus or shortage of office space statewide, stated in net square feet (nsf), based upon the actual 
inventory and the amount needed.
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Gross Owned Net Leased
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Tota l  

"gross  

space" 
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Gross & 

Leased)

District 

Tota l  

"net 

space" 

(Owned 

Net & 

Leased) Other

District Office Facilities

1656 Union Street Eureka O 80,800 56,560

TMC, 1656 Union Street Eureka O (230)

1656 Union Street (Modular) Eureka O 4,176 2,923

1835 6th Street (Modular) Eureka O 6,480 4,536

District Totals: 91,456 63,789 0 91,456 63,789 0

1657 Rivers ide  Drive Redding O 47,851 33,496

TMC, 1657 Rivers ide  Drive Redding O (830)

1031 Butte  Street Redding L 47,027

District Totals: 47,851 32,666 47,027 94,878 79,693 0

703 B Street Marysvi l le O 230,000 160,444

2379 Gateway Oaks  Drive Sacramento L 6,260

District Totals: 230,000 160,444 6,260 236,260 166,704 0

111 Grand Avenue Oakland O 750,000 525,000

TMC, 111 Grand Avenue Oakland O (10,200)

Space  adjustment: Chi ldcare  center Oakland O (3,247)

District Totals: 750,000 511,553 0 750,000 511,553 ‐               

50 Higuera  Street San Luis  Obispo O 41,700 29,190

TMC, 50 Higuera  Street San Luis  Obispo O (1,500)

20 Higuera  Street (Vacant) San Luis  Obispo O 7,500

1150 Laurel  Lane  (Or equiva lent) San Luis  Obispo L 44,459

3232 S. Higuera  Street San Luis  Obispo L 8,224

District Totals: 41,700 27,690 52,683 94,383 80,373 7,500

1352 W. Ol ive  Street Fresno O 78,000 60,000

TMC, 1352 W. Ol ive  Street Fresno O (3,065)

2015 E. Shields  Avenue Fresno L 98,575

855 M Street Fresno L 50,773

District Totals: 78,000 56,935 149,348 227,348 206,283 0

100 S. Main Street Los  Angeles O 716,200 501,340

Space  adjustment: 100 S. Main Street 11th floor Los  Angeles O (47,000)

Space  adjustment: 100 S. Main Street LADOT Los  Angeles O (98,486)

Space  adjustment: Chi ldcare  center Los  Angeles O (4,500)

950 County Square  Drive Ventura L 487

District Totals: 716,200 351,354 487 716,687 351,841 0

464 W. 4th Street San Bernardino O 336,000 282,125

Space  adjustment: 464 W. 4th DGS Space  Ass ignments San Bernardino O (114,778)

13970 Victoria  Street (Southern Regional  Lab) Fontana O 81,000 56,700

Space  adjustment: 13970 Victoria  Street (Lab Portion) Fontana O (18,162)

District Totals: 417,000 205,885 0 417,000 205,885 0

500 S. Main Street Bishop O 20,250 14,175

TMC, 500 S. Main Street Bishop O (400)

500 S. Main Street (Modular Traffic Ops.) Bishop O 4,986 3,490

500 S. Main Street (Modular Design) Bishop O 5,040 3,528

500 S. Main Street (Modular IT) Bishop O 2,894 2,026

500 S. Main Street (Modular Mtce. Engineering) Bishop O 4,326 3,028

District Totals: 37,496 25,847 0 37,496 25,847 0

D 
5

D
 6

D
 7

D
 8
 

D 
9

Office Facilities "Net Need"

Fiscal Years 2017‐18 through 2021‐22

D
 1

D 
2

D
 3

D
 4
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District Office Facilities (continued)

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. Stockton O 64,574 45,202

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. R/W) Stockton O 5,760 4,032

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Plan/LA) Stockton O 5,760 4,032

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Permits ) Stockton O 2,880 2,016

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Safety) Stockton O 960 672

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Admin) Stockton O 3,520 3,002

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. TMC) Stockton O (2,200)

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Surveys  I ) Stockton O 2,880 2,016

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Surveys  I I ) Stockton O 2,880 2,016

1976 E. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (Mod. Video Conf.) Stockton O 960 672

District Totals: 90,174 61,460 0 90,174 61,460 0

4050 Taylor Street San Diego O 301,000 221,447 15,428

4024 Taylor Street (Vacant Arch. Bui ld.) San Diego O 2,345

District Totals: 301,000 221,447 0 301,000 221,447 17,773

3337‐3347 Michelson Drive Irvine L 151,453

District Totals: 0 0 151,453 151,453 151,453 0

Geographical District Totals: 2,800,877 1,719,070 407,258 3,208,135 2,126,328 25,273

Regional Office Facilities

D
8 21073 Pathfinder Road Suite  200 Diamond Bar L 8,950 8,950

Regional Totals: 0 0 8,950 8,950 8,950 0

State Headquarters Facilities

1120 N Street Sacramento O 462,392 365,590

1120 N Street (CTC leased space) Sacramento O (4,678)

5900 Folsom Boulevard (Lab) Sacramento O 15,146 10,602

5900 Folsom Boulevard (Lab; quad I ) Sacramento O 6,480 4,536

5900 Folsom Boulevard (Lab; quad I I ) Sacramento O 6,480 4,536

5900 Folsom Boulevard (Lab; quad I I I ) Sacramento O 6,480 4,536

1900 Royal  Oaks  Drive  (Office  space  only) Sacramento O 9,757 6,830

1801 30th Street (FM1) Sacramento L 160,900

1727 30th Street (FM3) Sacramento L 123,736

1820 Alhambra  Boulevard (FM2) Sacramento L 87,423 1,463

1823 14th Street (Backfi l l ) Sacramento L 28,181

1500 5th Street (Backfi l l  2415‐001) Sacramento L 25,248

1500 5th Street (2nd floor 2415‐003) Sacramento L 5,631

1500 5th Street (2nd floor 2415‐004) Sacramento L 3,804

1304 O Street Sacramento L 18,695

1616 29th Street Sacramento L 18,101

1227 O Street Sacramento L 17,000

1515 River Park Drive  Suite  210 Sacramento L 6,642

3390 Lanatt Street Sacramento L 3,769 26,146

1115 P Street Sacramento L 2,315

State Headquarters Totals: 506,735 391,952 501,445 1,008,180 893,397 27,609

Grand Totals: 3,307,612 2,111,022 917,653 4,225,265 3,028,675 52,882

Fiscal Years 2017‐18 through 2021‐22

D
 1
0

D
 1
1

D
 1
2

H
Q

Office Facilities "Net Need"
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Categories for Existing Infrastructure 

 
 

1. Critical Infrastructure Deficiencies.  Condition of existing facilities impairs program 
delivery or results in an unsafe environment.  Such projects would correct conditions that 
significantly limit the efficiency and effectiveness of program delivery.  Also included are 
projects that correct code deficiencies that pose a hazard to employees, client populations, or 
the public, such as compliance with Fire Marshal regulations, flood control projects, seismic 
projects, and health related issues such as asbestos abatement and lead removal.  
 
2. Facility/Infrastructure Modernization.  Building is structurally sound but 
modernization of facility will result in an upgrade or betterment that will enable or enhance 
program delivery. Such projects could include lighting, HVAC, utilities (sewer, water, 
electrical) and remodeling of interior space to increase efficiency. 
 
3. Workload Space Deficiencies.  Additional space required to serve existing programs 
because of increased workload (not Enrollment/Caseload/Population (E/C/P) based).    
Within this category departments could divide the category into specified types of space such 
as offices, storage, laboratories, classrooms, field offices, etc. 
 
4. Enrollment/Caseload/Population (E/C/P).  Changes to E/C/P estimates resulting 
in a reduction or increase in the amount of existing space needed or a change in the use of 
existing space. 
 
5. Environmental Restoration.  Land restoration or modification for environmental 
purposes.  Examples include wetlands restoration for habitat purposes. 
 
6. Program Delivery Changes.  Modifications to existing facilities necessitated by 
authorized changes to existing programs or newly required programs. 

 
Categories for New Infrastructure 
 

7.  Workload Space Deficiencies.  Additional space required to serve existing programs 
because of increased workload (not E/C/P based).  Within this category departments could 
divide the category into specified types of space such as offices, storage, laboratories, 
classrooms, field offices, etc.   
  
8. Environmental Acquisitions and Restoration.  Land acquisitions and restoration of 
newly acquired land for the improvement or protection of wildlife habitat. 
 
9. Public Access and Recreation.  Acquisitions or projects to facilitate, or allow public 
access to state resources and landholdings such as coastal and park acquisitions as well as 
development of access points to beaches for recreation or for open space preservation. 
 
10. Enrollment/Caseload/Population (E/C/P).  Changes to E/C/P estimates resulting 
in the need for additional space. 
 
11. Program Delivery Changes.  New facility needs resulting from authorized changes to 
the existing program delivery systems. 
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Critical Infrastructure Deficiencies 

Fire and Life Safety applies “minimum standards for the prevention of fire and for the 
protection of life and property against fire, explosion, and panic”3. 
 
Seismic Deficiency takes into account both seismic rating of the facility (Seismic Risk 
Level) along with the geographic tendency (Seismic Zone) to a seismic event. 
 

 Seismic Risk Level identifies the risk level (I through VII) as defined by the 
California Department of General Services. 

 Seismic Zone identifies Type “A”, “B”, or “C” Faults as defined in the Maps of 
Known Active Fault Near-Source Zones in California and Adjacent Portions of 
Nevada, to be used with the 1997 Uniform Building Code, published by 
International Conference of Building Officials, February, 1998. 

 
Building Deficiencies evaluates on a “cost to cure” basis Building Systems and Tenant 
Improvements. 
 

 Building Systems include infrastructure such as heating, ventilation, and air 
conditioning (HVAC); electrical wiring; plumbing; security; fire alarm; and 
elevators.  

 Tenant Improvements include any tenant-added infrastructure in/on the 
property. 

 
Code Deficiencies examines … “non-critical Fire and Life Safety issues, and all other code 
deficiencies except Americans with Disabilities Act requirements”4. 

 
Facility/Infrastructure Modernization  

Operational Deficiencies examines the functional utility, or efficient use, of the existing 
space of the infrastructure.  
 
American With Disabilities Act (ADA) Compliance considers how the existing facility 
fulfills ADA requirements. 
 
Energy Inefficiencies considers inefficient energy-related systems, such as windows, 
heating, air-conditioning, gas lines, and water supply. 
 
Security Deficiencies assesses employee and community exposure to criminal activity and 
other outside threats. 
 
Effective Age evaluates the overall condition of infrastructure taking into account its actual 
age.  Well-maintained infrastructure will have a lower effective age than poorly maintained 
infrastructure.

                                                 
2 DOF and Caltrans staff met February 23, 2005 to review Caltrans’ drivers.  The result of that and previous meetings is the agreement that 

Caltrans’ drivers are appropriate for the Existing Infrastructure classification.   
3 Source: State Fire Marshal, Title 19. Public Safety, Division 1, Chapter 1, Subchapter 1, Article 1. 
4 Source: State Administrative Manual; Section 6839. 
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ALTERNATIVES TO UTILIZING THE CAPITAL OUTLAY PROCESS 
 
State departments are required to explore non-capital outlay alternatives that can be utilized 
to address net needs.  The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) office space 
needs are currently met by a combination of state-owned and leased office space.  
Alternatives that may be considered in lieu of the capital outlay process include:  leasing 
office space, changing program/project delivery methods, alternative work schedules, and 
public-private partnerships. 
 
Lease Office Space 
 
Utilizing short and/or long-term leased office space may result in increased support costs 
and may not be cost effective over the long term.  Additionally, Executive Order W-18-91 
states that, “The State shall, where possible and feasible, own those real estate facilities 
necessary for State operations, where the need for the facility is long-term and ownership is 
economically advantageous over the life of the facility.” 

 
Change Program/Project Delivery Methods  

 
This alternative would encompass changes that would reduce staffing levels and the 
corresponding level of office space needs.  This alternative may not be cost effective or 
efficient and could result in a negative impact on Caltrans’ project delivery efforts.   

 
Alternate Work Schedules/Telework/Hoteling 
 
Caltrans will consider, when appropriate, the use of telework as a viable management tool 
(where work performance can be measured) to improve the effectiveness and productivity of 
employees, optimize facility utilization, and improve asset management without jeopardizing 
safety, internal controls, Caltrans’ needs, or services to the public. 
 
Caltrans may use the telework option, when viable, as one of the strategies to improve 
safety, mobility, delivery, stewardship, and service by reducing traffic congestion, improving 
air quality, or effectively resuming business as part of a disaster recovery or emergency.  This 
policy recognizes the business, societal, and personal benefits made available through a 
carefully planned and well-managed Telework Program. 
 
Public-Private Partnerships 
 
Caltrans will seek public-private partnerships as authorized by the California Legislature. 
 
Blank 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.10 
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: AMENDMENTS TO RESOLUTION G-11 AUTHORIZATION FOR FUNDING EMERGENCY 
CONDITION RESPONSE PROJECTS 

 ISSUE: 

Passage of Senate Bill 486 (Chapter 917, Statutes of 2014) increased the California Transportation 
Commission’s (Commission) responsibility with respect to State Highway Operation and 
Protection Program (SHOPP) oversight.  The Commission’s G-11 resolution delegates to the 
California Department of Transportation’s Director (Director) authority for funding emergency 
condition response projects.  Resolution G-11 does not provide the Director with authority to 
allocate capital outlay support for emergencies, responsibility for managing the annual emergency 
reservation established in the Commission-adopted SHOPP, and responsibility for reporting 
delegated actions taken.  Should the Commission update the G-11 Authorization for funding 
emergency condition response projects? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the Commission approve the attached revised Resolution G-11 delegation 
of Commission authority to the Director. 

BACKGROUND: 

On June 23, 1978, the Commission delegated to the Director the authority to allocate funding to 
address emergency condition response projects.  Over the years, the G-11 delegation has been 
revised numerous times to reflect new transportation laws and Commission procedures. 

With the passage of Senate Bill (SB) 486, the Commission’s responsibility with respect to the 
SHOPP has changed.  The Commission’s G-11 delegation requires updating to include Director 
authority to allocate capital outlay support for emergencies, responsibility for managing the annual 
emergency reservation established in the Commission-adopted SHOPP, and responsibility for 
reporting delegated actions taken.  The proposed revisions are shown in strikeout and underline on 
the attached resolution for comparison purposes. 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Authorization for Funding Emergency Condition Response Projects 

Resolution G-0016-11 
Amending Resolution G-11 and Replacing Resolution G-94 G-00-11 

 

1.1 WHEREAS, the occurrence of floods, slides, earthquakes, material failures, slip-outs, 
unusual accidents and other similar events can suddenly endanger or damage State-owned 
transportation facilities and property in such a manner that the condition: 
 

1. Places either people or property in jeopardy; or 
 

2. Causes or threatens to cause closure of a transportation access which is necessary 
for: 

 
• Other emergency assistance efforts, or 
• The effective functioning of an area’s services, commerce, manufacture and 

agriculture, or 
• People in the area to reach their homes and employment; or 

 
3. Creates either an excessive increase in transportation congestion and delay, or an 

excessive increase in the necessary distances traveled. 
 

1.2 WHEREAS, in such emergencies, the California Department of Transportation’s ability to 
respond promptly with effective action can be impaired if it lacks authority to immediately 
fund those emergency condition response projects needed to alleviate such conditions 
which cannot be categorized as either maintenance or Minor B Capital projects; and, 
 

1.3 WHEREAS, passage of Senate Bill 486 (Chapter 917, Statutes of 2014) increased 
California Transportation Commission (Commission) responsibility for the State Highway 
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP); and,



2 
August 17-18, 2016 

Item 4.10 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Director of 

Transportation (Director) is authorized to allocate monies for emergency condition 
response Major Construction and Minor A Capital projects, and Right of Way 
Acquisition and commensurate Capital Outlay Support from the appropriate source of State 
and Federal funds when any of the conditions described above require the immediate 
performance of work on State-owned transportation facilities and property or related work 
in adjacent areas, with the understanding that these actions will be reported to the 
Commission at its next meeting; and, 
 

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation is authorized to 
allocate monies to fund follow-up restoration projects associated with and that immediately 
follow an emergency condition response project, with the understanding that these actions 
will be identified and reported to the Commission as “follow-up restoration” projects at its 
next meeting; and, 
 

2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that follow-up restoration projects that follow by a year 
or more the emergency condition event that caused the project, qualify for G-11 allocation 
by the Director of Transportation, but the report to the Commission must state legitimate 
reasons why the follow-up restoration project G-11 allocation took so long the unforeseen 
conditions causing the delay; and, 
 

2.4 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation may adjust the funds 
allocated for emergency condition response projects and follow-up restoration projects 
provided that the adjustment allotments are within the limits enumerated in the table below, 
and the base for calculating the allotment adjustments is the original G-11 funding amount 
to mitigate the conditions resulting from the emergency event or the original G-11 funding 
amount for a follow-up restoration project; and, 

ORIGINAL G-11 
ALLOCATION 

CLOSE OUT AND COMPLETE ALLOCATION 
ADJUSTMENT LIMIT 

Up to $1,000,000 20% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

$1,000,000 to $10,000,000 $100,000 plus 10% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

$10,000,000 to $50,000,000 $600,000 plus 5% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

$50,000,000 to $100,000,000 $1,850,000 plus 2.5% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

Over $100,000,000 $3,100,000 plus 1.25% of original G-11 allocation amount 
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August 17-18, 2016 

Item 4.10 
 
2.5 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation is required to submit 

a monthly report to the Commission’s Executive Director on all allotment adjustments 
made by the Director to G-11 funded projects.  The report shall list all projects which 
received Director approved increases or decreases during the prior month, including 
allocations revised downward to match lower contract allotment amounts.  At a minimum 
the Director will include the following information: project identifiers (PPNO & EA), 
description of work, original Director G-11 allocation amount including full history of any 
subsequent supplemental G-11 funds, and the Director’s revised allocation; and,   
 

2.6 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission-adopted SHOPP program 
establishes an annual reservation amount for emergency condition response project 
allocations.  The Director must request the Commission to amend the adopted SHOPP 
program to increase the annual reservation amount in the event additional emergency 
condition response funding is required in excess of the reservation.  The amendment should 
be requested at the next regularly scheduled Commission meeting following the 
identification by the Director that additional emergency condition response funding is 
required; and, 
 

2.7 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director is required to submit an annual close-
out report at the conclusion of each fiscal year containing the total amount allocated for 
emergency condition response projects and total abatement amount collected.  The report 
shall list all projects which received allocations.  At a minimum the close-out report will 
include for each emergency condition response project: 
 

• Location and brief scope of work, 
• Date of incident or emergency, 
• Cause of emergency condition, 
• Amount allocated for capital construction, right of way acquisition and 

commensurate capital outlay support,  
• Actual dates for allocation, contract award and begin construction, and   
• Actual or projected dates for construction completion and project close-out. 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Authorization for Funding Emergency Condition Response Projects 

Resolution G-16-11 
Amending Resolution G-00-11 

 

1.1 WHEREAS, the occurrence of floods, slides, earthquakes, material failures, slip-outs, 
unusual accidents and other similar events can suddenly endanger or damage State-owned 
transportation facilities and property in such a manner that the condition: 
 

1. Places either people or property in jeopardy; or 
 

2. Causes or threatens to cause closure of a transportation access which is necessary 
for: 

 
• Other emergency assistance efforts, or 
• The effective functioning of an area’s services, commerce, manufacture and 

agriculture, or 
• People in the area to reach their homes and employment; or 

 
3. Creates either an excessive increase in transportation congestion and delay, or an 

excessive increase in the necessary distances traveled. 
 

1.2 WHEREAS, in such emergencies, the California Department of Transportation’s ability to 
respond promptly with effective action can be impaired if it lacks authority to immediately 
fund those emergency condition response projects needed to alleviate such conditions 
which cannot be categorized as either maintenance or Minor B Capital projects; and, 
 

1.3 WHEREAS, passage of Senate Bill 486 (Chapter 917, Statutes of 2014) increased 
California Transportation Commission (Commission) responsibility for the State Highway 
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP); and,



2 
August 17-18, 2016 

Item 4.10 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Director of Transportation 

(Director) is authorized to allocate monies for emergency condition response Major 
Construction and Minor A Capital projects, Right of Way Acquisition and commensurate 
Capital Outlay Support from the appropriate source of State and Federal funds when any of 
the conditions described above require the immediate performance of work on State-owned 
transportation facilities and property or related work in adjacent areas, with the 
understanding that these actions will be reported to the Commission at its next 
meeting; and, 
 

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director is authorized to allocate monies to fund 
follow-up restoration projects associated with and that immediately follow an emergency 
condition response project, with the understanding that these actions will be identified and 
reported to the Commission as “follow-up restoration” projects at its next meeting; and, 
 

2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that follow-up restoration projects that follow by a year 
or more the emergency condition event that caused the project, qualify for G-11 allocation 
by the Director, but the report to the Commission must state the unforeseen conditions 
causing the delay; and, 
 

2.4 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director may adjust the funds allocated for 
emergency condition response projects and follow-up restoration projects provided that the 
adjustment allotments are within the limits enumerated in the table below, and the base for 
calculating the allotment adjustments is the original G-11 funding amount to mitigate the 
conditions resulting from the emergency event or the original G-11 funding amount for a 
follow-up restoration project; and, 

ORIGINAL G-11 
ALLOCATION 

CLOSE OUT AND COMPLETE ALLOCATION 
ADJUSTMENT LIMIT 

Up to $1,000,000 20% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

$1,000,000 to $10,000,000 $100,000 plus 10% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

$10,000,000 to $50,000,000 $600,000 plus 5% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

$50,000,000 to $100,000,000 $1,850,000 plus 2.5% of original G-11 allocation amount 
 

Over $100,000,000 $3,100,000 plus 1.25% of original G-11 allocation amount 
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Item 4.10 
 
2.5 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director is required to submit a monthly report 

to the Commission’s Executive Director on all allotment adjustments made by the Director 
to G-11 funded projects.  The report shall list all projects which received Director approved 
increases or decreases during the prior month, including allocations revised downward to 
match lower contract allotment amounts.  At a minimum the Director will include the 
following information: project identifiers (PPNO & EA), description of work, original 
Director G-11 allocation amount including full history of any subsequent supplemental G-
11 funds, and the Director’s revised allocation; and,   
 

2.6 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission-adopted SHOPP program 
establishes an annual reservation amount for emergency condition response project 
allocations.  The Director must request the Commission to amend the adopted SHOPP 
program to increase the annual reservation amount in the event additional emergency 
condition response funding is required in excess of the reservation.  The amendment should 
be requested at the next regularly scheduled Commission meeting following the 
identification by the Director that additional emergency condition response funding is 
required; and, 
 

2.7 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director is required to submit an annual close-
out report at the conclusion of each fiscal year containing the total amount allocated for 
emergency condition response projects and total abatement amount collected.  The report 
shall list all projects which received allocations.  At a minimum the close-out report will 
include for each emergency condition response project: 
 

• Location and brief scope of work, 
• Date of incident or emergency, 
• Cause of emergency condition, 
• Amount allocated for capital construction, right of way acquisition and 

commensurate capital outlay support,  
• Actual dates for allocation, contract award and begin construction, and   
• Actual or projected dates for construction completion and project close-out. 

 

 



M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.17 
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND (TCIF) PROGRAM AMENDMENT             
RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1617-01 

ISSUE: 
Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridors 
Improvement Fund (TCIF) Program to add the Middle Harbor Terminal Redevelopment Project 
Phase 2, in Los Angeles, as TCIF Project 121 at a cost of $12.6 million in TCIF funds? 

RECOMMENDATION: 
Commission staff recommends the Commission approve the proposed TCIF Program Amendment 
to add into the TCIF Program Project 121, the Middle Harbor Terminal Redevelopment Project 
Phase 2. 

BACKGROUND: 
The Southern California Consensus Group (SCCG) and the Port of Long Beach (POLB) propose 
to amend the TCIF Program by including the Middle Harbor Terminal Redevelopment Project 
Phase 2 as Project 121 in the Los Angeles/Inland Empire Corridor element of the TCIF Program. 
Project proponents also propose that the Commission program $12.6 million of TCIF funds to the 
project for construction.  

The proposed project will further expand the existing on-dock rail yard, container yard and support 
facilities by increasing rail trackage for the working and storage tracks, adding additional truck 
gate lanes and associated scales, and increasing the number of Automated Stacking Crane blocks 
for container storage.  These improvements will increase and optimize the cargo handling capacity 
of the POLB to better serve the forecasted increase in containerized cargo.  The total cost of the 
project is estimated at $151 million.  Construction is expected to begin in December 2017.  

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1617-01: 
Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the TCIF 
program by adding the Middle Harbor Terminal Redevelopment Project as TCIF Project 121.  

Attachment 
• Letter of Support
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 State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016

Reference No.: 2.1c.(5a) 

Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief  

Division of Local Assistance

Subject: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT 

 RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1617-02, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1516-07

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 120 - Monte Vista Grade Separation project (PPNO 1190) 

in San Bernardino County.  The Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this 

amendment and the requested changes. 

ISSUE: 

The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) and the City of Montclair (City) propose 

to amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 120, Monte Vista Grade Separation 

project (PPNO 1190), to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Monte Vista Grade Separation project was added into the TCIF Program by the Commission 

on March 16, 2016.  A Project Baseline Agreement executed between the Department, the 

Commission, and the County was also approved on March 16, 2016, under Resolution 

TCIF-P-1516-07.  

The proposed project will eliminate the existing Monte Vista Avenue at-grade crossing by 

constructing a four-lane elevated structure over the Union Pacific Railroad line and State Street.  

The proposed project will improve reliability of access to several manufacturing facilities in the 

area, provide efficient movement of goods, and mitigate train/vehicular conflict delays.  The grade 

separation project will also improve safety, air quality and improve the quality of life for residents 

and motorists.  The total cost of the project is estimated at $26.685 million.  Construction is 

expected to begin in November 2016. 

At the time the original baseline agreement was executed, the project was in the preliminary project 

development phase with an estimated total project cost of $22,753,000.  However, due to an 

increase in unit costs and constructability issues, the schedule has been delayed and the total project 

costs have increased by $3,932,000 to $26,685,000.  
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

 

The following table provides a list of the Project’s milestones with current approved and proposed 

delivery schedule: 

 

Project Milestone 
Current 

Approved 
Proposed Change 

Begin Environmental Phase 04/01/02 04/01/02 No Change 

End Environmental Phase 08/19/13 08/19/13 No Change 

Begin Design Phase 01/01/03 01/01/03 No Change 

End Design Phase 03/01/16 03/01/16 No Change 

Begin Right of Way Phase 01/01/03 01/01/03 No Change 

End Right of Way Phase 03/01/16 04/27/16 2 Months 

Begin Construction Phase 11/02/16 02/07/17 3 Months 

End Construction Phase 01/31/19 05/01/19 3 Months 

Begin Closeout 02/02/19 05/02/19 3 Months 

End Closeout 08/1/19 03/05/20 7 Months 
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 “Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

The overall Construction cost is expected to increase by $3,932,000 from $22,753,000 to 

$26,685,000, as shown in the following table. 

 

( DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS ) 

FUND SOURCE TOTAL 
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase 

Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 PA&ED PS&E R/W CONST 

State Bond - Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) 

Current Approved 2,113     2,113           2,113 

Change 0     0           0 

Proposed 2,113     2,113            2,113 

Demo - Demonstration-State TEA21 (DEMOS21) 

Current Approved 12,152     12,152           12,152 

Change 2,563     2,563           2,563 

Proposed 14,715     14,715            14,715 

Local Funds – SBC Co Measure I  (XSBD) 

Current Approved 5,570     5,570           5,570 

Change -3,541     -3,541           -3,541 

Proposed 2,029     2,029           2,029 

Local Funds – City Funds (CITY) 

Current Approved 1,842     1,842           1,842 

Change -90     -90           -90 

Proposed 1,752     1,752           1,752 

Local Funds – Local Transportation (LTF) 

Current Approved 1,076     1,076           1,076 

Change 0     0           0 

Proposed 1,076     1,076           1,076 

PUC 190 

Current Approved 0     0           0 

Change 5,000     5,000           5,000 

Proposed 5,000     5,000           5,000 

Total 

Current Approved 22,753     22,753           22,753 

Change 3,932     3,932           3,932 

Proposed 26,685     26,685           26,685 

 

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1617-02 

 

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade 

Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 120, Monte Vista Grade Separation 

Bypass project (PPNO 1190), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.  

 

 

 



State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016

Reference No.: 2.1c.(5b) 

Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief  

Division of Local Assistance

Subject: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT 

 RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1617-03, AMENDING RESOLUTION  TCIF-P-1516-08B 

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 117 - Avenue 66/Union Pacific Railroad Grade Separation 

Bypass project (PPNO 1189) in Riverside County.  The Southern California Consensus Group 

concurs with this amendment and the requested changes. 

ISSUE: 

The Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) and the County of Riverside (County) 

propose to amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 117 - Avenue 66/Union Pacific 

Railroad Grade Separation Bypass project (PPNO 1189), to update the delivery schedule and 

funding plan. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Project was added into the TCIF Program by the Commission on January 21, 2016, in the 

amount of $5.709 million.  A Project Baseline Agreement executed between the Department, the 

Commission, and the County was approved on March 16, 2016, under Resolution 

TCIF-P-1516-08B. 

The proposed project will remove an at-grade railroad crossing and construct a two-lane on elevated 

structure over the Union Pacific Railroad line, Hammond Road and State Route 111 from west of 

Lincoln Street to west of Johnson Street.  The proposed project will allow for a more efficient and 

reliable movement of goods through Riverside County by minimizing conflicts between the railroad 

tracks and the vehicular traffic.  

Construction was expected to begin in December 2016.  However, it has been determined the 

County is unable to obtain the necessary environmental permits to construct the project under the 

current alignment and must redesign the project to avoid critical habitat needed for the Coachella 

Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan.  
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The following table provides a list of the Project’s milestones with current approved and proposed 

delivery schedule: 

 

Project Milestone 
Current 

Approved 
Proposed Change 

Begin Environmental Phase 07/26/12 07/26/12 No Change 

End Environmental Phase 01/31/16 07/29/17 18 Months 

Begin Design Phase 05/25/16 12/30/16 7 Months 

End Design Phase 01/31/16 12/29/17 23 Months 

Begin Right of Way Phase 04/15/15 07/30/17 27 Months 

End Right of Way Phase 03/15/16 07/29/18 28 Months 

Begin Construction Phase 12/8/16 07/30/19 31 Months 

End Construction Phase 12/31/19 07/29/21 19 Months 

Begin Closeout 01/01/20 07/30/21 19 Months 

End Closeout 05/30/20 01/28/22 20 Months 
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

It is anticipated that the change will result in an overall decrease in construction and right-of-way 

costs resulting from a smaller project footprint.  However, there will be an increase in design and 

environmental costs due to the redesign work.  The overall cost is not expected to increase, as shown 

in the following table. 
 

 ( DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS ) 

FUND SOURCE TOTAL 
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase 

Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 PA&ED PS&E R/W CONST 

State Bond - Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) 

Current Approved 5,709     5,709     0       5,709 

Change 0     -5,709     5,709       0 

Proposed 5,709     0     5,709       5,709 

Demo - Demonstration-State TEA21 (DEMOS21) 

Current Approved 950     950     0       950 

Change 0     -950     950       0 

Proposed 950     0     950       950 

Local Funds – Local Transportation Funds (LTF) 

Current Approved 17,071 3,380 3,000 10,691 0 0 0 2,030 1,350 3,000 10,691 

Change 0 0 
-

3,000 
-10,191 1,000 2,500 9,691 500 1,000 -500 -1,000 

Proposed 17,071 3,380 0 500 1,000 2,500 9,691 2,530 2,350 2,500 9,691 

RSTP-STP Local(STPL) 

Current Approved 15,350     15,350     0       15,350 

Change 0     -15,350     15,350       0 

Proposed 15,350     0 0   15,350       15,350 

Total 

Current Approved 39,080 3,380 3,000 32,700 0 0 0 2,030 1,350 3,000 32,700 

Change 0 0 
-

3,000 
-32,200 1,000 2,500 31,700 500 1,000 -500 -1,000 

Proposed 39,080 3,380 0 500 1,000 2,500 31,700 2,530 2,350 2,500 31,700 

 

 

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1617-03 

 

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade 

Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 117, Avenue 66/Union Pacific 

Railroad Grade Separation Bypass project (PPNO 1189), in accordance with the changes described 

and illustrated above.  

 

 

 



  State of California    California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.5f. 
Information Item

From:   NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: INFORMATIONAL REPORTS – DELEGATED ALLOCATIONS 
EMERGENCY G-11, SHOPP G-03-10 SAFETY, AND MINOR G-05-16 

SUMMARY: 

Since the period reported at the last California Transportation Commission (Commission) meeting, 
the California Department of Transportation (Department) allocated or sub-allocated: 

 $67,112,000 for 36 emergency construction projects, pursuant to the authority granted under
Resolution G-11 (2.5f.(1)). 

 $52,254,000 in construction capital for 13 safety projects, pursuant to the authority granted
under Resolution G-03-10 (2.5f.(3)). 

 $465,000 for one State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) Minor A
projects, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution G-05-16 (2.5f.(4)). 

As of June 29, 2016, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for  
Fiscal Year (FY) 2015-16: 

 $334,765,000 for 186 emergency construction projects.
 $131,771,000 for 56 safety delegated projects.
 $24,538,000 for 30 SHOPP Minor A projects.

As of July 13, 2016, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for  
Fiscal Year 2016-17: 

 $14,300,000 for six emergency construction projects.
 $34,847,000 for seven safety delegated 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.   
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 “Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

This authority is operative whenever such an event: 
 

1. Places people or property in jeopardy. 
2. Causes or threatens to cause closure of transportation access necessary for: 

a. Emergency assistance efforts. 
b. The effective functioning of an area’s services, commerce, manufacture or 

agriculture. 
c. Persons in the area to reach their homes or employment. 

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-05-16 authorizes the Department to sub-allocate funds for Minor projects.  At the June 
2016 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2016-17 Lump Sum Minor Construction 
Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM-15-06.   
 
The SHOPP, as approved by the Commission, is a four-year program of projects with the total 
annual proposed expenditures limited to the biennial Commission-approved Fund Estimate.  The 
Commission, subject to monthly reporting and briefings, has delegated to the Department the 
authority to amend programmed projects, the authority to allocate funds for safety projects, and the 
authority to allocate funds to emergency projects.  The Department uses prudent business practices 
to manage the combination of individual project cost increases and savings to meet Commission 
policies. 
 
In all cases, the delegated authority allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the 
next Commission meeting to receive an allocation. 
 
The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects. 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project #
Amount
County

Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

PPNO
Program/Year

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

93.5

<TABLE MISSING>

0116000171

0G340
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$5,575,000

01-4648
SHOPP/15-16

Near Piercy, at 0.4 mile north of Jitney Gulch Bridge. During a
period of heavy rainfall from March 11 through 13, 2016
numerous slides at this location caused temporary road closure
on six occasions.  An emergency proclamation was issued by
the Governor on April 19th.  This site has failures both above
and below the roadway surface.  The slip-out on the steep
slope below resulted in failure of the guardrail posts and
undermining of the pavement up to the edge of travel way,
requiring one-way reversible traffic control.  Emergency
contract EA 01-0G220 was allocated on 5/18/16 for initial site
stabilization and to allow time to develop a strategy for final
repair.  It has been determined that a soldier pile tie-back wall
is the most feasible alternative.  Installation is urgent before the
next rainy season again threatens complete loss of the
roadway.  In addition to the new wall, this project will cut back
the upper slope, install anchored wire mesh, and restore 
drainage and the roadway surface.

(Construction Support: $1,800,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/06/16: $5,575,000
(Additional $75,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

01-Men-101
Mendocino

1
$5,575,000

49.9

<TABLE MISSING>

0216000113

2H530
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$60,000

02-3658
SHOPP/15-16

Near Weaverville, at 1.3 miles east of Glennison Gap Road.  In
February 2016 a slipout occurred caused by a series of early
January storms and failed under-drain system that had
saturated the embankment. The slipout poses a threat of
roadway failure requiring immediate repairs. This project will
implement Geotechnical recommendation to construct a rock
buttress, reconstruct the roadway shoulder, reconstruct the
existing under-drain system, and place new horizontal drains to
provide roadway support and positive drainage.  This
supplemental addresses increased costs for the horizontal
drains at greater lengths and closer spacing.  The under-drain
system was converted to a rock lined ditch.  Additional costs
include key-in foundation excavation and earthwork to
reconstruct the embankments.

(Construction Support: $300,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  03/09/16: $550,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation  05/19/16: $60,000
Revised Allocation: $610,000

02-Tri-299
Trinity

2
$60,000
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Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

22.3/66.5

<TABLE MISSING>

0316000255

1H690
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$3,300,000

03-4127
SHOPP/15-16

Near Camino, from Braeburn Lane to Echo Summit. On
October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect
infestation, and disease. And on April 14, 2016 California
Office of Emergency Services (OES) issued a mission task
order directing the Department to remove dead and dying 
vegetation within 100 feet of the highway centerline in high
hazard zones.  Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with 
the need.  In this stretch, approximately 1,725 trees have been
identified by the district tree crew supervisor as requiring
removal. Identified trees have been classified as dead or
having major structural deficiencies that are predisposed to
failure. Tree failure is a threat to traffic, highway 
appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will
remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $300,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $3,300,000

03-ED-50
El Dorado

3
$3,300,000

23.4

<TABLE MISSING>

0316000165

1H480
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$550,000

03-3630
SHOPP/15-16

Near Placerville, at 2.0 miles north of South Fork American
River Bridge. On January 30, 2016 a slipout occurred causing
partial failure of an existing gabion-style retaining wall and
extensive damage to the southbound lane.  The damage and
resulting lane closure requires 24-hr one-way traffic control for
the remaining lane. Further roadway failure and traveler safety
are at risk if repairs are not completed. The project will repair
the failed wall section and pavement.  A supplemental is
necessary to implement updated recommendations to replace 
the partially failed wall with a different soldier-pile wall type, in
addition to reconstructing the roadway and barrier.  A second
supplemental is necessary to respond to further roadway
cracking and slumping in sections not planned for replacement.
The existing wall will now be replaced in its entirety.

(Construction Support: $100,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  02/29/16: $750,000
Supplemental G-11 allocation 3/7/16:             $1,250,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation  05/19/16: $550,000
Revised Allocation: $2,550,000

03-ED-193
El Dorado

4
$550,000

22.2/45.7

<TABLE MISSING>

0316000254

1H680
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$2,900,000

03-3998
SHOPP/15-16

In Nevada and Placer Counties, from Harmony Ridge Road to
Route 80. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation
was issued in response to large tree mortality caused by
drought, insect infestation, and disease. And on April 14, 2016
California Office of Emergency Services (OES) issued a
mission task order directing the Department to remove dead
and dying vegetation within 100 feet of the highway centerline
in high hazard zones.  Maintenance crews are unable to keep
up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 1,528 trees
have been identified by the district tree crew supervisor as
requiring removal. Identified trees have been classified as dead
or having major structural deficiencies that are predisposed to 
failure. Tree failure is a threat to traffic, highway
appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will
remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $300,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $2,900,000

03-Nev-20
Nevada

5
$2,900,000
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Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

39.0/69.7

<TABLE MISSING> 

0316000268

1H760
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$4,400,000

03-5118
SHOPP/15-16

Near Gold Run and Kingvale, from Magra Overcrossing to the
Nevada County line. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's
Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality
caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease. And on
April 14, 2016 California Office of Emergency Services (OES)
issued a mission task order directing the Department to
remove dead and dying vegetation within 100 feet of the
highway centerline in high hazard zones.  Maintenance crews
are unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch,
approximately 2,303 trees have been identified by the district
tree crew supervisor as requiring removal. Identified trees have
been classified as dead or having major structural deficiencies
that are predisposed to failure. Tree failure is a threat to traffic,
highway appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This
project will remove and dispose of identified trees

(Construction Support: $400,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $4,400,000

03-Pla-80
Placer

6
$4,400,000

3.1

<TABLE MISSING>

0316000235

1H670
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,600,000

03-7798
SHOPP/15-16

Near Camptonville, at 0.6 mile south of the North Fork Yuba
River Bridge. On May 3, 2016 a slip out was identified below
the roadway that resulted in pavement cracking and settlement
in the southbound lane.  High intensity and recurrent winter
rains are considered a causing factor for the damage.
Immediate action is necessary to prevent lane loss and protect
travelers.  A soldier pile retaining wall will be constructed, the
roadway rebuilt, and guardrail restored.

(Construction Support: $400,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/19/16: $1,600,000

03-Sie-49
Sierra

7
$1,600,000

6.7

<TABLE MISSING>

0316000225

1H660
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$500,000

03-8504
SHOPP/15-16

Near Robbins at Varney Road. On April 29, 2016 a sinkhole 
was discovered on the shoulder of this 2-lane highway.
Investigations revealed the sinkhole was caused by a failed
culvert under the roadway and developed after recent high-
intensity rain events.  The sinkhole extends under the traveled
way and immediate repair is necessary to prevent collapse and
protect the traveling public.  This project will remove and
replace the damaged culvert and repair the roadway and
shoulder.

(Construction Support: $50,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/13/16: $500,000

03-Sut-113
Sutter

8
$500,000
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August 17-18, 2016

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0416000250

1K480
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$760,000

04-1497E
SHOPP/15-16

In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties along 8 separate
routes. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was
issued in response to large tree mortality caused by drought,
insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable
to keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 443
trees have been identified as requiring removal.  Identified
trees have been classified as dead or having major structural
deficiencies that are predisposed to failure. Tree failure within
the state highway right of way is a threat to traffic, highway
appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will
remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $250,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $760,000
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

04-Ala-Var.
Alameda

9
$760,000

14.4/14.5

<TABLE MISSING>

0416000433

2K510
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,100,000

04-2S990
SHOPP/15-16

Near Stinson Beach, at 2.2 miles north of Panoramic Highway.
During March 2016 storm events, a washout began along the
roadway slope adjacent to Bolinas Lagoon, part of a National
Marine Sanctuary.  Later wave action in May caused the slope
washout to expand and is now undermining the southbound
lane.  Slope armoring can not be environmentally cleared
without a protracted schedule.  Shifting the roadway away from
the slope is acceptable to the resource agencies as a
temporary repair.  Permanent restoration repairs will require
follow-up programming.  This project will pave and allow
shifting of the traffic lanes away from the damaged slope to
minimize traffic impacts.

(Construction Support: $300,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $1,100,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

04-Mrn-1
Marin

10
$1,100,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0416000395

2K250
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$3,400,000

04-1451B
SHOPP/15-16

In Lake, Marin, Napa, Solano and Sonoma Counties along 12
separate routes. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's
Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality
caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In
this stretch, approximately 897 trees have been identified as
requiring removal.  Identified trees have been classified as
dead or having major structural deficiencies that are
predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state highway
right of way is a threat to traffic, highway appurtenances,
adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will remove and
dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $1,020,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $3,400,000
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

04-Mrn-Var.
Marin

11
$3,400,000
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August 17-18, 2016

1.8

<TABLE MISSING>

0416000238

1K330
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2014-15
302-0042

SHA
$0

04-1498B
SHOPP/15-16

In the City and County of San Francisco, at Silver Avenue
Overcrossing Bridge No. 34-0032. On December 1, 2015 a 
truck on the local street overcrossing collided with the structure
railing and partially overturned.  The railing was damaged
beyond repair and the spilled truck load closed the congested
Route 101 roadway below for several hours. This project will
place a new integrated sidewalk and railing that meet current
standards and the City's requirements for standard sidewalk
width.  This supplemental for R/W Capital funds is necessary to
address existing utilities in conflict with the work.  The funds
will be used to compensate the utility companies for the
relocation work so the project can be completed as planned.
Abatement is being sought from the responsible party.

(Construction Support: $0)

Initial G-11 Allocation  03/17/16: $1,900,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $0
Revised Allocation: $1,900,000
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

04-SF-101
San Francisco

12
$0

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0416000321

1K840
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,450,000

04-1499M
SHOPP/15-16

In San Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara Counties along
17 separate routes. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's
Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality
caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In
this stretch, approximately 465 trees have been identified as
requiring removal and 262 trees identified for trimming.
Identified trees for removal or trimming have been classified as
dead or having major structural deficiencies that are
predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state highway
right of way is a threat to traffic, highway appurtenances,
adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will trim or remove
and dispose of identified trees. 

(Construction Support: $450,000) 

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/27/16: $1,450,000
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

04-SF-Var.
San Francisco

13
$1,450,000

15.4

<TABLE MISSING>

0416000315

1K790
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$500,000

04-1450B
SHOPP/15-16

Near Jenner, at 0.4 mile north of Calle del Sol. During March
2016 storm events, a slip out began that expanded in April due
to ocean wave action.  The expanded damage has undermined
the southbound traffic lane.  One-way traffic control is in place
to keep the roadway open.  This project will install temporary
on-way signalization and provide a power source for the signal
system.  Follow-up emergency work is underway to develop
design and obtain right-of-way clearances to shift traffic lanes
inland.  A permanent restoration project is programmed for FY
17/18 to ultimately realign the roadway away from the eroding
bluff.

(Construction Support: $200,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/25/16: $500,000

04-Son-1
Sonoma

14
$500,000
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August 17-18, 2016

<TABLE MISSING>

0616000245

0V650
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$6,000,000

06-6808
SHOPP/15-16

Near Shaver Lake, from 0.1 mile north of Beal Fire Road to
end of Route at Huntington Lake. On October 30, 2015, a 
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree
mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In
this area, approximately 3,000 trees have been identified by
the district tree crew supervisor as requiring removal. Identified
trees have been classified as dead or having major structural
deficiencies that are predisposed to failure. Tree failure within
the state highway right of way is a threat to traffic, highway
appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  Per California
Office of Emergency Services (OES) mission task order,
thousands of smaller dead trees and shrubs that constitute fire
fuel within 100 feet of centerline need to be removed, as well.

(Construction Support: $950,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $6,000,000
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

06-Fre-168
Fresno

15
$6,000,000

29.0/45.7

<TABLE MISSING>

0616000239

0V640
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$5,000,000

06-6807
SHOPP/15-16

In Madera and Mariposa Counties, near Oakhurst, from PM
29.0 to 45.7 and near Fish Camp at PM 0.0 to 4.9; also on
Route 49 near Ahwahnee from PM 4.0 to 9.3. On October 30,
2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to
large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the
need.  In this area, approximately 2,400 trees have been
identified by the district tree crew supervisor as requiring
removal. Identified trees have been classified as dead or
having major structural deficiencies that are predisposed to
failure. Tree failure within the state highway right of way is a
threat to traffic, highway appurtenances, adjacent properties, 
and fire.  Per California Office of Emergency Services (OES)
mission task order, thousands of smaller dead trees and
shrubs that constitute fire fuel within 100 feet of centerline need
to be removed, as well.

(Construction Support: $950,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $5,000,000
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

06-Mad-41
Madera

16
$5,000,000
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August 17-18, 2016

32.5/33.0

<TABLE MISSING>

0616000231

0V630
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$4,500,000

06-6806
SHOPP/15-16

In Tulare and Fresno Counties near Sequoia National Park,
from 20.5 miles north of Route 201 to Route 180 (Fre 0.0/8.97).
On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect
infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 1,500
trees have been identified by the district tree crew supervisor
as requiring removal. Identified trees have been classified as
dead or having major structural deficiencies that are 
predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state highway
right of way is a threat to traffic, highway appurtenances,
adjacent properties, and fire.  Per California Office of
Emergency Services (OES) mission task order, thousands of
smaller dead trees and shrubs that constitute fire fuel within
100 feet of centerline need to be removed, as well.

(Construction Support: $950,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/17/16: $4,500,000
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

06-Tul-245
Tulare

17
$4,500,000

9.5

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000010

4X640
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$0

07-4929
SHOPP/15-16

In Commerce, at Rio Hondo Bridge No. 53-0639. On July 7,
2015 a homeless encampment fire occurred directly under the
bridge resulting in warped girders, damaged bridge bearings,
and concrete spalls.  Intense heat caused settlement of the
bridge deck and destroyed electrical fiber optic systems.  The 
project will repair or replace fire damaged bridge girders and 
bearings, fiber optic systems, and will repaint the structure.
Supplemental Construction Support funds are needed to
address over runs caused by hiring a certified consultant
coating inspector and for management of extensive lane
closures and heavy traffic impacts while southbound direction
was closed to replace the bridge deck.   Abatement will be
sought if responsible party is identified. 

(Construction Support: $800,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/16/15: $3,000,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation  05/19/16: $0
Revised Allocation: $3,000,000

07-LA-5
Los Angeles

18
$0

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000321

4X910
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$2,000,000

07-5099
SHOPP/15-16

In Los Angeles County, on Routes 5, 14, 118, 170, and 405 at
various postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's
Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality
caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In
this stretch, approximately 780 trees have been identified by
the landscape specialist/arborist as requiring removal.
Identified trees have been classified as dead or having major
structural deficiencies that are predisposed to failure. Tree
failure within the state highway right of way is a threat to traffic,
highway appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This
project will remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $700,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/13/16: $2,000,000
(Additional $80,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

07-LA-Var.
Los Angeles

19
$2,000,000
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Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000320

4X920
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$3,500,000

07-5100
SHOPP/15-16

In Los Angeles County, on Routes 2, 10, 57, 60, 71, 101, and
210 at various postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's
Proclamation was issued in response to large tree mortality
caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In
this stretch, approximately 1,378 trees have been identified by
the landscape specialist/arborist as requiring removal.
Identified trees have been classified as dead or having major
structural deficiencies that are predisposed to failure. Tree 
failure within the state highway right of way is a threat to traffic,
highway appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This
project will remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $1,000,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/11/16: $3,500,000
(Additional $80,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

07-LA-Var.
Los Angeles

20
$3,500,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000319

4X940
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$2,300,000

07-5102
SHOPP/15-16

In Los Angeles County, on Routes 134 and 210 at various
postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation
was issued in response to large tree mortality caused by
drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews
are unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch,
approximately 914 trees have been identified by the landscape
specialist/arborist as requiring removal.  Identified trees have
been classified as dead or having major structural deficiencies
that are predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state
highway right of way is a threat to traffic, highway
appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will
remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $800,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/13/16: $2,300,000
(Additional $80,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

07-LA-Var.
Los Angeles

21
$2,300,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000323

4X950
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$2,600,000

07-5057
SHOPP/15-16

In Los Angeles County, on Routes 5, 47, 91, 105, 110, 405,
605, and 710 at various postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree
mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with the need.  In
this stretch, approximately 1,010 trees have been identified by
the landscape specialist/arborist as requiring removal.
Identified trees have been classified as dead or having major
structural deficiencies that are predisposed to failure. Tree
failure within the state highway right of way is a threat to traffic,
highway appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This
project will remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $760,000) 

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/13/16: $2,600,000
(Additional $80,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

07-LA-Var.
Los Angeles

22
$2,600,000
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Amount
County

Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

PPNO
Program/Year

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

32.2/R34.8

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000230

4X800
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,100,000

07-4953
SHOPP/15-16

Near the city of Ventura, from 0.7 mile north of West Main
Street to 0.1 mile north of Dulah Road Undercrsossing; also on
Route 1 from PM 21.5 to 23.3. On December 25, 2015 the
Solimar wildfire closed Routes 1 and 101 and eventually
burned 1,300 acres.  Fire damage included burned guardrail
and damaged roadway signs, culverts, drainage systems, and
fencing.  This project will repair fire damage by replacing these
systems where necessary, clearing ditches, stabilizing slopes,
and deploying storm water measures to protect the highways
and bike path from post-fire debris flow.  The supplemental
amount is necessary because multiple debris flows plugged the
drainage systems and required multiple cleanings during the
winter storm season at unplanned expense.  The additional
funds will allow the planned guardrail to now be restored and
the project completed.

(Construction Support: $250,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  01/13/16: $2,500,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation  05/24/16: $1,100,000
Revised Allocation: $3,600,000

07-Ven-101
Ventura

23
$1,100,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

0716000318

4X930
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,800,000

07-5101
SHOPP/15-16

In Ventura and Los Angeles Counties, on Ventura Routes 1,
101, 103, 150, 118 and on Los Angeles Route 1 at various
postmiles. On October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation
was issued in response to large tree mortality caused by
drought, insect infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews
are unable to keep up with the need.  In this stretch,
approximately 718 trees have been identified by the landscape
specialist/arborist as requiring removal.  Identified trees have
been classified as dead or having major structural deficiencies
that are predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state
highway right of way is a threat to traffic, highway
appurtenances, adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will
remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $720,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  05/13/16: $1,800,000
(Additional $80,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

07-Ven-Var.
Ventura

24
$1,800,000

R17.9

<TABLE MISSING>

0916000039

36760
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$390,000

09-2626
SHOPP/15-16

At Coso Junction Safety Roadside Rest Area (SRRA).   Prior to
Memorial Day weekend 2016, the leach field failed and
backed-up sewage into the facility causing full closure of the
SRRA.  Portable toilets are not considered to be a good long or
short term alternative due to high volume demand of the
facility.  The facility remains closed, and traditional project
delivery and contract process would require the SRRA to
remain closed for 2 to 3 years.  This emergency project will
abandon the existing leach field, install a new sewage lift 
station, alarm, pipe, valves, vault, and construct an infiltrator
leach field system.  The completed work will allow the SRRA to
reopen to public use.

(Construction Support: $10,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $390,000

09-Iny-395
Inyo

25
$390,000

Page 9



Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Amount
County

Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

PPNO
Program/Year

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

27.7/R63.0

<TABLE MISSING>

1016000226

1G560
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,360,000

10-3200
SHOPP/15-16

Near Murphys and Arnold, from PM 27.7 to 63.0. On October
30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response
to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation,
and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to keep up with
the need.  In this stretch, approximately 900 trees have been
identified by the district tree maintenance crew as requiring
removal.  Identified trees have been classified as dead or
having major structural deficiencies that are predisposed to
failure. Tree failure within the state highway right of way is a
threat to traffic, highway appurtenances, adjacent properties, 
and to fire.  This project will remove and dispose of identified
trees.

(Construction Support: $560,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $1,360,000
(Additional $40,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

10-Cal-4
Calaveras

26
$1,360,000

20.0/51.8

<TABLE MISSING>

1016000173

1G430
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,260,000

10-3186
SHOPP/15-16

Near the town of Mariposa, on Route 140 at PM 20.0 to 21.5
and PM 22.0 to 51.8; also on Route 49 at PM 0.3 to 9.0. On
October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect
infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 700 trees
have been identified by the district tree maintenance crew as
requiring removal.  Identified trees have been classified as
dead or having major structural deficiencies that are
predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state highway
right of way is a threat to traffic, highway appurtenances,
adjacent properties, and to fire.  This project will remove and
dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $560,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/10/16: $1,260,000
(Additional $40,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

10-Mpa-140
Mariposa

27
$1,260,000

6.3

<TABLE MISSING>

1016000210

1G540
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$1,500,000

10-3197
SHOPP/15-16

Near Tracy, at 0.2 mile south of Route 33. On May 31, 2016 a
large sink hole was found requiring closure of the northbound
traffic lanes and subsequent traffic detour.  The 25 foot deep
by 15 foot wide sinkhole was located above an irrigation pipe
culvert abandoned in 2008.  This project will remove the 
abandoned pipe, reconstruct the roadway embankment and
pavement surface, and allow the roadway to be reopened to
traffic.

(Construction Support: $80,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/10/16: $1,500,000

10-SJ-5
San Joaquin

28
$1,500,000
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Amount
County

Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

PPNO
Program/Year

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000110

42600
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$493,000

11-1207
SHOPP/15-16

In Imperial and San Diego Counties on various routes at
various locations, countywide in Imperial and east of Route 15
and south of Route 8 in San Diego County. On October 30,
2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to
large tree mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and
disease. Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in
a timely manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately
290 trees have been identified by the maintenance region
managers and special crews as requiring removal.  Identified
trees have been classified as dead or severely damaged by
disease and pests and pose a fire risk. These hazardous trees
will be removed to protect public safety and property.  This
project will remove and dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $90,000) 

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/29/16: $493,000

11-Imp-Var.
Imperial

29
$493,000

R52.2

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000166

42720
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$600,000

11-1235
SHOPP/15-16

In Oceanside, at northbound approach to Loma Alta Creek
Bridge No. 57-0125. On May 19, 2016 maintenance staff
observed a hole in the bridge approach slab at this location.
Crews found a large void under the pavement beneath two
lanes and the right shoulder.  Subsequent investigations found
that a failed culvert adjacent to the bridge location is allowing
water to erode void space around the pipe and abutment fill. 
Also, the lack of proper surface drainage causes storm water to
flow into the bridge joint and erode the soils behind the
abutment as well.  Immediate repairs are needed to open
closed lanes, minimize traffic impacts, and prevent worsening
damage.  This project will fill the void, patch the pavement
holes, replace the approach slabs, repair abutment erosion,
and replace failed culvert.

(Construction Support: $180,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/29/16: $600,000

11-SD-5
San Diego

30
$600,000

39.0/49.0

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000181

42760
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$800,000

11-1238
SHOPP/15-16

In San Diego County from Potrero to Campo. On June 19,
2016 the route was closed due to wildfire called "Border Fire".
The affected route was inspected and reopened on June 23rd.
Significant damage occurred to the route and is in need of
repair to protect the traveling public.  This project proposes to
replace burned guard rail, repair or replace damaged culverts,
and apply erosion control and other Best Management
Practices (BMP's).  This work is also necessary to protect the
route prior to normal monsoonal summer storms that could
otherwise cause significant erosion damage.

(Construction Support: $300,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $800,000

11-SD-94
San Diego

31
$800,000
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Amount
County

Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

PPNO
Program/Year

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

50.6

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000173

42740
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$3,450,000

11-1236
SHOPP/15-16

Near Campo, at Campo Creek Bridge No. 57-0120. Following
a recent bridge inspection, it was concluded this bridge needs
replacement due to extensive deterioration of the existing deck
and timber stringers and the potential high scour threat to the
bridge foundations.  Temporary shoring has been installed;
however, shoring could fail as a result of monsoonal rainstorms
and flash floods, thus placing the bridge at risk of collapse.
This project will demolish the existing bridge and construct new
to current standards.

(Construction Support: $500,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/21/16: $3,450,000
(Additional $50,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

11-SD-94
San Diego

32
$3,450,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000112

42620
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$442,000

11-1209
SHOPP/15-16

In San Diego County, on various routes and locations west of
Route 15 and south of Route 8. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree
mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in a timely
manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 260 trees
have been identified by the maintenance region managers and 
special crews as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been
classified as dead or severely damaged by disease and pests
and pose a fire risk. These hazardous trees will be removed to
protect public safety and property.  This project will remove and
dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $90,000) 

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/29/16: $442,000

11-SD-Var.
San Diego

33
$442,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000111

42610
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$530,000

11-1208
SHOPP/15-16

In San Diego County, on various routes at various locations
west of Route 15 and north of Route 8. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree
mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in a timely
manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 312 trees
have been identified by the maintenance region managers and 
special crews as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been
classified as dead or severely damaged by disease and pests
and pose a fire risk. These hazardous trees will be removed to
protect public safety and property.  This project will remove and
dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $95,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/29/16: $530,000

11-SD-Var.
San Diego

34
$530,000
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Amount
County

Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

PPNO
Program/Year

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations2.5f.(1)

August 17-18, 2016

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

1116000109

42590
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$642,000

11-1206
SHOPP/15-16

In San Diego County, on various routes at various locations
east of Route 15 and north of Route 8. On October 30, 2015, a
Governor's Proclamation was issued in response to large tree
mortality caused by drought, insect infestation, and disease.
Maintenance crews are unable to address the need in a timely
manner.  Within these roadway limits, approximately 378 trees
have been identified by the maintenance region managers and
special crews as requiring removal.  Identified trees have been
classified as dead or severely damaged by disease and pests
and pose a fire risk. These hazardous trees will be removed to
protect public safety and property.  This project will remove and
dispose of identified trees.

(Construction Support: $100,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  06/29/16: $642,000

11-SD-Var.
San Diego

35
$642,000

Var.

<TABLE MISSING>

1216000096

0Q180
4

Emergency

20.20.201.130

2015-16
302-0042

SHA
$750,000

12-1202
SHOPP/15-16

In Orange County, on various routes at various locations. On
October 30, 2015, a Governor's Proclamation was issued in
response to large tree mortality caused by drought, insect
infestation, and disease. Maintenance crews are unable to
keep up with the need.  In this stretch, approximately 700 trees
have been identified by the landscape specialist/arborist as
requiring removal.  Identified trees have been classified as
dead or having major structural deficiencies that are
predisposed to failure. Tree failure within the state highway
right of way is a threat to traffic, highway appurtenances,
adjacent properties, and fire.  This project will remove and
dispose of identified trees

(Construction Support: $300,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation  07/07/16: $750,000
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).

12-Ora-Var.
Orange

36
$750,000
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Amount by
Fund Type

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

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

Near Tipton, from 0.4 mile west of Road 152 to 0.7 mile
west of Road 160.  Outcome/Output: Construct
roundabout, sidewalk, curb and gutter and reconstruct
1.0 mile of SR-190 and 0.5 mile of Road 152 to
increase safety and reduce the number and severity of
collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $992,000 $305,547
PS&E $799,000 $583,132
R/W Supp $357,000 $100,673

(CEQA - ND, 8/5/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 8/11/2014.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-14-57; December 2014.)

(Additional contribution: $650,000 from Tulare County
Association of Governments)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/20/16

001-0890 FTF $340,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $338,000
302-0890 FTF $2,612,000
20.20.201.010 $2,950,000

06-6624
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$317,000
$340,000
CONST

$2,481,000
0612000182

4
0P590

1
$3,290,000

Tulare
06-Tul-190

4.0/5.0

In the cities of Long Beach, Los Angeles, Lomita,
Torrance, Redondo Beach and Manhattan Beach, from
south of Anaheim Street to Fiji Way.   Outcome/Output:
Install channelization and rumble strips along center
line median at various locations to reduce the number
and severity of cross centerline collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $88,000 $234,743
PS&E $180,000 $243,294
R/W Supp $24,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 9/25/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 9/25/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/11/16

001-0890 FTF $360,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $16,000
302-0890 FTF $777,000
20.20.201.010 $793,000

07-4651
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$360,000
CONST

$1,160,000
0713000313

4
29950

2
$1,153,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-1
2.6/30.7
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Amount by
Fund Type

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

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution

Location
Project Description 
Allocation History

In Los Angeles County, on Routes 91, 105, 110 and
405 at various locations.   Outcome/Output: Apply high
friction surface treatment (HFST) on pavement to
reduce the number and severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $60,000 $115,698
PS&E $274,000 $441,724
R/W Supp $10,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 4/7/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/7/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 06/16/16

001-0890 FTF $310,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $35,000
302-0890 FTF $1,721,000
20.20.201.010 $1,756,000

07-4767
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$310,000
CONST

$1,796,000
0714000216

4
30720

3
$2,066,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-91

Var

In the city of Los Angeles, from Vermont Avenue to San
Pedro Street; also on Route 110 from Athens Boulevard
to 104th street.  Outcome/Output: Install safety lighting,
update striping, markings and upgrade guide sign
panels to reduce the number and severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $1,100,000 $784,929
R/W Supp $50,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 4/13/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/13/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/20/16

001-0890 FTF $850,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $76,000
302-0890 FTF $3,705,000
20.20.201.010 $3,781,000

07-4614
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$850,000
CONST

$4,920,000
0713000149

4
29740

4
$4,631,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-105
R6.6/R8.0

In Victorville, from 0.2 mile north of Bear Valley
Overcrossing to 0.3 mile south of Palmdale Road 
Overcrossing. Outcome/Output: Install northbound
outer separation barrier to reduce the number and
severity of collisions.

Performance Measure:
Planned: 24.0, Actual: 24.0  Collisions Reduced

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $373,000 $394,373
PS&E $1,015,000 $387,978
R/W Supp $17,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 3/19/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/19/2015.)

Allocation Date: 06/22/16

001-0890 FTF $976,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $31,000
302-0890 FTF $1,495,000
20.20.201.010 $1,526,000

08-0178R
SHOPP/16-17

CON ENG
$976,000
CONST

$1,582,000
0813000117

4
1E010

5
$2,502,000

San Bernardino
08-SBd-15
37.8/40.2
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Amount by
Fund Type

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

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

Near Morongo Valley, from East Drive to Yucca Park
Road.   Outcome/Output: Construct raised curb median 
and install double Thrie Beam Barrier to reduce the
number and severity of cross centerline collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $630,000 $654,861
PS&E $1,150,000 $920,361
R/W Supp $20,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 11/23/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/23/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/13/16

001-0890 FTF $820,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $68,000
302-0890 FTF $3,340,000
20.20.201.010 $3,408,000

08-0046G
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$820,000
CONST

$5,185,000
0800020212

4
0Q130

6
$4,228,000

San Bernardino
08-SBd-62

1.8/7.7

Near Valley Springs, from 0.7 mile east of Silver Rapids
Road to Quail Oaks Road. Outcome/Output: Improve
safety by installing traffic signals, widen for left-turn
lanes, and construct curb ramps at Vista Del Lago Drive
intersection to reduce the number and severity of 
collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $577,000 $456,650
PS&E $709,000 $741,465
R/W Supp $314,000 $265,434

(CEQA - CE, 1/29/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 1/29/2014.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 06/24/16

001-0890 FTF $351,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $30,000
302-0890 FTF $1,466,000
20.20.201.010 $1,496,000

10-3004
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$351,000
CONST

$1,350,000
1000020114

4
0V620

7
$1,847,000

Calaveras
10-Cal-26

8.3/8.6

In Modesto, from 0.1 mile north of West Modesto
Overhead to 0.5 mile south of Beckwith Road.
Outcome/Output: Reconstruct off-ramp and construct
acceleration and deceleration lanes at southbound
ramps to improve safety and reduce the number and
severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $725,000 $606,150
PS&E $530,000 $595,386
R/W Supp $28,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 6/24/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/24/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 06/13/16

001-0890 FTF $1,500,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $128,000
302-0890 FTF $6,295,000
20.20.201.010 $6,423,000

10-3011
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,500,000

CONST
$5,934,000

1012000313
4

0X560

8
$7,923,000

Stanislaus
10-Sta-99

R18.0/R19.7
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Fund Type

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

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

In Stanislaus and Mariposa Counties at various
locations. Outcome/Output: Improve safety by
constructing 38 miles of centerline rumble strips, 56
miles of edge line rumble strips, and 8 miles of shoulder
rumble strips to reduce the number and severity of
collisions along 5 segment locations.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $191,000 $68,553
PS&E $211,000 $48,052
R/W Supp $0 $0

(CEQA - CE, 10/28/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/28/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 06/14/16

001-0890 FTF $367,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $26,000
302-0890 FTF $1,264,000
20.20.201.010 $1,290,000

10-3127
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$367,000
CONST

$1,906,000
1015000092

4
1E200

9
$1,657,000

Stanislaus
10-Sta-132

0.0/51.1

Near Vernalis, from 0.9 mile west of Mc Cracken Road
to 0.6 mile west of San Joaquin River Bridge.
Outcome/Output: Improve safety by installing traffic
signals and widen for shoulders, left-turn and though
lanes at intersection with Kasson Road/River Road. 
This project will reduce the number and severity of
collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $464,000 $278,646
PS&E $1,190,000 $908,821
R/W Supp $341,000 $415,326

(CEQA - CE, 6/24/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/24/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/13/16

001-0890 FTF $617,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $56,000
302-0890 FTF $2,766,000
20.20.201.010 $2,822,000

10-0348
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$617,000
CONST

$3,264,000
1000000746

4
0T780

10
$3,439,000

Stanislaus
10-Sta-132

1.1/1.8

In and near Poway, from 0.2 mile south of Winter
Gardens Boulevard Overcrossing to Shady Oaks Drive.
Outcome/Output: Install median channelizers to reduce
the number and severity of cross centerline collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,991,000 $1,650,530
PS&E $1,500,000 $610,671
R/W Supp $50,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 9/13/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/6/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 06/22/16

001-0890 FTF $1,249,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $98,000
302-0890 FTF $4,818,000
20.20.201.010 $4,916,000

11-0670
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,249,000

CONST
$43,000,000
1100000545

4
40320

11
$6,165,000

San Diego
11-SD-67
R4.6/19
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Amount by
Fund Type

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

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution

Location
Project Description
Allocation History

In and near Huntington Beach, at the intersections of
Brookhurst Street, Magnolia Street, Newland Street,
Lake/1st Street, Goldenwest Street and Warner
Avenue.   Outcome/Output: Upgrade existing traffic
signals, replace pavement delineation for increased
visibility, enhance lighting and upgrade pedestrian
facilities to current ADA standards to reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $1,520,000 $1,586,394
R/W Supp $630,000 $314,830

(CEQA - CE, 10/4/2012.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/4/2012.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/05/16

001-0890 FTF $1,180,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $55,000
302-0890 FTF $2,705,000
20.20.201.010 $2,760,000

12-2420
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,000,000
$1,180,000

CONST
$3,080,000

1212000065
4

0M470

12
$3,940,000

Orange
12-Ora-1
22.1/29.9

In Irvine, from 0.3 mile south of Sand Canyon Avenue
to 0.4 mile south of Jamboree Road. Outcome/Output:
Extend southbound auxiliary lane and replace
temporary railing (Type K) with permanent concrete
median barrier to reduce the number and severity of
collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $2,884,000 $3,633,511
R/W Supp $13,000 $3,264

(CEQA - CE, 4/29/2013.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/29/2013.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

Allocation Date: 07/07/16

001-0890 FTF $3,400,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $367,000
302-0890 FTF $17,966,000
20.20.201.010 $18,333,000

12-4952B
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$3,400,000

CONST
$16,280,000
1212000018

4
0M350

13
$21,733,000

Orange
12-Ora-405

2.6/6.5
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CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

#

2.5f.(4) Informational Report - Minor Construction Program - Resolution G-05-16 Delegated Allocations

Dist County Route Postmile Location/Description EA1
Program

Code
Original

Est. Allocations

Back to

0N5801 06 Tul 245 6.2/7.0 Construct 0.5 miles if sidewalks
curbs and gutters and 7 curb
ramps.  The construction of 
sidewalks and curb ramps will
improve safety pedestrian traffic
and curb and gutter will improve
drainage.

201.378 $400,000 $465,000

Page 1



  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California's economy and livability.” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 3.2a. 

Information Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 

Division of 

Transportation Programming 

Subject:  STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS 

SUMMARY: 

The California Department of Transportation is presenting this item to provide the status of construction 

contract award for projects on the State Highway System allocated in Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15 and  

FY 2015-16. 

In FY 2014-15, the Commission voted 372 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 July 25, 2016, 368 projects totaling $1.67 billion have 

been awarded.  Funds for four projects have lapsed.  Given that all projects voted in FY 2014-15 have 

been either awarded or lapsed, this section will not be included in future reports. 

In FY 2015-16, the Commission voted 458 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B 

projects on the State Highway System.  As of July 25, 2016, 362 projects totaling $1.73 billion have 

been awarded.  Funds for two projects have lapsed. 

BACKGROUND: 

Starting with July 2006 allocations, projects are subject to Resolution G-06-08 (adopted June 8, 2006), 

which formalizes the condition of allocation that requires projects to be ready to proceed to construction 

within six months of allocation.  The policy also requires that projects that are not awarded within four 

months of allocation be reported to the Commission. 
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FY 2014-15 Allocations 

Month Allocated 

No. 

Projects 

Voted 

Voted 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

No. 

Projects 

Funds 

Lapse 

Awarded 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

No.  

Projects 

Pending 

Bid 

Opening/ 

Award 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

within  

4 months 

No.  

Projects 

Awarded 

within 

6 months 

August 2014 86 $562,436 84 2 $523787 0 43 72 

October 2014 15 $71,486 15 0 $64,975 0 10 13 

December 2014 31 $123,108 30 1 $115,803 0 20 27 

January 2015 29 $150,078 29 0 $137,903 0 18 26 

March 2015 83 $216,906 83 0 $217,168 0 67 78 

May 2015 64 $184,758 63 1 $178,317 0 48 60 

June 2015 64 $491,180 64 0 $429,571 0 40 59 

TOTAL 372 $1,799,952 368 4 $1,667,524 0 246 335 

 

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. 

 

 

 

 

FY 2015-16 Allocations 

Month Allocated 

No. 

Projects 

Voted 

Voted 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

No. 

Projects 

Funds 

Lapse 

Awarded 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

No.  

Projects 

Pending 

Bid 

Opening/ 

Award 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

within  

4 months 

No.  

Projects 

Awarded 

within 

6 months 

August 2015 150 $1,027,887 148 1 $1,110,502 1 48 98 

October 2015 60 $222,281 60 0 $198,815 0 53 60 

December 2015 39 $91,388 38 0 $92,978 1 35 37 

January 2016 35 $128,856 32 1 $119,573 2 27 32 

March 2016 48 $150,988 42 0 $118,129 6 37 41 

May 2016 62 $213,710 32 0 $62,953 30 30 32 

June 2016 64 $334,513 10 0 $24,847 54 10 10 

TOTAL 458 $2,169,623 362 2 $1,727,797 94 240 310 

 

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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Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description
Allocation 

Date
Award 

Deadline

Allocation 
Amount

(X $1,000) Project Status
04‐0133T 4H222 Ala‐580 In Oakland, from Fruitvale 

Avenue to Hollis Street; also on 

Route 24 at Westbound off‐

ramp to Market Street (PM 

R2.1). Rehabilitate 

pavement/curb ramps.

27‐Aug‐15 30‐Nov‐16 $2,808 Project was advertised on 5/31/16. 

Bids opened on 7/6/16. A nine‐

month time extension for this 

project was approved on 3/16/16.

04‐1067B 1A904 SF‐1 In the City and County of San 

Francisco, at Presidio National 

Park.  Water quality 

improvements.

10‐Dec‐15 30‐Apr‐17 $1,800 Project will be advertised in 

February 2017 (tentative). Bid 

opening date is scheduled for 

March 2017 (tentative) . A ten‐

month time extension for this 

project was approved on 5/18/16.

07‐4419 28820 LA‐60 In the city of Los Angeles, from 

0.1 mile west of Boyle Avenue 

Undercrossing to Eastern 

Avenue Overcrossing; also on 

Route 5 from Euclid Avenue to 

Boyle Avenue Overcrossing (PM 

16.0/16.8). Source Control.

20‐Jan‐16 31‐Jul‐16 $2,510 Project was advertised on 5/31/16. 

Bids opened on 7/7/16. Concurrent 

time extension is being requested.

07‐4458 28920 LA‐710 In various cities, from 0.8 mile 

north of Rosecrans Avenue to 

0.1 mile north of Third Street 

Overcrossing. Storm water 

mitigation through erosion 

control.

20‐Jan‐16 31‐Jul‐16 $2,650 Project was advertised on 5/23/16. 

Bids opened on 6/28/16. 

Concurrent time extension is being 

requested.

04‐0327Q 1SS59 Mrn‐580 Near San Quentin at San 

Quentin Street Undercrossing. 

Repair failed slope and improve 

drainage.

16‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $708 Project was advertised on 5/16/16. 

Bids opened on 6/15/16. Pending 

award.

04‐1488A 3J200 Ala‐Var In Alameda and Contra Costa 

Counties, on various routes and 

at various locations.  Restore 

electrical systems damaged by 

copper wire theft.

16‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $6,000 Award instructions/agreement was 

sent to lowest responsible bidders 

for signatures. Pending award.

04‐1488E 3J240 Scl‐Var In Santa Clara, San Francisco, 

and San Mateo Counties, on 

various routes and at various 

locations.  Restore electrical 

systems damaged by copper 

wire theft.

16‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $8,000 Award instructions/agreement was 

sent to lowest responsible bidders 

for signatures. Pending award.

FY 2015-16 Project Award Status
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Dist-PPNO EA Co-Rte Work Description
Allocation 

Date
Award 

Deadline

Allocation 
Amount

(X $1,000) Project Status
04‐1488F 3J250 Son‐Var In Sonoma, Marin, Napa, 

Sacramento, and Solano 

Counties, on various routes and 

at various locations.  Restore 

electrical systems damaged by 

copper wire theft.

16‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $4,000 Anticipated contract award date in 

late August 2016.

04‐0045G 4G551 SM‐82 In San Mateo County, on Routes 

82 and 84 at various locations. 

Install crosswalk safety 

enhancements.

16‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $5,570 Project was advertised on 5/2/16. 

Bids opened on 6/2/16. Pending 

award.

11‐1100 40970 SD‐Var In San Diego County, at various 

locations. Construct gore areas 

and areas beyond the gore 

paving, concrete barriers, crash 

cushion and guardrail systems, 

and relocate roadside cabinets.

16‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $2,179 Project was advertised on 5/31/16. 

Bids opened on 7/7/16. Pending 

award.

11‐1098 41680 SD‐163 In the city of San Diego, at 

Route 8/163 Separation.  Apply 

high friction surface treatment, 

improve drainage, and enhance 

striping.

23‐Mar‐16 30‐Sep‐16 $1,576 Project was advertised on 7/15/16. 

Bid opening date is 8/10/16. 

Pending award.



State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

. 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 3.2b. 

Information Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief 

Division of Local Assistance 

Subject: MONTHLY STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL 

ASSISTANCE STIP PROJECTS, PER RESOLUTION G-13-07 

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) 2014-15 and FY 2015-16. 

In FY 2014-15, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) allocated $38,382,000 

to construct 33 locally-administered STIP projects.  As of July 13, 2016, 32 projects totaling 

$36,926,000 have been awarded.  One project has an approved time extension.   

In FY 2015-16, the Commission allocated $54,348,000 to construct 28 locally-administered STIP 

projects.  As of July 13, 2016, nine projects totaling $8,880,000 have been awarded.  Two 

projects have approved time extensions.   

BACKGROUND: 

Resolution G-06-08, adopted June 8, 2006, requires projects to be ready to proceed to construction 

within six months of allocation.  The policy also requires the Department to report to the 

Commission on those projects that have not been awarded within four months of allocation. 

Tab 30



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  3.2b. 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION August 17-18, 2016 

 Page 2 of 3 

 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

 

        

 

FY 2014-15 Allocations  

 
 

 

 

Month Allocated 

 

No. 

Projects 

Voted 

 

Voted 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

 

No. 

Projects 

 Lapsed 

No. 

Projects 

Pending 

Award 

No. Projects 

Awarded 

within 

4 months 

No. Projects 

Awarded 

within 

6 months 

August 2014 2 $6,968 

 

2 0 0 1 2 

October 2014 3 $1,861 3 0 0 1 1 

November 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

December  2014 3 $2,762 3 0 0 0 3 

January 2015 1 $465 1 0 0 0 1 

March 2015 9 $8,474 8 0 1 3 7 

May 2015 6 $6,897 6 0 0 3 6 

June 2015 9 $10,955 9 0 0 3 8 

TOTAL 33 $38,382 32 0 1 11 28 

 

 

FY 2015-16 Allocations  

 
 

 

 

Month Allocated 

 

No. 

Projects 

Voted 

 

Voted 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

 

No. 

Projects 

 Lapsed 

No. 

Projects 

Pending 

Award 

No. Projects 

Awarded 

within 

4 months 

No. Projects 

Awarded 

within 

6 months 

August 2015 5 $7,397 

 

4 0 1 2 4 

October 2015 3 $3,928 2 0 1 0 2 

December 2015 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

January 2016 3 $1,852 2 0 1 2 2 

March 2016 6 $8,628 1 0 5 1 1 

May 2016 7 $29,336 0 0 7 0 0 

June 2016 4 $3,207 0 0 4 0 0 

TOTAL 28 $54,348 9 0 19 5 9 
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Note:  Excludes STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring allocations and locally-administered STIP Regional Rideshare 

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

 

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

  
 (1) This extension deadline was approved in October 2015 (Waiver 15-42) 

 (2) This extension deadline was approved in March 2016 (Waiver 16-07) 

 (3) This extension deadline was approved in June 2016 (Waiver 16-26) 

Agency Name Project Title PPNO 

Allocation 

Date 

Award 

Deadline 

Allocation 

Amount       
Project 

Status 

City of San Jose Park Avenue Multi – Modal 

Improvements 

04-9035L 26-Mar-15 30-Sept-16 $1,456,000 (1)  The project will be awarded by 

the extended deadline. 

Inyo County Eastern Sierra Scenic Byway Tourist 

Center in Dehy Park in Independence 

09-2517C 27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $650,000 (2)  The project will be awarded by 

the extended deadline. 

San Luis Obispo Price Canyon Road Widening 05-2071 21-Oct-15 30-Apr-16 $3,364,000 (3)  The project will be awarded by 

the extended deadline. 

City of Tehama City of Tehama Reconstruction and 

Drainage Improvement 

02-2509 21-Jan-16 31-Jul-16 $1,083,000   The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

Lassen County County Rehabilitation A 02-2391 17-Mar-16 30-Sep-16 $1,550,000   The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

City of Susanville  City Rehabilitation SC2 02-2513 17-Mar-16 30-Sep-16 $992,000   The project will be awarded by 
the deadline. 

City of Susanville City Rehabilitation SC3 02-2514 17-Mar-16 30-Sep-16 $951,000   The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

Butte County Neal Road and Cohasset Road Bike 

Project 

03-3124H 17-Mar-16 30-Sep-16 $1,450,000   The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

Inyo County West Bishop Roadway Rehabilitation 09-2599 17-Mar-16 30-Sep-16 $2,885,000   The project will be awarded by 
the deadline. 

Grand Total          $14,381,000                         



State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 3.2c. 

Information Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief 

Division of Local Assistance 

Subject: MONTHLY STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL 

ASSISTANCE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS, PER 

RESOLUTION G-15-04 

SUMMARY: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item for information 

purposes only.  The item provides the status of Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects that 

received a construction allocation in Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15 and FY 2015-16. 

In FY 2014-15, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) allocated $47,208,000 

to construct 61 ATP projects.  As of July 13, 2016, 61 projects totaling $47,208,000 have been 

awarded.   

In FY 2015-16, the Commission allocated $111,559,000 to construct 121 ATP projects.   

As of July 13, 2016, 27 projects totaling $16,265,000 have been awarded. Three projects have 

approved time extensions. Four projects have concurrent time extension requests. 

BACKGROUND: 

Resolution G-15-04, adopted March 26, 2015, requires projects to be ready to proceed to 

construction within six months of allocation.  The policy also requires the Department to report to 

the Commission on those projects that have not been awarded within four months of allocation.
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FY 2014-15 Allocations  
 

 

 

Month 

Allocated 

 

 

 

No. 

Projects 

Voted 

 

 

Voted 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

 

 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

 

 

No. 

Projects 

Lapsed 

 

No. 

Projects 

Pending 

Award 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

within 

4 months 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

within 

6 months 

August 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

October 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

December 2014 1 $400 1 0 0 0 0 

January 2015 18 $11,340 18 0 0 10 17 

March 2015 18 $23,361 18 0 0 8 15 

May 2015 10 $5,819 10 0 0 7 10 

June 2015 14 $6,288 14 0 0 5 12 

Total 61 $47,208 61 0        0       30     54   

  

FY 2015-16 Allocations  
 

 

 

 

Month 

Allocated 

 

 

No. 

Projects 

Voted 

 

 

Voted 

Projects 

$ X 1000 

 

 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

 

 

No. 

Projects 

Lapsed 

 

No. 

Projects 

Pending 

Award 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

within 

4 months 

No. 

Projects 

Awarded 

within 

6 months 

August 2015 5 $4,635 4 0 1 2         4 

October 2015 6 $2,758 5 0 1 5         5 

December 2015 7 $2,314 7 0 0 4         7 

January 2016 11 $7,925 9 0 2 5         9 

March 2016 11 $13,036 2 0 9 2         2 

May 2016 35 $35,587 0 0 35 0         0 

June 2016 46 $45,304 0 0 46 0         0 

Total    121 $111,559 27 0     94           18  27 
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

 

 

Note: Includes all ATP Infrastructure and Non-Infrastructure projects 
 

ATP Projects, Beyond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded 

 
(1) This extended deadline was approved in January 2016 (Waiver 16-02) 

(2) This extended deadline was approved in May 2016 (Waiver 16-18) 

 
 

 

Agency Name Project Title PPNO 

Allocation 

Date 

Award 

Deadline  

Allocation 

Amount  

Project 

Status 

City of Imperial Beach Elm Avenue Traffic, Pedestrian and 

Cycling Safety and Mobility Improvement 

11-1154 27-Aug-15 28-Feb-17  $483,000 (1) The project will be awarded by 

the extended deadline. 

Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority 

Metro Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan 07-5020 21-Oct-15 31-Oct-16  $280,000 (2) The project will be awarded by 
the extended deadline. 

City of Roseville Downtown Roseville Class I Trials 03-1522 21-Jan-16 31-Jul-17  $1,236,000 (2) The project will be awarded by 

the extended deadline. 

City of Pleasant Hill Contra Costa Boulevard Improvement 
Project 

04-2122D 21-Jan-16 31-Jul-16  $1,556,000  A concurrent three-month time 
extension has been submitted. 

Sacramento County Howe Avenue Sidewalk Infill and Bike 

Lane Improvements 

03-1678 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $1,533,000  The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

Alameda County Hillside Elementary School Safe Routes to 

School  

04-2190P 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $858,000  A concurrent five-month time 

extension has been submitted. 

City of Goleta Hollister Class I Bike 05-2611 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $1,644,000  A concurrent seven-month time 
extension has been submitted. 

Kern County Horace Mann Pedestrian Improvements 06-6748 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $310,000  The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

City of Wasco Teresa Burke Elementary School Bike and 

Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvements 

06-6751 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $1,570,000  The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

City of Wasco JL Pruiett Pedestrian Improvements 06-6775 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $420,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline. 

City of Los Angeles North Atwater Non-Motorized Multimodal 

Bridge 

07-4917 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $3,660,000  A concurrent 12-month time 

extension has been submitted. 

Riverside County Pyrite Street Safe Routes to School 

Improvements 

08-1160 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $532,000  The project will be awarded by 

the deadline. 

City of Ceres Safe Routes to School on Don Pedro Road 
and Nadine Avenue 

10-3095 17-Mar-16 30-Sept-16  $321,000  The project will be awarded by 
the deadline. 

Grand Total                 $14,403,000   



STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 3.4 
Information 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: REPORT: LOCAL AGENCY NOTICES OF INTENT TO EXPEND FUNDS 
ON STIP PROJECTS PRIOR TO COMMISSION ALLOCATION (SB 184) 

SUMMARY: 
Senate Bill (SB) 184 (Chapter 462, Statutes of 2007) authorizes a regional or local agency, upon 
notifying the California Transportation Commission (Commission), to expend its own funds for a 
project programmed in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) to which the 
Commission has not yet made an allocation.  This report includes a list of the local STIP projects 
programmed in FY 2016-17 for which an SB 184 letter and allocation request was received by the 
Commission. 

SB 184 notification letters were received through July 12, 2016 for 26 projects programmed in FY 
2016-17 and identified on Attachment 1.  All 26 notifications are for planning, programming and 
monitoring purposes.  Based on SB 184, the effective date that funds can be expended for 25 projects 
in advance of Commission allocation is July 1, 2016. For one project, the notification is effective on 
the date it was received by the Commission or July 12, 2016. 

BACKGROUND: 
Government Code Section 14529.17, as amended by SB 184, permits an agency to expend its own 
funds for a STIP project, in advance of the Commission’s approval of a project allocation, and to be 
reimbursed for the expenditures subsequent to the Commission’s approval of the allocation. 

Section 14529.17 is limited to advanced expenditures for projects programmed in the current fiscal 
year of the State Transportation Improvement Program.  FY 2016-17 notifications received prior to 
the beginning of the fiscal year are effective on July 1, 2016.  Notifications received after July 1, 2016, 
are effective the date the Commission receives the notification letter. 

Section 64A of the STIP guidelines directs the agency to submit a copy of the allocation request and 
SB 184 notification letter to the Commission’s Executive Director.  The original allocation request 
should be submitted to the California Department of Transportation at the same time. 

Invoking SB 184 does not establish a priority for allocations made by the Commission nor does it 
establish a timeframe for when the allocations will be approved by the Commission.  The statute does 
not require that the Commission approve an allocation it would not otherwise approve.  SB 184 
advance expenditures must be eligible for reimbursement in accordance with state laws and 
procedures.  In the event the advance expenditures are determined to be ineligible, the state has no 
obligation to reimburse those expenditures. 

Attachment 

Tab 32



Attachment 1
Reference No. 3.4

August 17-18, 2016

Includes SB 184 Letters Received Prior to July 1, 2016

Date Letter Meeting Planned FY Project Totals by Component
County Agency Rte PPNO Project is Effective Reported Allocation 16-17 R/W Const E & P PS&E

1 Alameda ACTC 2179 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 866$ 866
2 Alameda MTC 2100 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 131$ 131
3 Butte BCAG 0L16 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 12-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 202$ 202
4 Contra Costa CCTA 2011O Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 609$ 609
5 Contra Costa MTC 2118 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 85$ 85
6 Del Norte Del Norte LTC 1032 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Jun-16 Aug-16 44$ 44
7 Lake Lake CCAPC 3002P Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 68$ 68
8 Marin TAM 2127C Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 206$ 206
9 Marin MTC 2127 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 24$ 24
10 Mendocino MCOG 4002P Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 145$ 145
11 Nevada Nevada CTC 0L83 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 47$ 47
12 Napa NVTA 1003E Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 110$ 110
13 Napa MTC 2130 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 15$ 15
14 Sacramento SACOG 0L30 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 822$ 822
15 San Diego SANDAG 7402 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Jun-16 Aug-16 1,105$ 1,105
16 San Francisco SFCTA 2007 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 447$ 447
17 San Francisco MTC 2131 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 67$ 67
18 San Mateo SM C/CAG 2140A Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 462$ 462
19 San Mateo MTC 2140 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 69$ 69
20 Santa Clara SCVTA 2255 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 1,053$ 1,053
21 Santa Clara MTC 2144 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 153$ 153
22 Solano STA 2263 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 274$ 274
23 Solano MTC 2152 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 40$ 40
24 Sonoma SCTA 770E Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 343$ 343
25 Sonoma MTC 2156 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 48$ 48
26 Sutter SACOG 1L53 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 76$ 76
27 Tuolumne Tuolumne CTC 452 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Jun-16 Aug-16 89$ 89
28 Yolo SACOG 0L37 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 158$ 158
29 Yuba SACOG 0L41 Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 01-Jul-16 Aug-16 Aug-16 58$ 58

Total (eligible on July 1, 2016, or from Effective Date of Letter, if received later) 5,923$ 0 5,923 0 0

SB 184 Notifications for FY 2016-17 Local STIP Projects
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 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17–18, 2016 

Reference No.: 3.5 

Information Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief 

Division of Aeronautics 

Subject: FISCAL YEAR 2015‒16 YEAR-END AERONAUTICS AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

AND ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS REPORTS 

The attached reports include the California Department of Transportation’s Division of Aeronautics 

Year-End reports for Fiscal Year 2015–16 for the Airport Improvement Program and the Acquisition 

and Development Projects.  These reports have been discussed with the staff of the California 

Transportation Commission. 

Attachments 

1. Airport Improvement Program

2. Acquisition and Development Projects Report
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BACKGROUND: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) Division of Aeronautics Program  
is funded by the Aeronautics Account in the State Transportation Fund.  It is prepared in 
accordance with the California Public Utilities Code (PUC), sections 21683 and 21706. 
 
Section 21683.20 of the PUC provides that the Department, upon allocation by the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission), may provide a matching grant to a public entity for 
five percent of the amount of a federal Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grant. 
 
Each year the Commission approves a set-aside to match AIP grants.  This allocation provides 
the authority for the Department to subvent matching funds to individual projects as requested by 
airport sponsors. 
 
The Department provides the Commission with quarterly reports on the status of all sub-
allocations made for State AIP Matching grant funds.  It should be noted the Aeronautics 
Account is a continuously appropriated account, and any unused funds would revert to the 
Aeronautics account for use in future fiscal years. 
 
 
STATUS: 
 
At its December 2015 meeting, the Commission allocated an additional $1,000,000 for the  
set-aside AIP Matching Grant for Fiscal Year 2015–16 bringing the total AIP Match from 
$1,000,000 to $2,000,000.  The Department has sub-allocated a total of $1,795,703 to  
49 projects. 
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Airport Sponsor Project Description Date 
Executed 

 Total 
Project 
Costs  

 AIP Grant 
Amount  

 State 
Match 

Amount  
Camarillo County of Ventura Pavement Rehabilitation for Airport Apron 08/19/2015  $     268,299   $     241,469   $      12,073  
Big Bear Big Bear Airport District Rehabilitate Runway 08/26 Lighting, Phase 1, design 09/03/2015  $     157,500   $     141,750   $        7,088  
Westover Field County of Amador Install Weather Reporting Equipment (replace existing Aviation Weather Observation 

Systems III)  
09/03/2015  $     111,111   $     100,000   $        5,000  

Westover Field County of Amador Design: Rehabilitate Runway 01/19 (crack seal) 09/03/2015  $       55,555   $       50,000   $        2,500  
Mojave East Kern Airport District. Rehabilitate Runway 8/26, Rehabilitate Runway 8/26 Lighting, Install Airfield 

Guidance Signs 
09/03/2015  $     480,000   $     432,000   $      21,600  

California City City of California City Rehabilitation of Taxiway D, Taxiway Way E, and West end of Taxiway A 09/08/2015  $     865,405   $     778,865   $      38,943  

Shafter-Minter Field Minter Field Airport District Taxiway A Extension Project including Taxiway C Removal; Installation of Runway 
8/26 Vertical/Visual Guidance System including relocation of segmented circle, 
rotating beacon, and primary wind cone 

09/08/2015  $     922,697   $     830,427   $      41,521  

Yuba County County of Yuba Update Airport Layout Plan (ALP) with Narrative Report (including ALP Drawing Set 
and Survey) 

09/16/2015  $     160,000   $     144,000   $        7,200  

Bakersfield Municipal City of Bakersfield Rehabilitation of Northeast Hangar Taxilane (Construction Only) 09/29/2015  $     400,704   $     360,633   $      18,032  
Calaveras County County of Calaveras Rehabilitate Runway 13/31 (slurry seal), Rehabilitate Taxiway "A" (slurry seal) 09/29/2015  $     412,165   $     365,100   $      18,255  

Byron County of Contra Costa Rehabilitate Runways 12/30, 5/23, Taxiway, Apron 09/29/2015  $     927,229   $     834,506   $      41,725  
Oceanside Municipal City of Oceanside Rehabilitate existing aircraft parking apron including underground utility lines, Phase 2 

Install perimeter fencing including pedestrian access gates and emergency vehicle 
access gate, Phase 2 

09/30/2015  $     402,619   $     339,619   $      16,981  

Reedley Municipal City of Reedley Install Perimeter Fencing, Phase 2 09/30/2015  $     276,571   $     248,913   $      12,446  
Nevada County County of Nevada Update ALP  10/05/2015  $     174,969   $     157,472   $        7,874  
Susanville Municipal City of Susanville Install Runway Vertical/Visual Guidance System Precision Approach Path Indicator 

Runway 11/29 
10/05/2015  $       69,710   $       62,739   $        3,137  

Auburn Municipal City of Auburn ALP Update with Narrative Report 10/05/2015  $     250,000   $     225,000   $      11,250  
Paso Robles Municipal City of Paso Robles Design: Rehabilitate Taxiways B, C, D, and E 10/06/2015  $  1,387,176   $     126,000   $        6,300  
Georgetown County of El Dorado Conduct Pavement Management Program 10/19/2015  $       36,006   $       32,405   $        1,620  
Placerville County of El Dorado Update Miscellaneous Study - Pavement Maintenance Management Program 10/19/2015  $       41,116   $       37,004   $        1,850  
Placerville County of El Dorado Rehabilitate Runway 5/23 (approximately 4,200 feet), Rehabilitate Taxiway 

(approximately 4,200 feet), Rehabilitate Apron (approximately 35,000 square yards) 
10/19/2015  $     301,963   $     271,767   $      13,588  

Brawley Municipal City of Brawley Improve Runway Safety Area 11/03/2015  $     862,636   $     776,372   $      38,819  
San Bernardino Intl San Bernardino Authority Rehabilitate Taxiway, Phase I 11/04/2015  $  1,481,282   $  1,333,154   $      66,658  
Banning Municipal City of Banning Remove Obstructions, Install Airfield Guidance Signs 11/09/2015  $     141,300   $     127,170   $        6,359  
Hollister Municipal City of Hollister Rehabilitate Runway 13/31, Phase II 11/09/2015  $  6,467,407   $  5,820,666   $    291,033  
Independence County of Inyo Rehabilitation of Runway 14/32 11/16/2015  $     337,090   $     303,381   $      15,169  
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Airport Sponsor Project Description Date 
Executed 

 Total 
Project 
Costs  

 AIP Grant 
Amount  

 State 
Match 

Amount  
Eastern Sierra Regional 
Bishop 

County of Inyo Rehabilitation of Runway 16/34 and Miscellaneous Airfield Pavements; Airfield 
Pavement Markings; Installation of Runway Vertical/Visual Guidance System; 
Installation of Perimeter Fencing. 

11/16/2015  $  1,580,396   $  1,422,356   $      71,118  

General William Fox Airfield County of Los Angeles Construct Taxiway Connector H 11/19/2015  $  1,468,274   $  1,321,446   $      66,072  
Oakdale Municipal City of Oakdale Erosion Control in Gore/Perimeter Areas, Slope Stabilization/Erosion Control of 

Runway 
11/19/2015  $     166,666   $     150,000   $        7,500  

Santa Ynez County of Santa Barbara Security Enhancements (Construction-Only); Rehabilitation of Runway 8/26 
Lighting, Installation of Runway 8/26 Vertical/Visual Guidance System, Installation 
of Miscellaneous NAVAIDS, Rehabilitation of Taxiway Lighting (Design-Only). 

11/30/2015  $  1,255,873   $  1,130,285   $      56,514  

Twenty-Nine Palms County of San Bernardino Conduct Airport Airfield Drainage Study 11/30/2015  $       60,000   $       54,000   $        2,700  
Needles County of San Bernardino Conduct Airport Airfield Drainage Study 11/30/2015  $       60,000   $       54,000   $        2,700  
Columbia County of Tuolumne Design: Rehabilitate Taxiway, Phase I 12/07/2015  $     199,818   $     181,155   $        9,058  
Columbia County of Tuolumne Update Airport Master Plan Study 12/07/2015  $     383,706   $     345,335   $      17,267  
Truckee-Tahoe Truckee-Tahoe Airport District Rehabilitate Taxiway A, F, U, and J (approximately 360,460 square feet) 12/11/2015  $  2,397,282   $  2,157,553   $    107,878  
El Monte County of Los Angeles Rehabilitate Apron, Phase 2 12/11/2015  $  5,743,153  $  5,168,838  $    258,442  
Brown Field Municipal City of San Diego Rehabilitate Runway 8L/26R, Phase II 12/15/2015  $  4,860,709   $  4,374,638   $    218,732  
Marina Municipal City of Marina Install Perimeter Fencing 12/28/2015  $  1,250,806   $  1,125,725   $      56,286  
Garberville County of Humboldt Rehabilitate Runway (Design) 2/2/2016  $     179,726   $     161,753  $        8,088 
Delano Municipal City of Delano Rehabilitation of Apron, Installation of Perimeter Fencing 2/9/2016  $     919,793   $     836,179   $      41,809  
Fresno-Chandler City of Fresno Rehabilitate Taxiway 2/29/2016  $     783,333   $     705,000   $      35,250  
Lake Tahoe City of South Lake Tahoe Conduct Obstruction Mitigation Plan Study 3/24/16  $     143,250    $     128,925   $        6,446  
Lake Tahoe City of South Lake Tahoe Update pavement Maintenance Management Plan 3/24/16  $       80,000   $       72,000   $        3,600  
Lake Tahoe City of South Lake Tahoe  Rehabilitate GA Apron (Phase 3) 3/24/16 $  1,496,150 $  1,346,535 $      67,327 
Sequoia  County of Tulare Update Airport Layout Plan 4/19/16 $     100,000 $      90,535 $        4,500 
Sequoia  County of Tulare Design: Install Weather Reporting Equipment 4/19/16 $       76,667 $      69,000 $        3,450 
Willows-Glenn County of Glenn Rehabilitate Runway, Taxiway 5/17/2016 $     657,055 $    591,350 $      29,568 
Alturas Municipal City of Alturas Pavement Maintenance Plan Update 5/17/2016 $       54,000 $      48,600 $        2,430 
Alturas Municipal City of Alturas Airport Layout Plan – Phase 1 5/17/2016 $       91,600 $      82,440 $        4,122 
Tulelake (Newell) Municipal County of Modoc Design Construct – Rehabilitate Runway  6/8/2016 $     305,765 $    156,527 $        7,826 
      $41,304,532   $35,914,052   $ 1,795,703  
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SUMMARY 
This report for the Division of Aeronautics (Division) Acquisition and Development (A&D) 
Projects is for the year-end 2015–16 Fiscal Year.  This report includes the status of the allocated 
projects. 

 

BACKGROUND 
The Aeronautics A&D Program is a biennial three-year program for the acquisition and 
development of airports. 

The Division of Aeronautics Program is funded by the Aeronautics Account in the State 
Transportation Fund.  It is prepared in accordance with California Public Utilities Code  
sections 21683 and 21706.  The A&D projects are State funded at 90 percent of the total  
project cost with a 10 percent local match required.  
 

STATUS 
Currently, there are a total of 32 projects valued at $7.3 million.  The following two allocated 
projects are behind schedule: 

 

Airport and County 
Project Description Status 

Estimated  
End of 

Construction
*  Ravendale Airport  
                Lassen County 
 

1. Widen Runway, Taxiway, 
Rehabilitate and Restripe 
Pavement 

 

This project was allocated in 2011.  The project 
did not come in for award due to insufficient 
funds.  This project has been combined with the 
2015 Ravendale Airport Overlay Runway and 
Tiedown Area Project and is currently in 
construction.  
  

September 
2016 

 

*  Santa Barbara Airport  
     Santa Barbara County 
 
   2.  Adopt Airport Land Use 
        Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) 

Grant SB-VAR-10-1 for the preparation of the 
Santa Barbara County ALUCP will be 
administratively closed out and the retention 
amount of $9,000 will be disencumbered by the 
California Department of Transportation effective 
June 30, 2016.  The reason for this is because of 
inactivity on the project.  The ALUCP is finished 
but has not and will not be adopted in the near 
future.  Santa Barbara County understands and has 
agreed to this.  

None 
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     Acquisition and Development Projects Status and Detail 
  Allocated Projects        

District Airport County Project Description Project Status Allocation 
Date 

 Total  
Allocation  

 Total 
Expenditure 

 to Date  

Estimated  
Date of 

Completion 

8 Hemet Ryan Riverside Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) Progress Pay 9/15/2011 $117,000  $42,556    10/31/2016 
11 Jacumba San Diego Rehabilitate Runway 07/25 Grant Agreement signed 5/28/2015 $383,000 0   5/28/2019 

2 Trinity Center Trinity Slurry Seal Apron, Taxiway area, and Restripe Pavement 
Plans, Specifications & 
Estimate (PS&E) 
Extension Approved 

5/28/2015 $90,000 0   5/28/2019 

2 Herlong Lassen Install Runway Lighting Withdrawn 5/28/2015  $84,000  0     None 
2 Herlong Lassen Overlay Runway, Taxiway, and Apron Grant Agreement Signed 5/28/2015  $354,500  0     6/19/2017 

2 *1 Ravendale Lassen Widen Runway, Taxiway, Rehabilitate and Restripe 
Pavement Construction 3/23/2011 $426,000  0     9/09/2016 

2 Ravendale Lassen Overlay Runway and Tie-down Area  Construction 5/28/2015 $244,000 0     9/09/2016 
2 Ravendale Lassen Install Runway Lighting Withdrawn 5/28/2015  $86,000   0     None 
5 *2 Santa Barbara  Santa Barbara ALUCP Closed 1/20/2011 $90,000 $81,000   None 
1 Ward Field Del Norte Obstruction Removal (Trees) Construction 4/25/2012 $113,000  $32,880     2/11/2017 
11 Agua Caliente Springs  San Diego Rehabilitate Runway 11/29 Complete 1/22/15 $499,000 $499,000   6/16/2016 
1 Ward Field Del Norte ALUCP Progress Pay 3/26/15 $135,000 $14,913   3/26/2019 
3 Chico Municipal Butte ALUCP Progress Pay 3/26/15 $99,000 0   3/26/2019 

4 Rio Vista  Solano ALUCP Progress Pay 3/26/15 $144,000 0   3/26/2019 

2 Ruth Trinity Runway Overlay and Restripe Pavement PS&E, Extension 
Approved 3/26/15 $432,000 0   3/26/2019 

3 Cameron Airpark El Dorado Runway Crack Repair and Slurry Seal PS&E, Extension 
Requested  6/25/2015 $89,000 0   6/25/2019 

8 Jacqueline Cochran  Riverside ALUCP (County-wide) Allocated 6/25/2015 $135,000 0   6/25/2019 

1 Andy McBeth Del Norte Obstruction Removal (Trees) PS&E Approved, 
Extension Approved 6/25/2015 $135,000 0   6/25/2019 

8 Chiriaco Summit Riverside Runway Paving and Grading Grant Agreement signed 6/25/2015 $479,000 0   6/25/2019 

2 Montague-Yreka, Rohrer Field Siskiyou Install Precision Approach Path Indicator on Runway 14 Construction 6/25/2015 $68,000 0   10/07/2016 

4 Hayward Executive Alameda Runway 10R/28L and Taxiway Paving and Restriping Construction 5/28/2015 $499,000 0   6/16/2017 

2 Ravendale Lassen Construct Windsock Lighting and Beacon, Repair Segmented 
Circle Withdrawn 5/28/2015 $108,000                    0   None 

5 Marina Monterey ALUCP Allocated 8/27/2015 $162,000 0 8/1/2019 

5 Santa Barbara Santa Barbara ALUCP Study and Environmental Review County-wide Allocated 12/9/2015 $140,000 0 12/9/2019 

3 Lake Tahoe  El Dorado ALUCP Allocated 6/29/2016 $108,000 0 6/29/2020 
6 Fresno County Fresno ALUCP Allocated 6/29/2016 $270,000 0 6/29/2020 
11 Cliff Hatfield Memorial Imperial Airport Runway Maintenance Allocated 6/29/2016 $176,000 0 6/29/2020 
3 Blue Canyon Placer Obstruction Removal Allocated 6/29/2016 $27,000 0 6/29/2020 
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3 Sierraville Dearwater Sierra Slurry Seal and Re-Stripe Runway Allocated 6/29/2016 $194,000 0 6/29/2020 
2 Montague-Yreka, Rohrer Field Siskiyou Resurface Runway, Taxiway, and Ramps Allocated 6/29/2016 $499,000 0 6/29/2020 
2 Hayfork  Trinity Repave Runway Allocated 6/29/2016 $495,000 0 6/29/2020 
2 Hyampom Trinity Runway Pavement Rehabilitation Allocated 6/29/2016 $414,000 0 6/29/2020 

                                                   Total Projects 32                       $7,294,500          $670,349 

 



M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.9 
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: PROPOSITION 1B SEMI-ANNUAL STATUS REPORT

ISSUE: 

Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the attached Proposition 
1B Semi-Annual Status Report for submittal to the Department of Finance?  

RECOMMENDATION: 

Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the attached Proposition 1B Semi-
Annual Status Report for submittal to the Department of Finance.  

BACKGROUND: 

Senate Bill 88 designates the Commission as the administrative agency for the Proposition 1B 
funded Corridor Mobility Improvement Account, State Route 99 Corridor Account, Trade 
Corridor Improvement Fund, State & Local Partnership Program, Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit 
Account, Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account, and Traffic Light Synchronization Program 
(collectively Proposition 1B Programs).  As the administrative agency, the Commission is required 
to report on a semi-annual basis to the Department of Finance on the progress of the projects in 
these Proposition 1B Programs.  The purpose of the report is to ensure that the projects are being 
executed in a timely manner and within the approved scope and budget. 

The attached Proposition 1B Semi-Annual Status Report and the Commission’s Annual Report, 
issued in December, provide the reports mandated by Senate Bill 88. 

Attached is the proposed Proposition 1B Semi-Annual Status Report.  Upon Commission approval, 
the attached report will be submitted to the Department of Finance with the current Proposition 1B 
Quarterly Reports presented at the June 2016 Commission Meeting. 
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August 18, 2016 
 
 
 
Ms. Diana Antony 
Audit Manager 
Department of Finance 
915 L Street, 6th Floor 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
Dear Ms. Antony: 
 
Senate Bill 88 designates the California Transportation Commission (Commission) as the 
administrative agency for the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account, State Route 99 
Corridor Account, Trade Corridor Improvement Fund, State & Local Partnership Program, 
Traffic Light Synchronization Program, Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account, Highway 
Railroad Crossing Safety Account, State Transportation Improvement Augmentation and 
State Highway Operation & Protection Program funded by Proposition 1B (collectively 
Proposition 1B Programs).  As the administrative agency, the Commission is required to 
report on a semi-annual basis to the Department of Finance on the progress of the projects in 
these Proposition 1B Programs.  The purpose of the report is to convey whether the projects 
are executed in a timely manner and within the approved scope and budget.   
 
In accordance with Senate Bill 88, the Commission has prepared the attached Proposition 1B 
Semi-Annual Status Report (Report).  The Report provides an overview of the status of the 
Proposition 1B Programs for which the Commission is the administrative agency, as well as an 
analysis of the key issues impacting the programs at this time.  
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In addition, as the administrative agency, the Commission requires recipient agencies to report on 
the activities and progress made toward the implementation of the bond funded projects on a 
quarterly basis.  The most recent quarterly reports are attached for your information. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact the Commission’s Chief Engineer Stephen Maller at 
(916) 653-2070. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 
 
cc:   Brian P. Kelly, Secretary, California State Transportation Agency 

Malcolm Dougherty, Director, Department of Transportation 
Kurt Scherzinger, Bond Program Manager, Department of Transportation 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Proposition 1B Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and 
Port Security Bond Act of 2006 

 
Semi-Annual Status Report 

July 2016 
 
 

BACKGROUND 
Proposition 1B, approved by the voters in November 2006, authorized the issuance of 
$19.925 billion in State general obligation bonds for specific transportation programs 
intended to relieve congestion, facilitate goods movement, improve air quality, and 
enhance the safety of the state’s transportation system.  These transportation programs 
included the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account, State Route 99 Corridor Account, 
Trade Corridors Improvement Fund, State Transportation Improvement Program 
Augmentation, State Highway Operations and Protection Program, Traffic Light 
Synchronization Program, Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account, Local Bridge 
Seismic Retrofit Account, and State & Local Partnership Program (collectively Proposition 
1B Programs). Consistent with the requirements of Proposition 1B, the Commission 
programs and allocates bond funds in each of the above mentioned programs and the status 
of the individual projects in each program is reported to the Commission on a quarterly 
basis.  

Clarifying legislation to Proposition 1B, Senate Bill (SB) 88, enacted in 2007, includes 
implementation and accountability requirements for Proposition 1B projects and further 
defines the role of the Commission as the administrative agency for the Proposition 1B 
Programs.  SB 88 requires the Commission to report to the Department of Finance, on a 
semiannual basis, on the progress of the projects in these Proposition 1B Programs.  This 
report, as well as the Commission’s Annual Report issued in December of each year, satisfy 
the reporting requirements of SB 88. 

To date, the Commission has programmed all $12.025 billion of the Proposition 1B funds 
within its purview.  The Commission has allocated $11.6 billion of the programmed 
Proposition 1B funds, to construction ready projects. 

 

Construction Cost Trends 
Lower construction cost trends continued in Fiscal Year 2015-16.  The Department of 
Transportation (Department) received on average 5.2 bids per advertised contract, slightly 
lower than the prior fiscal year.  The average low bid was 8% below the Engineer’s 
Estimate for Fiscal Year 2015-16 versus 7.8% below the Engineer’s Estimate for Fiscal 
Year 2014-15. 
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Close-Out Phase 
With almost all of the Proposition 1B funds allocated and most of the allocated bond 
projects under construction, the Commission continues to monitor the progress of the 
projects through the close-out phase of the program.  As projects are completed, the 
Commission is working with the Department and project sponsors to determine the degree 
to which benefits identified at the time of programming are achieved.  Although, for many 
of the projects, the benefits will not be immediately identifiable, the Commission will 
continue to monitor and require that the project sponsor report the benefits achieved over 
time.  In addition, the Commission will continue to consult with the Department ensuring 
that the Department’s annual audit plan encompasses audits of completed bond funded 
projects. 

 

PROGRAM SPECIFIC UPDATES 
Corridor Mobility Improvement Account  
Proposition 1B authorized $4.5 billion in general obligation bond proceeds to be deposited 
in the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA).  Funds in the CMIA are available 
for performance improvements on the state highway system, or major local access routes 
to the state highway system, that relieve congestion by expanding capacity, enhance 
operations, or otherwise improve travel times within highly congested travel corridors. 

In February 2007, the Commission programmed 54 projects valued at $9.1 billion using 
$4.5 billion in bond funds that leveraged another $4.6 billion in federal, state and local 
funds.  In delivering the CMIA program, the Commission successfully capitalized on cost 
savings realized at construction contract award and recycled the savings to grow the 
program to 90 projects valued at $12.3 billion.  The Commission delivered the CMIA 
program within the statutory December 31, 2012 project award delivery deadline.  Due to 
complexity, timing and construction phasing, some of the 90 projects were split resulting 
in 129 discrete construction projects.    

Consistent with the Proposition 1B savings policy approved in January 2014, the 
Commission in June 2015 swapped approximately $72 million in CMIA project close-out 
and administrative savings with an equal amount of STIP funds on six projects that are 
eligible to receive CMIA program funds.  This action freed up State Highway Account 
capacity to fund SHOPP projects.   No CMIA savings accrued in FY 2015-16, therefore no 
such transfers were made in FY 2015-16.  As CMIA projects are completed and final close-
outs are done, the Department will continue to capture any CMIA fund savings and swap 
the CMIA funds with STIP funds to maximize State Highway Account capacity.  

 

As of June 2016, 95 construction contracts were completed and 64 of these submitted Final 
Delivery Reports to the Commission. 
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State Route 99 Corridor Account  
Proposition 1B authorized $1 billion in general obligation bond proceeds to be deposited 
in the State Route 99 (SR 99) Corridor Account.  Funds in the SR 99 Corridor Account are 
for safety, operational enhancements, rehabilitation, or capacity improvements on SR 99.  
The SR 99 traverses approximately 400 miles of the State’s central valley.  In total, there 
are 23 SR 99 Corridor Account projects.  Due to the complexity, timing and construction 
phasing, some of the SR 99 corridor projects were split, resulting in 27 discrete 
construction projects.  The Commission capitalized on contract award savings and recycled 
the savings to grow the program to a current value of more than $1.3 billion.   

A programmatic review of the funded projects within the San Joaquin Valley portion of 
the corridor was completed in FY 2015-16.  The review analyzed all projects costs and 
expenditures for the projects.  The analysis found that the majority of the projects continue 
to realize construction capital savings and instances of increases were generally due to 
unanticipated costs associated with right of way, addressing potential claims and increased 
oversight.  As a result of the review, adjustments to 12 projects were completed in June 
2016 and an additional $11 million in savings was identified.   

As of June 2016, the uncommitted balance for the program was $24 million and the 
Commission allocated $967 million.  Of the 27 construction contracts, 17 projects in the 
SR 99 Corridor Account are completed and 10 of these submitted Final Delivery Reports 
to the Commission. 

 

Trade Corridors Improvement Fund  
Proposition 1B authorized $2 billion of State general obligation bonds for the Trade 
Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF).  Funds in the TCIF are available for infrastructure 
improvements along federally designated “Trade Corridors of National Significance” in 
California or along other corridors within the State that have a high volume of freight 
movement.  Acknowledging that the freight infrastructure needs of the State far exceed the 
$2 billion provided under Proposition 1B, the Commission supported a strategy to increase 
TCIF funding by $500 million from the State Highway Account via the SHOPP Program 
to fund State-level priorities that are critical to goods movement.   In April 2008, the 
Commission adopted a program approximately 20 percent larger than the $2.45 billion 
available ($50 million was reserved for program administration).  The 20 percent over 
programming assumed that new revenue sources would become available and would be 
dedicated to funding the adopted program.  Unfortunately, new revenue sources to address 
the 20 percent over programming never materialized.  The Corridor Coalitions diligently 
addressed the over programming and achieved the $2.45 billion program funding level by 
using project award savings as well as by removing projects from the program.   

 

There are currently 93 projects in the TCIF program valued at over $7 billion.  Of the 93 
projects in the program, 39 have completed construction and 16 of these submitted Final 
Delivery Reports to the Commission, 52 are under construction and two projects remain 
unallocated. The Commission continues to work with the Corridor Coalitions and project 
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sponsors to recapture cost savings at construction contract award and/or close out and 
redirect the savings to new projects that meet the TCIF criteria.   

During FY 2015-16, one project programmed with $12.6 million in TCIF was deleted and 
seven projects programmed at $66.8 million were added to the TCIF program.  The 
Commission allocated $54.9 million to nine projects and disencumbered another $41.8 
million from projects delivered with savings, these funds reverted back to the TCIF 
program.  As of June 2016, the program had an uncommitted balance of $30.4 million from 
savings and the Commission allocated $2.4 billion.    

 

Traffic Light Synchronization Program 
Proposition 1B authorized $250 million for the Traffic Light Synchronization Program 
(TLSP).  The TLSP is subject to the provisions of the Government Code Section 
8879.23(k)(2) that requires the Department to develop a program for traffic light 
synchronization or other technology-based improvements to safely operate and effectively 
manage capacity of local streets and roads. 

Government Code Section 8879.64(b), added by Senate Bill (SB) 88, directed that $150 
million from the TLSP be allocated to the City of Los Angeles for upgrading and installing 
traffic signal synchronization within its jurisdiction.  SB 88 also designated the 
Commission as the administrative agency responsible for programming the funds and 
authorized it to adopt guidelines for TLSP. 

On May 28, 2008, the Commission adopted a $245 million TLSP program ($5 million was 
reserved for program administration), programming 22 traffic light synchronization 
projects totaling $147 million for the City of Los Angeles and $96.8 million for 59 
additional traffic light synchronization projects for other agencies throughout the state.   

As of June 2016, the Commission allocated $237 million in bond funds to TLSP projects.  
Of the 81 projects included in the TLSP, two remain unallocated, five are under 
construction, and 74 have completed construction and 51 of these submitted Final Delivery 
Reports to the Commission. 

 
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account 
Proposition 1B authorized $250 million for the Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety 
Account (HRCSA) program to fund the completion of high-priority grade separation and 
railroad crossing safety improvements.  A total of $245 million in HRCSA funds ($5 
million was reserved for program administration) were made available for allocation by 
the Commission, upon appropriation by the Legislature. 

The HRCSA program is divided into the following two parts: 

 

Part 1 -  Government Code Section 8879.23(j)(1) provides $150 million (less $3 million 
reserved for program administration) for projects on the Public Utilities Commission 
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(PUC) project list pursuant to the process established in Chapter 10 (commencing with 
Section 2450) of Division 3 of the Streets and Highways Code. 

Part 2 - Government Code Section 8879.23(j)(2) provides $100 million (less $2 million 
reserved for program administration) for high-priority railroad crossing improvements that 
are not part of the PUC priority list process. 

The HRCSA program concluded its fourth two-year cycle in June 2016.  A total of $2.7 
million in program savings will be available for programming in the 2016 HRCSA program 
(fifth cycle).  The Commission will adopt the 2016 HRCSA program in October 2016.   

There are currently 37 projects programmed in the HRCSA program valued at $1.1 billion.  
Of the 37 projects included in the program, 15 are under construction and 22 have 
completed construction and submitted Final Delivery Reports to the Commission.   

During FY 2015-16 the Commission allocated $18.3 million in HRCSA funds to projects 
that were ready to commence construction.  As of June 2016, the Commission allocated 
$242 million to projects included in the HRCSA Program.   

 

Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account 
Proposition 1B authorized $125 million for the Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account 
(LBSRA).  The LBSRA funds provide the 11.5% required match for Federal Highway 
Bridge Program funds available to the state for seismic retrofit work on local bridges, 
ramps and overpasses, as identified by the Department. 

In April 2007, the Department identified 479 local bridges as eligible to receive LBSRA 
funds.  The 479 local bridges were those bridges remaining from the local bridges initially 
identified as needing seismic retrofit under the Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program 
(LBSRP) funded with Federal Highway Bridge Funds programmed and allocated by the 
Commission.  Subsequently, the Department and local agencies revised the list of eligible 
bridges to 378. 

The Commission allocates LBSRA funds to the Department for sub-allocation to local 
agencies.  During FY 2015-16, the Commission allocated $10.2 million, and the 
Department sub-allocated $8.1 million in LBSRA funds to Local Agencies for seven 
eligible projects.  As of June 2016, the Commission allocated $67.7 million in LBSRA 
funds to the Department, with $46.4 million of these funds sub-allocated by the Department 
to Local Agencies.  Of the 378 eligible projects, 293 have been completed and 62 have 
submitted a Final Delivery Report.  

Progress of LBSRA projects is tracked by the Department on the federal fiscal year since 
88.5% of funds used to retrofit local bridges are federal Highway Bridge Program funds.  
Commission allocated funds not sub-allocated by the Department by the end of the federal 
fiscal year revert back to the LBSRA.  
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State Local Partnership Program Account 
Proposition 1B authorized $1 billion to be deposited in the State-Local Partnership 
Program (SLPP) Account to be available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for 
allocation by the Commission over a five-year period to eligible transportation projects 
nominated by an applicant transportation agency. 

In 2008, the Legislature enacted implementing legislation (AB 268, Chapter 756, Statutes 
of 2008) to add Article 11 (commencing with Section 8879.66) to Chapter 12.491 of 
Division 1 of Title 2 of the Government Code.  This statute defined the program, eligibility 
of applicants, projects and matching funds.  The program was split into two sub-programs 
– a formula program to match local sales tax, property tax and/or bridge tolls (95 percent 
or $950 million) and a competitive program to match local uniform developer fees (five 
percent or $50 million). 

Through the end of the five-year SLPP program period that ended June 30, 2013, the 
Commission allocated $981 million  ($19 million was reserved for program administration) 
of SLPP funds. The Commission’s role is now directed to project delivery and 
accountability.  No further allocations can be made from the SLPP Account.   

As of June 2016, 210 projects (148 formula and 62 competitive) have completed 
construction and 170 (118 formula and 52 competitive) of these submitted Final Delivery 
Reports to the Commission. 

 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement 
Account  
Proposition 1B authorized $4 billion for the Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA).  Funds in the account are 
available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to the Department for intercity rail 
projects; commuter or urban rail operators; bus operators; waterborne transit operators; and 
other transit operators in California for rehabilitation, safety or modernization 
improvements, capital service enhancements or expansions, new capital projects, bus and 
rapid transit improvements, and rolling stock procurement, rehabilitation, and/or 
replacement.  
Of the $4 billion authorized for the PTMISEA, $3.6 billion is available for allocation by 
the State Controller in accordance with Public Utilities Code (PUC) distributions: 50 
percent allocated by formula to Local Transit Operators as specified in PUC Section 99314 
and 50 percent allocated by formula to regional entities as specified in PUC Section 99313.   

The remaining $400 million is available for programming and allocation by the 
Commission to the Department for intercity rail improvements.  AB 268 (Chapter 756, 
Statutes of 2008) requires the Department to report to the Commission annually on the 
administration and status of the PTMISEA program.    

As of June 2016, there are 17 programmed projects valued at $392 million.  Of the 17 
projects included in the program, the Commission allocated $338.4 million to 15 projects, 
of which eight projects have been completed.  During FY 2015-16 the Commission 
approved two PTMISEA allocations for $31.4 million.   
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ACCOUNTABILITY 
In clarifying legislation to Proposition 1B, on August 24, 2007, the Governor signed into 
law Senate Bill 88 (SB 88) which designates the Commission as the administrative agency 
for the CMIA, SR99, TCIF, STIP Augmentation, SLPP, TLSP, LBSRA, HRCSA, and 
SHOPP Augmentation funded Proposition 1B programs.  SB 88 imposes various 
requirements for the Commission relative to adopting guidelines, making allocations of 
bond funds, reporting on projects funded by the bond funds, and ensuring that the required 
bond project audits of expenditures and outcomes are performed. 

In addition, Executive Order S-02-07, issued by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger on 
January 24, 2007, significantly increases the Commission’s delivery monitoring 
responsibility for the bond funded projects.  Specifically, the Commission is required to 
develop and implement an accountability plan, with primary focus on the delivery of bond 
funded projects within their approved scope, cost and schedule. 

A key element of the Commission’s responsibility for accountability as an administrative 
agency for specific bond programs is submitting reports to the Department of Finance on 
a semiannual basis.  The purpose of these reports is to ensure that projects are proceeding 
on schedule and within their estimated cost.  As part of its Accountability Implementation 
Plan, the Commission requires bond fund recipients to report to the Commission on a 
quarterly basis.  These reports are reviewed by the Commission and posted on the Bond 
Accountability website.  In addition, the Commission prepares the Semi-Annual 
Proposition 1B Status Report and the Annual Report to the Legislature, which includes the 
status of the Proposition 1B Programs. 

Another key element of bond accountability is the audit of bond project expenditures and 
outcomes. Specifically, the Commission is required to develop and implement an 
accountability plan which includes provisions for bond audits.  Under the Executive Order, 
expenditures of bond proceeds shall be subject to audit to determine whether the 
expenditures made from bond proceeds: 

• Were made according to the established front-end criteria and processes. 

• Were consistent with all legal requirements. 

• Achieved the intended outcomes. 
The Commission’s Accountability Implementation Plan includes provisions for the audit 
of bond projects.  In order to ensure that the Commission is meeting the auditing 
requirements as the administrative agency, as mandated by SB 88 and the Governor’s 
Executive Order, the Department is performing the required audits on behalf of the 
Commission.  The Department, in consultation with the Commission, develops the Audit 
Plan for the Proposition 1B Bond Program annually. 



State of California California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

enhance California’s economy and livability”

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.:  2.2c.(1) 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA Prepared By: Katrina C. Pierce, Chief 

Chief Financial Officer Division of 

Environmental Analysis  

Subject:  APPROVAL OF PROJECTS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached 

Resolutions E-16-50, E-16-51, E-16-52, E-16-53, E-16-54, E-16-55, E-16-56, E-16-57, E-16-58, 

E-16-62, and E-16-63. 

ISSUE: 

01-Hum-254, PM 0.8/43.1 

RESOLUTION E-16-50

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 254 (SR 254) in Humboldt County.  Upgrade the railings on four

bridges on SR 254 near Humboldt Redwoods State Park.  (PPNO 0046D)

This project in Humboldt County will upgrade the railings on Ohman Creek Bridge, Elk 

Creek Bridge, Bridge Creek Bridge, and Bear Creek Bridge.  The project is programmed in 

the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total programmed amount 

is $7,509,000 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.  

Tab 35
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 These measures include, but are not limited to, training regarding sensitive biological resources 

present on the project site will be conducted for all construction personnel, old growth redwood 

trees adjacent to the project site will be designated as Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) 

on construction plans, and a qualified biologist will be on site during all ground disturbing 

activities within the critical root zone of old growth redwood trees.  As a result, an MND was 

completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 1  

 

 

ISSUE: 

 

            02-Sis-96, PM 52.48, 60.17, 88.26 

RESOLUTION E-16-51 

 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 

project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

 State Route 96 (SR 96) in Siskiyou County.  Upgrade the railings on three 

bridges on SR 96 near the town of Happy Camp. (PPNO 3473)  
 

This project in Siskiyou County will replace nonstandard bridge rails on three bridges; at 

Thompson Creek, Seiad Creek, and Beaver Creek; between Happy Camp and Interstate 5.  

The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  

The total programmed amount is $16,350,000 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. 

 

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, 

in-stream work will be limited to outside the spawning season for listed fish, all pile driving and 

spread footing work will occur within a dewatered cofferdam, and a Underwater Noise 

Monitoring Plan will be prepared and submitted to the National Marine Fisheries Service.  As a 

result, an MND was completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 2 
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ISSUE: 

 

            02-Sis-5, PM R58.1 

RESOLUTION E-16-52 

 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 

project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

 Interstate 5 (I-5) in Siskiyou County.  Construct improvements to an existing 

roadside rest area on I-5 near the city of Yreka.  (PPNO 3476)  

 

This project in Siskiyou County will rehabilitate the water and waste water systems and 

construct a break room at the Randolph Collier Safety Roadside Rest Area.  The project is 

programmed in the 2016 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total 

programmed amount is $7,496,000 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 2016 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: cultural resources.  Avoidance and minimization measures will reduce 

any potential effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are not limited to, 

implementation of an archaeological data recovery program for a portion of the project area, 

monitoring of construction activities by the Shasta Nation and an authorized archaeologist, and 

the implementation of an Environmentally Sensitive Area Action Plan.  As a result, an MND 

was completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 3  

 

 

ISSUE: 

 

            03-Pla-65, PM R5.4/R6.4 

RESOLUTION E-16-53 

 

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 65 (SR 65) in Placer County.  Construct roadway improvements on 

the northbound ramps of the Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road 

interchange on SR 65 in the city of Roseville. (PPNO 5108)  
 

This project in Placer County will modify the SR 65 northbound ramps at the Galleria 

Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road interchange and reconfigure lanes along Galleria 

Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road in the cities of Roseville and Rocklin.  The project is 

programmed in the 2016 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total 
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programmed amount is $21,700,000 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 2016 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 transportation/traffic.  Avoidance 

and minimization measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These 

measures include, but are not limited to, installation of ESA fencing to protect wetland areas 

and native oak trees, regional coordination for traffic control, environmental awareness 

training for all construction personnel, and compensation for permanent wetland impacts.  As 

a result, an MND was completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 4 

 

 

ISSUE: 

 

            03-Yub-20, PM 8.0/10.2 

RESOLUTION E-16-54 

 

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 20 (SR 20) in Yuba County.  Widen and rehabilitate a portion of 

SR 20 near the city of Marysville. (PPNO 9587)  

 
 

This project in Yuba County will rehabilitate the roadway and widen shoulders on a portion of 

SR 20 near the City of Marysville.  The project is programmed in the 2016 State Highway 

Operation and Protection Program.  The total programmed amount is $5,120,000 for capital 

and support.  Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2018-19.  The scope, as 

described for the preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the 

Commission in the 2016 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, participation in an In-Lieu fee program for impacts to Waters of the U.S.  As a result, an 

MND was completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 5 
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04-Nap-128, PM 19.7/20.7 

RESOLUTION E-16-55 

 

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 128 (SR 128) in Napa County.  Replace existing bridge on SR 128 

near the community of Rutherford. (PPNO 0830B)  
 

This project in Napa County will replace the existing Capell Creek Bridge on SR 128 near the 

community of Rutherford.  The project is programmed in the 2016 State Highway Operation 

and Protection Program.  The total programmed amount is $18,225,000 for capital and 

support.  Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2018-19.  The scope, as described 

for the preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the 

Commission in the 2016 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, 

pre-construction surveys for nesting birds, and compensatory mitigation for impacts to riparian 

areas and California red-legged frog habitat.  As a result, an MND was completed for this 

project. 

 

Attachment 6 

 

 

06-Ker-99, PM 10.5/20.5 

RESOLUTION E-16-56 

 

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 99 (SR 99) in Kern County.  Rehabilitate a portion of SR 99 near 

the city of Bakersfield. (PPNO 3036)  
 

This project in Kern County will rehabilitate a ten-mile portion of the existing outside 

southbound lane of SR 99 near Bakersfield.  The project is programmed in the 2016 State 

Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total programmed amount is $28,973,000 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 2016 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. 
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These measures include, but are not limited to, standard special provisions included in the 

construction contract to minimize potential impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox, the burrowing 

owl, and migratory birds, and replacement planting for tree removal within the project limits.  

As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 7 

 

 

11-SD-76, PM 32.6/33.3 

RESOLUTION E-16-57 

 

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 76 (SR 76) in San Diego County.  Construct roadway and 

intersection improvements on SR 76 and Valley Center Road on the Rincon 

Indian Reservation. (PPNO 1020)  
 

This project in San Diego County will construct a roundabout, curve realignment, and other 

improvements at and near the intersection of SR 76 and Valley Center Road.  The project is 

programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total 

programmed amount is $18,058,000 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 areas may be 

impacted by the project: biological resources and Visual/Aesthetics.  Avoidance and 

minimization measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These measures 

include, but are not limited to, if migratory birds or other sensitive species are found within 100 

feet of the project footprint, ESA fencing will be installed around these locations, and 

replacement planting where vegetation is removed.  As a result, an MND was completed for this 

project. 

 

Attachment 8 

 

 

11-SD-94, PM 13.6/14.6, 11-SD-125, PM R10.5/T11.5 

RESOLUTION E-16-58 

 

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 94 (SR 94) and State Route 125 (SR 125) in San Diego County.  

Construct freeway-to-freeway connection on SR 94 and SR 125 in the city of 

La Mesa. (PPNO 0356)  
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This project in San Diego County will construct freeway-to-freeway connection from 

southbound SR 125 to eastbound SR 94 in the city of La Mesa.  The project is not fully 

funded.  The project is programmed in the Traffic Congestion Relief Program.  The total 

estimated cost is $188,496,000 for capital and support.  Depending on the availability of 

funding, construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2018-19.  The Department has 

identified the need for a scope change to reduce the number of connectors from two to one.  

An amendment will be placed on the October 2016 California Transportation Commission 

meeting agenda to reflect the scope change. 

 

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, 

disturbed coastal sage will be mitigated at a 1:1 ratio at an offsite Caltrans mitigation bank and a 

Transportation Management Plan will be prepared.  As a result, an MND was completed for this 

project. 

 

Attachment 9 

 

 

 

01-Hum-169, PM 26.4/29.9 

RESOLUTION E-16-62 

 

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 169 (SR 169) in Humboldt County.  Repair slipouts on SR 169 on 

the Yurok Tribe Reservation. (PPNO 2342)  
 

This project in Humboldt County will repair slipouts on a portion of SR 169 near the 

community of Weitchpec within the Yurok Tribe Reservation.  The project is programmed in 

the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total programmed amount is 

$7,790,000 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 areas may be 

impacted by the project: biological resources and water quality.  Avoidance and minimization 

measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These measures include, but are 

not limited to, disturbed areas will be restored and revegetated to pre-construction conditions, if 

a Humboldt marten is observed, construction activities will stop until coordination with the 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) occurs, vegetation will only be removed 

outside of the northern spotted owl breeding season, and all water quality Best Management 

Practices (BMPs) will be utilized.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
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Attachment 10 

 

 

 

06-Ker-58, PM R55.4/R59.7 

RESOLUTION E-16-63 

 

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 58 (SR 58) in Kern County.  Rehabilitate a portion of SR 58 in the 

city of Bakersfield. (PPNO 6730)  
 

This project in Kern County will rehabilitate the roadway on a portion of SR 58 in the City of 

Bakersfield.  The project is programmed in the 2016 State Highway Operation and Protection 

Program.  The total programmed amount is $34,982,000 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 2016 

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 hazardous waste.  Avoidance and 

minimization measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment.  These measures 

include, but are not limited to, standard special provisions included in the construction contract 

to minimize potential impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox, and special contract provisions 

included in the construction contract for proper handling, disposal, and worker safety issues.  As 

a result, an MND was completed for this project. 

 

Attachment 11 

 

 

 

 

 

             















































State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.3c. 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief 
Division of Design 

Subject: RELINQUISHMENT RESOLUTIONS 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve the relinquishment resolutions, summarized below, that 
will transfer highway facilities no longer needed for the State Highway System to the local 
agencies identified in the summary. 

ISSUE: 

It has been determined that each 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 resolutions 
in the county where the facilities are located, all rights, title and interest of the State in and to the 
facilities to be relinquished will be transferred to the local agencies identified in the summary.  
The facilities are safe and drivable.  The local authorities have been advised of the pending 
relinquishments a minimum of 90 days prior to the Commission meeting pursuant to Section 73 
of the Streets and Highways Code.  Any exceptions or unusual circumstances are described in 
the individual summaries. 

RESOLUTIONS: 

Resolution R-3959 – 07-LA-10-PM 32.7 
(Request No. 1264) – 1 Segment 

Relinquishes right of way in the city of Baldwin Park (City) along Route 10 on Francisquito 
Avenue and Garvey Avenue, consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by freeway agreement 
dated April 10, 1958, agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State, and by letter dated 
June 5, 2016, agreed to waive the 90-day notice requirement and accept the relinquishment.  

Tab 36



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.3c. 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION August 17-18, 2016 

 Page 2 of 2 
 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 
 

 
Resolution R-3960 – 10-SJ-5-PM R22.5 
(Request No. 16737) – 2 Segments 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Stockton (City) along Route 5 at French Camp Road, 
consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by freeway agreement dated January 29, 2008, 
agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State.  The 90-day notice period expires  
July 24, 2016.   
 
Resolution R-3961 – 10-SJ-5-PM R22.0/R22.7 
(Request No. 16746) – 6 Segments 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the county of San Joaquin (County) along Route 5 between 
Manthey Road and French Camp Road, consisting of collateral facilities.  The County, by 
freeway agreement dated May 13, 2008, agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State.  
The 90-day notice period expires July 21, 2016.   
 
Resolution R-3962 – 11-SD-52-PM 6.9 
(Request No. 25554) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of San Diego (City) along Route 52 at Kearny Villa Road, 
consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by freeway agreement dated April 8, 1986, agreed to 
accept title upon relinquishment by the State.  The 90-day notice period expires July 17, 2016.  
 
Resolution R-3963 – 12-Ora-5-PM 34.0/36.9 
(Request No. R120020) – 2 Segments 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Anaheim (City) along Route 5 on Disney Way, 
consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by freeway agreement dated November 9, 1992 and 
by amendment to freeway agreement dated July 9, 1996, agreed to accept title upon 
relinquishment by the State.  The City, by letter dated May 20, 2016, waived the 90-day notice 
requirement and agreed to accept the relinquishment.  
 
Resolution R-3964 – 03-Pla-65-PM M8.2 
(Request No. 36798-X) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Roseville (City) along Route 65 at Blue Oaks 
Boulevard, consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by relinquishment agreement dated July 
12, 2016, agreed to waive the 90-day notice requirement and accept title upon relinquishment by 
the State.  
  



State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.3d. 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief 
Division of Design 

Subject: VACATION RESOLUTION 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission approve the vacation resolution summarized below. 

ISSUE: 

It has been determined that the facility in the vacation resolution summarized below is not 
essential to the proper functioning of the State Highway System and may be disposed of by 
vacation.  Upon the recording of the approved vacation resolution in the county where the 
facility is located, the public's right of use of the facility will be abandoned.  The vacation 
complies with Sections 892, 8313 and 8330.5 of the Streets and Highways Code.  Any 
exceptions or unusual circumstances are described in the summary below. 

RESOLUTION: 

Resolution A905 – 02-Plu-89-PM 29.1 
(Request No. 10785) - 1 Segment 

Vacates right of way in the county of Plumas along Route 89 approximately 0.5 mile east of 
its intersection with Route 147, consisting of highway right of way no longer needed for 
State highway purposes.   
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  August 17-18, 2016 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reference No.: 2.4b. 
  Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, 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-21476 through C-21481 summarized on the following pages. 

ISSUE: 

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

Moreover, for each of the proposed Resolutions, the property owners are not contesting the 
following findings contained in Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure: 

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

compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.
3. The property is necessary for the proposed project.
4. An offer to purchase the property in compliance with Government Code Section

7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

The only remaining issues with the property owners are related to compensation. 

BACKGROUND: 

Discussions have taken place with the owners, each of whom has been offered the full amount of 
the Department's appraisal, and where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to 
which the owners may subsequently be entitled.  Adoption of the Resolutions will not interrupt 
our efforts to secure equitable settlement.  In accordance with statutory requirements, each owner 
has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time.  Adoption will  
assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet 
construction schedules. 
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C-21476 - Harry G. Borg and Rosanna E. Borg, husband and wife, as joint tenants 
03-Yol-16-PM 21.0 - Parcel 33651-1 - EA 0C4729 
Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date:  04/03/17; Ready to List (RTL) Date:  04/07/17.  
Conventional highway - safety improvements.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State 
highway.  Located in Yolo County in the unincorporated community of Capay at  
20303 County Road 79.  Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 048-070-016. 
 
C-21477 - Jane C. Healy, a married woman as her sole and separate property 
04-Mrn-1-PM 45.7 - Parcel 63084-2 - EA 2J1209. 
RWC Date:  Director’s Emergency Order; RTL Date:  01/01/17.  Conventional  
highway - repair buckled sidewalk.  Authorizes condemnation of a temporary easement for 
construction purposes, including the right to remove improvements straddling the right of way 
line.  Located in the town of Tomales at 27045 Highway 1.  APN 102-071-14.   
 
C-21478 - James Raymond Darr, Trustee, etc., et al. 
06-Ker-46-PM 32.20 - Parcel 87134-1, 2, 3 - EA 442549. 
RWC Date:  12/08/16; RTL Date:  12/22/16.  Conventional highway - widening two-lane to  
four-lane conventional highway.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and 
a temporary easement for highway construction.  Located in the city of Lost Hills at  
21981 Highway 46.  APNs 069-370-31, -32, -33, -34, -35, -36.   
 
C-21479 - The County of San Diego 
11-SD-5-PM 38.1 - Parcel 33468-1, 2, 3 - EA 2T1729. 
RWC Date:  11/15/16; RTL Date:  Not Applicable (N/A) - Construction Manager / General 
Contractor (CM/GC) Project.  Freeway - construct High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes and 
replace the San Elijo Lagoon Bridge.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, 
extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access, a permanent easement for soil nail purposes, and a 
temporary easement for construction purposes.  Located in the city of Encinitas adjacent to 
Interstate 5 (I-5) within the San Elijo Lagoon.  APN 263-280-40-00.  
  
C-21480 - Stevan Jevremov, a single man 
11-SD-5-PM 39.3 - Parcel 35007-1, 2, 3, 4 - EA 2T1729. 
RWC Date:  11/15/16; RTL Date:  N/A - CM/GC Project.  Freeway - construct HOV lanes and 
replace San Elijo Lagoon Bridge.  Authorizes condemnation of permanent easements for access, 
construction, and maintenance of drainage facilities and permanent easements for access, 
construction, maintenance, and modification of highway slopes.  Located in the city of Encinitas 
south of Playa Rivera Drive.  APN 261-150-39-00.   
 
C-21481 - The County of San Diego 
11-SD-5-PM 38.3 - Parcel 35405-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 - EA 2T1729. 
RWC Date:  11/15/16; RTL Date:  N/A - CM/GC Project.  Freeway - construct HOV lanes and 
replace the San Elijo Lagoon Bridge.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, 
extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access, temporary easements for highway construction, and a 
permanent easement for highway purposes to be conveyed to the City of San Diego.  Located in 
the city of Encinitas adjacent to I-5 in the San Elijo Lagoon.  APN 261-210-17-00.   
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State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  August 17-18, 2016 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reference No.: 2.4d. 
  Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief 
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way  

and Land Surveys 

Subject: DIRECTOR’S DEEDS 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) authorize the execution of the Director’s Deeds 
summarized below.  The conveyance of excess State owned real property, including exchanges, is 
pursuant to Section 118 of the Streets and Highways Code. 

The Director’s Deeds included in this item involve an estimated current value of $2,318,197.  The 
State will receive a return of $2,846,008 from the sale of these properties.  A recapitulation of the 
items presented and corresponding maps are attached.   

ISSUE: 

01-03-Nev-49 PM 10.4 Nevada County 
Disposal Unit #DD 034892-01-01 0.43 acre 
Convey to:  Forest Springs, LLC          $4,300 (Appraisal $4,300) 
Direct sale.  Direct sale at the appraised value to the only adjoining owner of a landlocked parcel 
that is incapable of independent development.   

02-03-Sut-99 PM R19.29 Sutter County  
Disposal Unit #DD 034256-03-01 14.24 acres 
Convey to:  Inderpal Singh Mayall $315,000  

(Public sale estimate $284,000) 
Public sale.  Selling price represents the highest bid received at the public sale.  There were seven 
bidders. 

03-04-Ala-92 PM 8.8 Hayward 
Disposal Unit #DD 036297-01-01  3.818 acres  
Convey to:  DUTRA ENTERPRISES INC $730,000  

(Public sale estimate $500,000) 
Public sale.  Selling price represents the highest bid received at the second public sale.  There were 
three bidders. 
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04-04-Mrn-101 PM 6.7     Corte Madera 
Disposal Unit #DK 012615-X4-X1    0.14 acre 
Convey to:  Town of Corte Madera,     $0 (Appraisal Not Applicable (N/A)  
                    a municipal corporation 
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration pursuant to Relinquishment 22097 
(1717 O.R. 86) dated August 20, 1963.  The Department intended two drainage easements 
included in Relinquishment 22097 but only one drainage easement was mapped.  This transaction 
will correct the ommitance and clear the drainage easement from the State’s liability. 
 
05-04-SCl-17 PM 0.11     Los Gatos 
Disposal Unit #DD 056461-01-01    6.542 acres   
Convey to:  Dan Quoc Phan, a single man   $190,000  

(Public sale estimate $100,000) 
Public sale.  Selling price represents the highest bid received at the public sale.  There were seven 
bidders. 
 
06-04-SM-84 PM 5.7      San Mateo County 
Disposal Unit #DE 063260-X1-XX    0.03 acre  
Convey to:  Mid-Peninsula Regional Open Space  $0 (Appraisal nominal) 
         District, a public district 
Direct conveyance via exchange.  Subject property represents just compensation for Department’s 
acquisition of parcels 62354, 62586, and 61590 pursuant to Right of Way Contract dated  
April 13, 2016. 
 
07-04-Son-101 PM 20.7     Santa Rosa 
Disposal Unit #DE 059376-X3-XX     0.05 acre    
Convey to:  Pacific Gas and Electric Company  $29,697.50 (Appraisal $29,697.50)    
Direct conveyance is 50 percent utility owner’s obligation pursuant to Utility Agreement  
No. 1783.1.1 dated March 10, 2014. 
 
08-06-Fre-168 PM 65.1     Fresno County 
Disposal Unit #DD 084848-01-01    0.686 acre 
Convey to:  Daniel G. Gabrielson, et al   $1,210 (Appraisal $4,400) 
Private sealed bid sale.  Sale price represents the highest price obtainable from an adjoining owner 
of a landlocked parcel.  There were three adjoining owners and potential bidders and one 
responsive bidder. 
 
09-07-LA-5 PM 37.8      Los Angeles 
Disposal Unit #DD 078295-01-01    0.073 acre 
Convey to:  Bradley Pilz     $210,000  

   (Public sale estimate $125,000) 
Public sale.  Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale.  There were two 
active bidders out of seven registered bidders. 
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10-07-LA-5 PM 37.8      Los Angeles 
Disposal Unit #DD 078296-01-01    0.081 acre 
Convey to:  Bradley Pilz     $200,000  

   (Public sale estimate $125,000) 
Public sale.  Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale.  There were three 
active bidders out of seven registered bidders. 
 
11-07-LA-5 PM 38.6      Los Angeles 
Disposal Unit #DD 078394-01-01    0.182 acre 
Convey to:  Bradley Pilz     $280,000  

   (Public sale estimate $245,000) 
Public sale.  Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale.  There were three 
active bidders out of seven registered bidders. 
 
12-07-LA-710 PM 32.2     Baldwin Park 
Disposal Unit #DD 046834-01-01    0.707 acre 
Convey to:  Weiyu Tang/PD Home, LLC   $575,000  

(Public sale estimate $590,000) 
Public sale.  Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale.  There was one 
active bidder out of seven registered bidders.  The Excess Land Branch distributed 460 brochures 
to potential buyers by email.  Information regarding the sale advertised statewide on the State 
surplus properties website. 
 
13-08-SBd-210 PM 18.69     Rialto 
Disposal Unit #DD 0A5679-03-02    0.717 acre 
Convey to:  Rialto Gateway Display, LLC   $155,000 (Appraisal $155,000) 
Direct sale.  The sale price represents the appraised value received via direct sale to an adjoining 
owner.  The highest and best use of the subject property is as plottage to the adjoining property. 
 
14-08-SBd-210 PM R25.2     Rialto 
Disposal Unit #DD 015461-01-02    0.077 acre 
Convey to:  County of San Bernardino   $0 (Appraisal N/A) 
Direct conveyance.  The subject property was acquired in fee in error.  The original acquisition 
was intended to be an easement interest only, in Document No. 2008-0249768.  This conveyance 
transfers the underlying fee back to the county of San Bernardino, while reserving the original 
easement that was required. 
 
15-11-SD-76 PM 10.2-11.8     San Diego County  
Disposal Unit #DD 23573-2     0.16 acre 
                       #DD 33144-3     2.38 acres 
                       #DD 33150-2     0.04 acre 
Convey to:  County of San Diego    $155,800 (Appraisal $155,800) 
Direct conveyance via exchange.  The conveyance of the subject properties is partial compensation 
to grantor for Department’s acquisition pursuant to Right of Way Contract dated June 30, 2016.   
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16-12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.6/0.1                    San Juan Capistrano  
Disposal Unit #DE 102492-3, 102494-3,   0.222 acre  
                         102495-2, 102497-2 
Convey to:  the city of San Juan Capistrano, a California $0 (Appraisal N/A)  
                  municipal corporation, and Capistrano Acres 
                    Mutual Water Company 
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration pursuant to Utility Agreement  
No. 12-UT-2002 dated March 18, 2013, and Final Judgment in Condemnation filed 
October 15, 2015. 
 
Attachments 

Attachment A - Financial summary spreadsheet 
Exhibits 1A-16D - Parcel maps 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



SUMMARY OF DIRECTOR'S DEEDS - 2.4d.

Table I - Volume by Districts            
Recovery %

% Return
Direct Public Non-Inventory Other Funded Total Current Estimated Return From Sales

District Sales Sales Conveyances Sales Items Value From Sales Current Value
01
02
03 1 1 2 288,300.00$            319,300.00$         111%
04 3 2 5 629,697.50$            949,697.50$         151%
05
06 1 1 4,400.00$                1,210.40$             28%
07 4 4 1,085,000.00$        1,265,000.00$      117%
08 2 2 155,000.00$            155,000.00$         100%
09
10
11 1 1 155,800.00 155,800.00 100%
12 1 1 0.00 0.00

Total 8 8 16 $2,318,197.50 $2,846,007.90 123%
Table II - Analysis by Type of Sale

               Recovery %
# of                       Current                  Return       % Return From Sales

   Type of Sale Items                Estimated Value              From Sales            Current Value
8
8

Conveyances
Sub-Total 16

Total 16
Attachment A

Sales

Non-Inventory

Direct Sales
Public Sales

Other Funded
123%

123%$2,318,197.50

$2,318,197.50 $2,846,007.90

$2,846,007.90

PRESENTED TO CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION - August 17-18, 2016

$344,797.50
$1,973,400.00

$344,797.50
$2,501,210.40 127%

100%
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State of California California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  August 17-18, 2016 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reference No:  2.4e. 

Action Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief 

Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way and 

Land Surveys 

Subject: RESCINDING RESOLUTIONS OF NECESSITY 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolutions of Necessity (Resolution) CR-154 

through CR-162, rescinding Resolutions C-21441, C-21410, C-21412, C-21413, C-21415,  

C-21416, C-21389, C-21390, and C-21444.  In accordance with statutory requirements, the owners 

have been advised that the Department is requesting rescission of Resolutions C-21441, C-21410, 

C-21412, C-21413, C-21415, C-21416, C-21389, C-21390, and C-21444, as summarized on the 

following pages. 

ISSUE: 

On December 9, 2015, January 20, 2016, and March 16, 2016 the Commission adopted 

Resolutions C-21441, C-21410, C-21412, C-21413, C-21415, C-21416, C-21389, C-21390, and 

C-21444.  These Resolutions are now being rescinded because funding for the project has been 

withdrawn. 

BACKGROUND: 

Resolutions C-21441, C-21410, C-21412, C-21413, C-21415, C-21416, C-21389, C-21390, and 

C-21444 were adopted on December 9, 2015, January 20, 2016, and March 16, 2016 for 

Segment 13 of the State Route (SR) 138 widening project in Los Angeles County.  These 

Resolutions authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Subsequent to the adoption of these Resolutions, funding for the project has been withdrawn.  As 

such, the Department is cancelling all activities associated with the project, including 

condemnation.  Based on the above, it is requested that these Resolutions be rescinded at the 

August 17-18, 2016 Commission meeting.  
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CR-154 - Aim High, LLC a Limited Liability Co. 

07-LA-138-PM 69.3 - Parcel 76490-1 - EA 286309. 

Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date:  07/14/17; Ready to List (RTL) Date:  07/28/17.  

Conventional highway - widen conventional highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21441, 

adopted March 16, 2016, which Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State 

highway and underlying fee.  Resolution C-21441 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of 

the SR 138 widening project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano between SR 138 

and SR 18.  Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 3033-016-047. 

 

CR-155 - Juvenal Gallegos and Martha Gallegos 

07-LA-138-PM 66.12 - Parcel 76641-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21410, adopted January 20, 2016, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21410 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano on the north side of SR 138 and west 

of 190th Street East.  APN 3083-004-022. 

 

CR-156 - Elizabeth Frances Loucks, et al. 

07-LA-138-PM 67.6 - Parcel 76651-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21412, adopted January 20, 2016, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21412 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano on the north side of SR 138, east of 

198th Street East and west of Largo Vista Road.  APNs 3083-008-001, -002. 

 

CR-157 - Gabriel Tejero and Josefina M. Tejero 

07-LA-138-PM 67.6 - Parcel 76655-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21413, adopted January 20, 2016, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21413 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano on the north side of SR 138, east of 

198th Street East and west of Largo Vista Road.  APN 3083-008-017. 

 

CR-158 - James C. Hurst and Laila A. Hurst 

07-LA-138-PM 67.1 - Parcel 76662-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21415, adopted January 20, 2016, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21415 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano on the south side of SR 138, east of 

195th Street East and west of 198th Street East.  APN 3083-010-003. 
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CR-159 - Maria E. Godecka 

07-LA-138-PM 67.6 - Parcel 76672-1; 76673-1; 76674-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21416, adopted January 20, 2016, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21416 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano on the south side of SR 138, east of 

198th Street East and west of Largo Vista Road.  APNs 3083-010-022, -023, -024. 

 

CR-160 - IRA Services, Custodian FBO: Ming Ho, IRA, et al. 

07-LA-138-PM 66.6 - Parcel 76676-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21389, adopted December 9, 2015, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21389 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano at southeast corner of SR 138 and 

190th Street East.  APN 3083-011-001. 

 

CR-161 - Nick Nikodinov, et al. 

07-LA-138-PM 66.6 - Parcel 76680-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21390, adopted December 9, 2015, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21390 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano on the south side of SR 138, east of 

190th Street East, and west of 195th Street East.  APN 3083-011-008. 

 

CR-162 - Aim High, LLC a Limited Liability Co. 

07-LA-138-PM 69.8 - Parcel 77191-1 - EA 286309. 

RWC Date:  07/14/17; RTL Date:  07/28/17.  Conventional highway - widen conventional 

highway.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-21444, adopted March 16, 2016, which 

Resolution authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.  

Resolution C-21444 is rescinded because funding for Segment 13 of the SR 138 widening 

project has been withdrawn.  Located in the town of Llano, southeast of the SR 138 and SR 18 

junction.  APN 3033-016-051.   

 



































































































  State of California     California State Transportation Agency  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION 
CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.5g.(9)  
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce Roberts, Chief 
Division of Rail and  
Mass Transportation 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B HIGHWAY-RAILROAD 
CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT PROJECT 
RESOLUTION GS1B-AA-1617-01, AMENDING RESOLUTION GS1B-A-1314-01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution GS1B-A-1314-01 to de-allocate a total of $61,621 in 
Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) funds from the HRCSA 
Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Project in the city of Los Angeles due to 
construction savings.  

ISSUE: 

At its October 2013 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution GS1B-A-1314-01 for the 
Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Project in the city of Los Angeles. This 
project is now complete and there is additional construction cost savings.  The Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority requests that the Commission reduce the Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing 
Safety Improvements Project from $500,000 to $438,379 a total savings of $61,621.  

RESOLUTION GS1B-AA-1617-01: 

Be it Resolved, that the $500,000 in Proposition 1B HRCSA funds amended under Resolution 
GS1B-A-1314-01 for the Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Project is hereby 
revised by de-allocating an additional $61,621, thereby reducing the overall HRCSA amount 
allocated for the project to $438,379 in accordance with the attached revised. 

Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(9) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B – Locally Administered Highway-Rail Resolution GS1B-AA-1617-01 
Crossing Safety Account  (HRCSA) Projects  Amending Resolution GS1B-A-1314-01 

1 
$500,000 
$438,379 

 
Southern California 

Regional Rail 
Authority 
LACMTA 

07-Los Angeles 
 

 
Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements.  In 
Los Angeles County in the city of Los Angeles on the Woodley 
Avenue Grade. Install pre-signal for southbound traffic and 
interconnect the pre-signal with the train detection circuitry for 
Advance Preemption Time.  Install traffic control and signal 
devices and reconstruct and lengthen existing medians.    
 
(CEQA -CE – 09/18/91) 
 
(Original Programming Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-01 – 
September 2012 
 
(Baseline Agreement Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-07 – January 
2013) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $500,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The benefits to this project are improved 
safety at the crossing due to a reduction in collisions; improved 
operations and better flow; reduction of train delays; reduced 
emissions and air pollutants, including particulates, as a result 
of less engine idle times when incidents do occur. 
 
Amend Resolution GS1B-A-1314-01 to de-allocate $61,621 
in HRCSA CONST to reflect project savings. 

 
75-Rail 

HRCSA/13-14 
CONST 

$500,000 
$438,379 

0014000026 
 
 

 
2012-13 

104-6063 
HRCSA 

20.30.010.400 
 
 

$500,000
$438,379
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(9) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B – Locally Administered Highway-Rail Resolution GS1B-AA-1617-01 
Crossing Safety Account  (HRCSA) Projects  Amending Resolution GS1B-A-1314-01 

1 
$500,000 
$438,379 

 
Southern California 

Regional Rail 
Authority 
LACMTA 

07-Los Angeles 
 

 
Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements.  In 
Los Angeles County in the city of Los Angeles on the Woodley 
Avenue Grade. Install pre-signal for southbound traffic and 
interconnect the pre-signal with the train detection circuitry for 
Advance Preemption Time.  Install traffic control and signal 
devices and reconstruct and lengthen existing medians.    
 
(California Environmental Quality Act -CE – 09/18/91) 
 
(Original Programming Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-01 – 
September 2012 
 
(Baseline Agreement Resolution: GS1B-P-1213-07 – January 
2013) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $500,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The benefits to this project are improved 
safety at the crossing due to a reduction in collisions; improved 
operations and better flow; reduction of train delays; reduced 
emissions and air pollutants, including particulates, as a result 
of less engine idle times when incidents do occur. 
 
Amend Resolution GS1B-A-1314-01 to de-allocate $61,621 
in HRCSA CONST to reflect project savings. 

 
75-Rail 

HRCSA/13-14 
CONST 

$500,000 
$438,379 

0014000026 
 
 

 
2012-13 

104-6063 
HRCSA 

20.30.010.400 
 
 

$500,000
$438,379

 



  State of California    California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.6a.(1) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce Roberts, Chief 
Division of Rail and Mass 
Transportation    

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE 
TRANSPORTATION  IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM TRANSIT PROJECTS 
RESOLUTION MFP-16-02, AMENDING RESOLUTION MFP-11-15 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution MFP-11-15 to revise the Budget 
Year Authority for the Metrolink Systemwide Infrastructure Replacement & Upgrade project 
(PPNO 2921) in Los Angeles County. 

BACKGROUND: 

At its June 2012 meeting, the Commission approved a total of $1,500,000 for the Metrolink 
Systemwide Infrastructure Replacement and Upgrade project under the Budget Act of 2010-11.  
In December 2015, Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) received an 18-month 
time extension for project completion due to delayed shared regional systems integration with 
Positive Train Control.  Under the Commission’s Timely Use of Funds policy, SCRRA has until 
June 11, 2017 to expend the allocated amount and complete construction.  However, because the 
funding was allocated from the Budget Act of 2010-11, the state budget authority lapsed on June 
30, 2016.  SCRRA anticipates project completion by June 2017 and submittal of the final invoice 
within the 180 days allowed under the State Transportation Improvement Program guidelines.  

The Department is recommending the Commission to revise the original allocation to move the 
remaining balance of $1,125,357 to Budget Year Authority 2016-17, to allow the local agency to 
be reimbursed in the amount of $1,125,357.  The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough 
and bold on the attached vote list. 

Tab 42



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.6a.(1) 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION August 17-18, 2016 

 Page 2 of 2 
 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 
 

” 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION 
 
Be it Resolved, that the original allocation of $1,500,000 for the Metrolink Systemwide 
Infrastructure Replacement and Upgrade project (PPNO 2921), originally approved under 
Resolution MFP-11-15, Budget Act Item 2660-101-0046 is hereby amended to show the total 
amount of $374,643 under Budget Act of 2009-10 and $1,125,357 under the Budget Act of 2016-
17 in accordance with the attached revised vote list. 
 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.6a.(1) Financial Allocation Amendments - STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-16-02
Amending Resolution MFP-11-15

2.6   Mass Transportation Financial Matters

Metrolink System Wide Infrastructure Replacement
and Upgrade. Replace and upgrade various 
components of track, signals and communications
systems that are near the end of its service life.

Outcome/Output: Maintain infrastructure at a level that 
supports train operations and protect the public's
investment of the Metrolink system.

Amend Resolution MFP-11-15 to split original
allocation of $1,500,000 as $374,643 in FY 2010-11
and $1,125,357 in FY 2016-17.

07-2921
RIP/10-11
CONST

$1,500,000

0712000403
S

R953TH

2010-11
101-0046 $1,500,000

PTA $374,643
30.10.070.625

2016-17
101-0046 $1,125,357

PTA
30.10.070.625

1
$1,500,000

Southern California
Regional Rail Authority

VCTC
07-Ventura

Page 1



  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.6f.(1) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce Roberts, Chief 
Division of Rail and 
Mass Transportation 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR A STATE ADMINISTERED  
PROPOSTION 1A - HIGH-SPEED PASSENGER TRAIN BOND PROJECT (INTERCITY) 
RESOLUTION HST1A-AA-1617-01, AMENDING RESOLUTION HST1A-A-1213-05 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution HST1A-A-1213-05 to revise the 
project scope for the State administered Proposition 1A High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund 
(HSPTBF) San Joaquin Merced to Le Grand Double Track, Segment 1 Intercity project, in Merced 
County.   

ISSUE: 

At its May 2013 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution HST1A-A-1213-05 allocating 
$40,750,000 for the construction of 8.4 miles of double track main line for the San Joaquin Merced 
to Le Grand Double Track Segment 1 project.  The contractor is the process of completing the 
project with a substantial cost savings in HSPTBF funds and has stated a portion of Segment 2 of the 
project can also be constructed with the cost savings from Segment 1.  However, in order to amend 
the contract to include work on Segment 2, the vote box needs to be revised to include the additional 
scope of work, which is the milepost extension of Segment 1.  The proposed changes are reflected in 
strike through and bold on the attached vote box.  

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 

Resolved, that modified vote box under Resolution HST1A-A-1213-05 for the San Joaquin Merced 
to Le Grand Double Track, Segment 1 Intercity project in Merced County, is hereby amended, in 
accordance with the attached revised vote box, to reflect a change to the original project scope of 
work. 

Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

 
 
 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program / Year
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code

 
 
 
 

Amount by  
Fund Type

2.6f.(1) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1A – High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Resolution HST1A-AA-1617-01 
 Program – Intercity Amending Resolution HST1A-A-1213-05 

1 
$40,750,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

Caltrans 
75-Merced 

 
San Joaquin Merced to Le Grand Double Track, Segment 
1.  Merced to Le Grand.  Construction of a second track 
built to mainline standards and 8.4 miles of double track 
main line, including two sets of double crossovers and all 
necessary signal and grade crossing work.   East side of 
Segment 2. Construction of 4.1 miles of main track 
from milepost 1050.2 to milepost 1054.3 on the BNSF 
Railway Company Stockton Subdivision, including but 
not limited to 3 #11 141# turnouts, 3 public road 
crossings, 2 private road crossings, 1 bridge, culverts 
and drainage facilities, placement of embankment/base 
rock subgrade and wayside signal/telecom. Project will 
connect two double track segments and produce 14.4 
miles of continuous double track. 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-10-71; 
August 2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output: Project will have independent utility with 
the proposed capital improvements providing enhanced 
efficiency of rail traffic flow on the main track, which is a 
requirement of continuing to accommodate increased levels 
of passenger demand in a way that meets the on-time 
expectations of intercity passenger rail riders.  The project 
benefits include increased average speed and trip time 
reductions, on-time performance as well as better reliability.  
The project will improve connectivity to the San Joaquin 
Corridor intercity rail connections to the California High 
Speed Rail System.  The project is part of the Northern 
California Blended Passenger Rail Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) that currently is being developed in 
connection with the 2012 California High-Speed Rail 
Business Plan. 
 
Amend Resolution HST1A-A-1213-05 to revise the 
project scope to allow for additional work to be done 
under the contract for Segment 1.  There is no change 
to the original allocation of $40,750,000. 

 
HSR/12-13 

CONST 
$40,750,000 
0013000186 

S 
 
 

 
 

2012-13 
304-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.20.100.000 
 

 

$40,750,000

 
 
 
 



State of California  California State Transportation Agency  

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION 

CTC Meeting: August 17–18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.7c. 

Action Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief  

Division of Aeronautics 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENTS FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED 

AERONAUTICS PROJECTS AT PUBLIC-USE AIRPORTS  

RESOLUTION FDOA–2016–01, AMENDING RESOLUTION FDOA–2014–08 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 

Commission (Commission) approve the following financial allocation amendment to de-allocate a 

combined total of $88,000 for projects in Lassen County: 

 Herlong Airport Las-5-14-2 $  43,000 

 Ravendale Airport Las-4-14-2 $  45,000 

ISSUE: 

At its May 2015 meeting the Commission approved Resolution FDOA-2014-08 for $88,000 for the 

construction of two A&D projects identified on the attachment. The responsible agencies have been 

unable to award the contracts within 12 months of allocation. The proposed changes are reflected in 

strikethrough and bold in accordance with the attached revised vote boxes. 

Be it Resolved, that the CAAP funds currently allocated for each project are hereby withdrawn, in 

accordance with the attached revised vote boxes. 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
County 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Number 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type 

2.7c.   Financial Allocation Amendment: Aeronautics Program Resolution FDOA-2016-01 
  Amending Resolution FDOA-2014-08 

1 
$43,000 

$0 
Lassen County  
Public Works 

Lassen 

 
Herlong Airport 
Installation of Runway Lighting 
Las-5-14-2 
 
Amend Resolution FDO –2014–08 to de-allocate $43,000 from project 
allocation. 
  

 
2014-15 

602-0041 
10.10.020.200 

 
 

$43,000 
      $ 0 

2 
$45,000 

$0 
Lassen County 
Public Works 

Lassen 

 
Ravendale Airport 
Installation of Runway Lighting 
Las-4-14-2 
 
Amend Resolution FDOA–2014–08 to de-allocate $45,000 from project 
allocation. 
 

 
2014-15 

602-0041 
10.10.020.200 

 
 

$45,000 
      $ 0 



State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION 
CTC Meeting: August 17–18, 2016  

Reference No.: 4.18 
Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief  
Division of Aeronautics 

Subject: ADOPTION OF THE  2016 AERONAUTICS ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT 
AERONAUTICS PROGRAM   

 RESOLUTION G-16-27 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt the 2016 Aeronautics Acquisition and 
Development (A&D) Program (Program).  

ISSUE: 

The Program is funded by the Aeronautics Account in the State Transportation Fund and is 
prepared in accordance with California Public Utilities Code (PUC) Sections 21683 and 21706. 

The Program is currently proposed at $8.11 million for a total of 47 projects and covers the Fiscal 
Years (FY) 2016–17 through 2018–19.  These projects were selected based on the most recent 
Commission-approved Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) using the CIP priority ranking matrix.  All 
projects in the Program will be subject to the Commission’s 2014 General Aviation Funding Policy 
Guidance (G-14-03).  This Program is consistent with the Fund Estimate for the Aeronautics 
Account approved by the Commission.   

This item appeared as an informational item in the June 2016 Commission meeting. 

BACKGROUND: 

The California Aid to Airports Program (CAAP) consists of three types of grants funded in the 
following order of priority: (1) Annual Credit grants of $10,000 per airport per year for publicly 
owned General Aviation airports, (2) Airport Improvement Program (AIP) federal matching grants, 
and (3) Acquisition and Development (A&D) grants.  Projects listed in the Aeronautics Program are 
eligible for A&D grants for 90 percent of the total project construction cost.   

On March 26, 2015, the Commission passed a resolution for the Program set-aside ratio.  The set-
aside ratio for programmed projects is 75 percent for capital improvement projects at airports of 25 
percent for Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan projects. 
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The Division of Aeronautics receives revenues from an 18 cents/gallon general aviation gasoline 
excise tax and a 2 cents/gallon general aviation jet fuel excise tax.  Currently, excise tax revenues 
are not adequate to fully fund the AIP or any A&D grants.  Local Airport Loan Account transfers  
in the amount of $4 million per year for FYs 2016–17 through 2018–19 will be required in order  
to fully fund the AIP as well as the A&D projects in the 2016 Aeronautics Program, in accordance 
with PUC Section 21602.  
 
Attachment 
  
  
 
 



 2016 AERONAUTICS ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM Reference No.: 4.18

August 17‐18, 2016

Attachment

AIRPORT COUNTY PROJECT DESCRIPTION PRIORITY 
RANK TOTAL COST STATE COST  90%

Fiscal Year 2016‒17
SOUTHARD FIELD AIRPORT Lassen Crack Seal and  Restripe Runway and Taxiway 1 $81,000 $73,000
SPAULDING AIRPORT Lassen Pavement Maintenance and Remarking, Runway, Taxiway, and Tiedown 1 $84,000 $76,000
SHOSHONE AIRPORT Inyo Runway 15-33 Crack Repairs, Slurry Seal, Markings 1 $200,000 $180,000
BAKER AIRPORT San Bernardino 2018-Runway Rehabilitation and Striping 1 $554,000 $499,000
NUT TREE AIRPORT Solano Tree Obstruction Removal 3 $165,000 $149,000
SHELTER COVE AIRPORT Humboldt Slurry Seal Taxiway/Miscellaneous Pavement 4 $213,000 $192,000
SHOSHONE AIRPORT Inyo Replace Runway Lighting Control System 5 $35,000 $32,000
HYAMPOM AIRPORT Trinity Runway Light Rehabilitation 5 $100,000 $90,000
MONTAGUE- YREKA ROHRER FIELD Siskiyou Automated Weather Observing System (AWOS) new 7 $80,000 $72,000
SHELTER COVE AIRPORT Humboldt Improve Drainage - Southeast Tiedown Area 9 $141,000 $127,000
SIERRAVILLE DEARWATER AIRPORT Sierra Reconstruct Tiedown Area 9 $543,000 $489,000
TAFT AIRPORT Kern Rehabilitate 2 Aircraft Parking Aprons 9 $560,000 $504,000
WHITEMAN Los Angeles Airport Compatibility Land Use Plan (ALUCP) Update N/A $92,000 $83,000
MAMMOTH YOSEMITE Mono ALUCP Update N/A $100,000 $90,000
SALINAS MUNICIPAL AIRPORT Monterey ALUCP Update N/A $176,000 $159,000
ARCATA AIRPORT Humboldt ALUCP Update N/A $278,000 $251,000
SUSANVILLE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT Lassen ALUCP Update N/A $278,000 $251,000

$3,317,000
Fiscal Year 2017–18
FORT BIDWELL AIRPORT Modoc Engineering, Design, and Add New Gravel for Runway 1 $45,000 $41,000
BRACKETT FIELD AIRPORT Los Angeles Pavement Repairs and Maintenance - Crack Sealing/Patching 1 $50,000 $45,000
COMPTON/WOODLEY AIRPORT Los Angeles Pavement Repairs and Maintenance - Crack Sealing/Patching 1 $50,000 $45,000
BYRON  AIRPORT Contra Costa Land Purchase Runway Safety Area Runway 05/23 2 $619,000 $558,000
MONTAGUE, YREKA ROHRER FIELD Siskiyou Resurface Runway,Taxiways, and Ramps 4 $599,000 $540,000
ADIN AIRPORT Modoc Engineering Design and Repave Taxiway Tie Down Apron Areas 4 $300,000 $270,000
SHOSHONE AIRPORT Inyo Segmented Circle 6 $23,000 $21,000
WESTOVER FIELD AMADOR COUNTY AIRPORTAmador Water System/Fire Hydrant Extension (Construction) 18 $300,000 $270,000
EL MONTE AIRPORT Los Angeles ALUCP Update N/A $92,000 $83,000
COMPTON/WOODLEY AIRPORT Los Angeles ALUCP Update N/A $92,000 $83,000
IMPERIAL COUNTY AIRPORT Imperial ALUCP Update N/A $165,000 $149,000
SISKIYOU AIRPORT Siskiyou County ALUCP Update N/A $278,000 $251,000
CHINO AIRPORT San Bernardino ALUCP Update N/A $60,000 $54,000

$2,410,000
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Attachment

AIRPORT COUNTY PROJECT DESCRIPTION PRIORITY RANK TOTAL COST STATE COST 90 %

Fiscal Year 2018–19
WARD FIELD AIRPORT Del Norte Runway Slurry Seal and Restripe Runway and Apron 1 $250,000 $225,000
ALPINE COUNTY AIRPORT Alpine Chip Seal and Restripe Runway 1 $140,000 $126,000
ANDY MCBETH AIRPORT Del Norte Overlay and Restripe Runway and Restripe Apron Pavement    1 $475,000 $428,000
POSO-KERN COUNTY AIRPORT Kern Crack Fill and Slurry Seal Partial Runway 1 $150,000 $135,000
SOUTHARD FIELD AIRPORT Lassen Segmented Circle Repair 6 $30,000 $27,000
SPAULDING AIRPORT Lassen Design and Relocate Beacon and Reconstruct Segmented Circle 6 $85,000 $77,000
YUCCA VALLEY AIRPORT San Bernardino Hazard Relocate Tetrahedran 6 $20,000 $18,000
CLIFF HATFIELD MEMORIAL AIRPORT Imperial Airplane Tiedown Pavement Project 9 $324,800 $293,000
CAMERON PARK AIRPARK El Dorado Drainage Improvements - East 18 $200,000 $180,000
CAMERON PARK AIRPARK El Dorado Drainage Improvements - North 18 $185,000 $167,000
CAMERON PARK AIRPARK El Dorado Drainage Improvements - South 18 $140,000 $126,000
Napa County Napa ALUCP Update N/A $250,000 $225,000
Apple  Valley San Bernardino ALUCP Update N/A $60,000 $54,000
Baker San Bernardino ALUCP Update N/A $60,000 $54,000
Barstow-Daggett San Bernardino ALUCP Update N/A $60,000 $54,000
Needles San Bernardino ALUCP Update N/A $60,000 $54,000
Redlands Municipal San Bernardino ALUCP Update N/A $150,000 $135,000

$2,378,000

$8,105,000Total 2016 Aeronautics Acquistion and Development Program 3 Years
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PRIORITY RANKING MATRIX FOR ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

Category Description Rank

Safety Seal/Overlay/Rehab Existing Runway Pavement (including grading and drainage)                1

Runway Safety Area Land Acquisition, New Pavement for Runway Turnaround (no parallel 

Taxiway)
2

Obstruction Mitigation/Abatement (removal, trim, land acquisition, navigation  easements for 

height restrictions), Obstruction Lighting (new)
3

Seal/Overlay/Rehab Existing Taxiway Pavement (including grading and drainage), New Pavement 

for Run Up Area, Runway Protection Zone Land Acquisition
4

Runway Lighting (e.g. Medium Intensity Runway Lighting [MIRL]) Repair or Replace 5

Taxiway  Lighting (e.g. Medium Intensity Taxiway Lighting [MITL]) Repair or Replace, Landing Aids 

(e.g. Runway End Identified Lights [REIL]), Marking, Signage, Segmented Circle, Precision 

Approach Path Indicators, Wind Cone, AWOS, (ASOS/AWSS) Repair or Replace

6

AWOS (new) 7

Rotating Beacon (repair or replace) 8

Seal/Overlay/Rehabilitate Existing Apron/Ramp Pavement (including grading and drainage) 9

Capacity Runway Pavement (new), Extend or Widen 10

Runway Lighting or Rotating Beacon (new)                 11

Taxiway Pavement (new), Extend or Widen 12

Airport Layout Plan (ALP) (new or update) 15

Landing Aids (new), Taxiway Lighting (new) 16

Apron/Ramp Pavement (new) or Service Roads (Air Operation Area) 17

Utilities (drainage, water, sewage), Environmental Mitigation, Blast Wall, Fire Protection Systems, 

Radio Communication Equipment, Bond Servicing
18

Land Acquisition for Airside Usage, Airport Master Plan 19

Noise Monitoring Equipment (new) 20

Security Security Fence (new) 13

Apron/Ramp Lighting (new) 14

Notes:

1. Projects in the 2016 Acquisition and Development (A&D) Grant Program are State funded at 90 percent of the total project cost with a 10 percent local match.

4. The current Capital Improvement Plan priority ranking was adopted by the Commission in August 2015.

5. The A&D Grant Program minimum amount is $20,000, and the maximum amount is $500,000 per airport per year.

2. The National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS) identifies airports that are significant to air transportation and are eligible to receive grants under the Federal Aviation Administration for the Airport Improvement Program.

3. On June 25, 2008, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) passed a resolution for the 2008 Aeronautics Program set aside.  The new set aside ratios were approved at the May 2015 Commission meeting for the A&D 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.8 
Information 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: HEARING – PROPOSITION 1B HIGHWAY RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT 

SUMMARY: 

The Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program is in its fifth programming 
cycle.  Savings generated from projects allocated in the prior cycles are available for reprogramming 
to new projects.  The available balance for reprogramming is $2.706 million, $0.555 million for Part 
1 and $2.151 million for Part 2. 

The HRCSA Program Guidelines stipulate that at least one public hearing be held before the 
California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopts its 2016 HRCSA program of projects. 
The hearing provides an opportunity for the HRCSA applicants to familiarize the Commission with 
the project nominations received by the July 1, 2016 deadline.  The schedule also calls for the 
issuance of staff recommendations by September 16, 2016, with the adoption of the 2016 HRCSA 
program of projects at the Commission’s October 19-20, 2016 meeting. 

BACKGROUND: 

Proposition 1B, approved by the voters in November 2006, authorized the issuance of $19.925 
billion in State general obligation bonds for specific transportation programs, including $250 million 
to fund the HRCSA Program.  The HRCSA Program is divided into the following two parts: 

Part 1 – $150 million from HRCSA shall be made available for allocation to projects on the priority 
list established by the California Public Utilities Commission pursuant to the process established in 
Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 2450) of Division 3 of the Streets and Highways Code, with 
two exceptions: (1) a dollar for dollar match of non-state funds shall be provided for each project, 
and (2) the $5 million maximum in Section 2454 shall not apply to HRCSA funds. 

Part 2 – The remaining $100 million from HRCSA shall be made available to high-priority railroad 
crossing improvements, including grade separation projects, that are not part of the process 
established in Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 2450) of Division 3 of the Streets and 
Highways Code.  Projects identified in Part 2 may include any of the following: 
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(a) Crossings where freight and passenger rail share the affected rail line. 
(b) Crossings with a high incidence of motor vehicle-rail or pedestrian-rail collisions. 
(c) Crossings with a high potential for savings in rail and roadway traffic delay. 
(d) Crossings where an improvement will result in quantifiable emission benefits. 
(e) Crossings where the improvement will improve the flow of rail freight to or from a port 

facility. 
 
The Commission will adopt the 2016 HRCSA program of projects under both parts from projects 
nominated by Caltrans or local agencies. 
  
Attachment – 2016 Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account Nominations  



Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account Nominations
2016 Program

(Dollars in Thousands)

Reference No.: 4.8
August 17-18, 2016

Attachment 1

California Transportation Commission Page 1 of 1

County Nominated By Project Name
PUC
List

Part 1 Part 2
Enviro.

Clearance
Const.
Start

Total
Project

HRCSA
Request

Los Angeles ACE Construction Authority Durfee Avenue Grade Separation Project x x x Jul-14 Oct-17 78,381        6,000         
San Bernardino San Bernardino Associated Governments Redlands Passenger Rail Project (26 crossings) x Mar-15 Jun-17 23,600        15,371       
Los Angeles Southern California Regional Rail Authority MacDevitt Street Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x Sep-16 May-17 1,686          1,092         
Los Angeles Southern California Regional Rail Authority Merced Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x Mar-17 Nov-17 2,313          1,508         

Total Nominations 105,980$   23,971$     

Note: The above projects costs and requests are based on a preliminary review of the nominations and are subject to revision.  The list does not reflect priority order



1 35 3 Sacramento City of Elk Grove
2 62 10 San Joaquin City of Lathrop
3 4 Contra Costa City of Richmond
4 12 Orange City of Santa Ana
5 6 Tulare City of Tulare
6 30 4 San Mateo PCJPB
7 68 10 San Joaquin Port of Stockton
8 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
9 8 Los Angeles SCRRA

10 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
11 7 Ventura SCRRA
12 7 Ventura SCRRA
13 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
14 8 San Bernardino SCRRA
15 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
16 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
17 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
18 7 Los Angeles SCRRA
19 7 Ventura SCRRA
20 7 Los Angeles SCRRA



Grant Line Road Grade Separation Project Richard Shepard
Lathrop Road Grade Separation with UPRR Ryan Bouley
Marina Bay Parkway Grade Separation Chadrick Smalley
Lincoln Ave Railroad Safety Pathway Jason Gabriel
Santa Fe Trail at Union pacific RR Grade Separation Mike Whitlock
San Mateo Bridges Grade Separation Project, Phase 2 Joel Slavit
Navy Drive/BNSF Underpass Improvements Juan Villanueva
Branford Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Kim Chan
Citrus Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Michael Manasco
Doran St Grade Crossing Safety Improvement Kim Chan
Erringer Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvement Michael Manasco
First Street Grade Crossing Safety Improvement Michael Manasco
Grandview Ave Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Kim Chan
Hellman Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvements
Moorpark Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvement
Ramona Blvd Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Michael Manasco
Sierra Hwy Blvd Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Michael Manasco
Sonora Ave Grade Crossing Safety Improvement Kim Chan
Sycamore Drive Grade Crossing Safety Improvement 
Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements Michael Manasco



916-478-2247
209-941-7430
510-412-2067
714-647-5664
559-684-4210 mwhitlock@ci.tulare.ca.us
650-508-6476 slavitj@samtrans.com
209946-0246 jvillanueva@stocktonport.com
909-394-3280 cahnk@scrra.net
909-394-3207 manascom@scrra.net
909-394-3280 cahnk@scrra.net
909-394-3207 manascom@scrra.net
909-394-3207 manascom@scrra.net
909-394-3280 cahnk@scrra.net

909-394-3207 manascom@scrra.net
909-394-3207 manascom@scrra.net
909-394-3280 cahnk@scrra.net

909-394-3207 manascom@scrra.net

mailto:mwhitlock@ci.tulare.ca.us
mailto:slavitj@samtrans.com
mailto:jvillanueva@stocktonport.com
mailto:cahnk@scrra.net
mailto:manascom@scrra.net
mailto:cahnk@scrra.net
mailto:manascom@scrra.net
mailto:manascom@scrra.net
mailto:cahnk@scrra.net
mailto:manascom@scrra.net
mailto:manascom@scrra.net
mailto:cahnk@scrra.net
mailto:manascom@scrra.net


Part 1 Part 2
Sacramento City of Elk Grove Grant Line Road Grade Separation Project x x
San Joaquin City of Lathrop Lathrop Road Grade Separation with UPRR x x
San Mateo PCJPB San Mateo Bridges Grade Separation Project, Phase 2 x x

Part 1 Nominations

Contra Costa City of Richmond Marina Bay Parkway Grade Separation x
Orange City of Santa Ana Lincoln Ave Railroad Safety Pathway x
Tulare City of Tulare Santa Fe Trail at Union pacific RR Grade Separation x
San Joaquin Port of Stockton Navy Drive/BNSF Underpass Improvements x
Los Angeles SCRRA Branford Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x
Los Angeles SCRRA Citrus Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x
Los Angeles SCRRA Doran St Grade Crossing Safety Improvement x
Ventura SCRRA Erringer Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvement x
Ventura SCRRA First Street Grade Crossing Safety Improvement x
Los Angeles SCRRA Grandview Ave Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x
San BernardinoSCRRA Hellman Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x
Los Angeles SCRRA Moorpark Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvement x
Los Angeles SCRRA Ramona Blvd Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x
Los Angeles SCRRA Sierra Hwy Blvd Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x
Los Angeles SCRRA Sonora Ave Grade Crossing Safety Improvement x
Ventura SCRRA Sycamore Drive Grade Crossing Safety Improvement x
Los Angeles SCRRA Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements x

Part 2 Nominations

Total Nominations

County Sponsor Project Name



Enviro. Const. Total HRCSA
Both Clearance Start Project Constraction Request

Feb-11 Nov-12 30,375            20,720            5,000              
Oct-09 Jan-13 16,855            16,255            5,000              

May-09 May-14 30,000            28,000            9,000              
77,230            64,975            19,000            

Jun-09 Jan-13 42,180            38,800            4,230              
Oct-12 Sep-13 1,022              920                 920                 
Sep-12 Aug-12 6,813              5,433              3,381              
Jul-12 Mar-14 8,913              7,813              7,413              

ce Mar-13 3,048              2,650              1,325              
ce Jan-14 3,030              2,000              1,515              
ce May-13 2,495              1,746              1,247              
ce Mar-13 4,383              3,433              1,217              
ce Mar-13 2,521              2,130              1,217              
ce Sep-12 2,630              2,630              580                 
ce Mar-13 6,006              6,006              3,181              
ce Apr-13 5,041              3,589              4,841              
ce Jan-14 3,030              2,000              1,515              
ce Jan-14 3,030              2,000              1,515              
ce Sep-12 2,630              2,630              580                 
ce Mar-13 4,055              3,204              1,217              
ce Mar-13 1,000              800                 500                 

101,827         87,784            36,394            

179,057         152,759         55,394            



4.4 

INNOVATIONS IN TRANSPORTATION 

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE 
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JUNE 29-30, 2016 CALIFORNIA 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION 
Reference No.:  2.2c.(2) 

Action Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by:  Katrina C. Pierce, Chief 
Division of
Environmental Analysis

Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING 
05-Mon-101, PM R41.5/49.8 
RESOLUTION E-16-59 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached Resolution E-15-59. 

ISSUE: 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed: 

 United States Route 101 (U.S. 101) in Monterey County.  Construct
roadway improvements including removing trees and utility poles on
a portion of U.S. 101 between the cities of King City and Greenfield.
(PPNO 2312)

This project in Monterey County will clear the clear recovery zone by removing 321 trees and 
a guardrail between the cities of King City and Greenfield.  The project is programmed in the 
2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.  The total programmed amount is 
$4,158,000 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 FEIR has been provided to Commission staff.  Resources that may be impacted 
by the project include:  aesthetics, biological resources, and traffic.   

Potential impacts associated with the project can all be mitigated to below significance with 
the exception of visual/aesthetics.  As a result, an FEIR and a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations was prepared for the project.  

Attachments 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
05-Mon-101, PM R41.5/49.8 

Resolution E-16-59 
 

1.1 WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a 
Final Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
 United States Route 101 (U.S. 101) in Monterey County.  

Construct roadway improvements including removing 
trees and utility poles on a portion of U.S. 101 between 
the cities of King City and Greenfield.  (PPNO 2312) 

  
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Final Environmental Impact Report has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report. 
 

1.4 WHEREAS, the project will have a significant effect on the environment. 
 

1.5 WHEREAS, A Statement of Overriding Considerations was made pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines. 
 

1.6 WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby support approval of the above referenced project to allow for 
consideration of funding. 

 







State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION 
Reference No.:  2.2c.(3) 

Action Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by:  Katrina C. Pierce, Chief 
Division of
Environmental Analysis

Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR A ROUTE ADOPTION 
05-SBt-25, PM 51.5/60.1, 04-SCl-25, PM 0.0/2.6 
RESOLUTION E-16-60 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached Resolution E-16-60. 

ISSUE: 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed: 

 State Route 25 (SR 25) in San Benito and Santa Clara Counties.
Select a corridor for SR 25 near the cities of Hollister and Gilroy.
(EA 4854)

This project in San Benito and Santa Clara counties is for route adoption only, for portions of 
State Route 25 near the cities of Hollister and Gilroy.  The project is locally funded for the 
Project Approval and Environmental Document phase only for approximately $7,000,000.   

A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff.  Resources that may be impacted 
by the project include:  aesthetics/visual, biological resources, community impacts, farmland, 
hazardous waste, and paleontology.   

Potential impacts associated with the project can all be mitigated to below significance.  As a 
result, an FEIR was prepared for the project.  

Attachments 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for a Route Adoption 
05-SBt-25, PM 51.5/60.1, 04-SCl-25, PM 0.0/2.6 

Resolution E-16-60 
 

1.1 WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a 
Final Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
 State Route 25 (SR 25) in San Benito and Santa Clara 

Counties.  Select a corridor for SR 25 near the cities of 
Hollister and Gilroy.  (EA 4854) 

  
1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that a Final Environmental Impact Report has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report. 
 

1.4 WHEREAS, the project will have a significant effect on the environment. 
 

1.5 WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby support approval of the above referenced project to allow for a 
Route Adoption. 

 









STATE OF CALIFORNIA      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.2c.(4)  
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE ORANGE COUNTY 
STREETCAR PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-61) 

ISSUE:  
Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission), as a Responsible Agency, 
accept the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Orange County Streetcar Project 
(Project) in Orange County for future consideration of funding? 

RECOMMENDATION:   
Staff recommends the Commission accept the FEIR and approve the project for future 
consideration of funding.  

BACKGROUND:    
The City of Santa Ana is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency for the 
Project.  The proposed Project involves the construction of a new east-west transit line in Orange 
County between the Santa Ana Regional Transit Center (SARTC) in the City of Santa Ana and 
the Harbor/Boulevard/West Minister Avenue Intersection in the City of Garden Grove. 

On January 20, 2015 the Santa Ana City Council adopted the Final Environmental Impact Report 
(FEIR) for the Orange County Streetcar Project under CEQA.   

The FEIR determined that impacts related to regional construction emissions and localized 
construction emissions would be significant and unavoidable during the first and second year of 
construction activities.   

The City found that there were several benefits that outweighed the unavoidable adverse 
environmental effects of the Project.  These benefits include overriding economic, legal, social 
and technological considerations that outweigh the identified significant effects on the 
environment.  The City cited benefits related to improved transit connectivity within the Orange 
County area; congestion relief by providing alternative mobility options; and the Project’s 
support of economic vitality and redevelopment opportunities for the community and region 
through a transit-oriented focus. 
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On July 21, 2016, the City confirmed that the FEIR remains valid and that there are no new 
identified impacts requiring mitigation since adoption.  The City also confirmed that the 
preferred alternative set forth in the final environmental document is consistent with the Project 
scope of the work programmed by the Commission.  
 
The Project from Santa Ana to Garden Grove will create a transit system that integrates 
seamlessly with the community, provides connections to regional Metrolink and Amtrak 
commuter rail services at the SARTC, and is compatible with the established urban character.  
The Project aims to: 
 

• Improve transit connectivity within the study area; 
• Relieve congestion by providing alternative mobility options; 
• Be sensitive to the character of the community; 
• Increase transit options; 
• Improve transit accessibility to and within the study area; and 
• Provide benefits to the environment through improved air quality. 

 
The Project is estimated to cost $297,910,000 and is fully funded through construction with 
Federal New Start Funds ($148,960,000), Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Funds 
($4,090,000), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) Funds ($53,030,000), 
Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) Funds ($40,000,000) and Measure M2 Funds 
($51,830,000).   Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2016/17. 

 
 

Attachments  
• Resolution E-16-61 
• Project Location Map 
• Statement of Overriding Consideration 

 
 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding  
12– Orange County 
Resolution E-16-61    

 
1.1 WHEREAS, the City of Santa Ana (City) has completed a Final Environmental Impact 

Report (FEIR) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• Orange County Streetcar Project 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report was 

completed pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and 
 
1.3 WHEREAS,  the project involves the construction of a new east-west transit line in 

Orange County between the Santa Ana Regional Transit Center (SARTC) in the City of 
Santa Ana and the Harbor/Boulevard/West Minister Avenue Intersection in the City of 
Garden Grove; and  

 
1.4 WHEREAS,  the project is located in Orange County on the 4.15-mile route that 

connects the SARTC to Harbor Boulevard and Westminster Avenue in Garden Grove; 
and  
 

1.5 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency, has 
considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report; and 

 
1.6 WHEREAS, the City on January 20, 2015, adopted the FEIR; and 
 
1.7 WHEREAS, the City on July 21, 2016, confirmed that the FEIR remains valid with no 

new identified impacts; and 
 
1.8 WHEREAS, the City determined that impacts related to regional construction emissions 

and localized emissions would be significant and unavoidable during the first and second 
year of construction activities; and 

 
1.9 WHEREAS, the City adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the project 

finding that the project benefits outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects; 
and 

 
2.0 WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the 

project; and 
 
2.1 WHEREAS, the above significant effects are acceptable when balanced against the facts 

as set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 
 
2.2  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report and approves the 
above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding. 



NOTICE OF DETERMINATION       
 
To: Office of Planning and Research  From: California Transportation Commission  
 1400 Tenth Street, Room 121  Attn: Jose Oseguera 
 Sacramento, CA 95814  1120 N Street 
  Sacramento, CA 95814 
  (916) 653-2094 
 

Subject: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 of the Public 
Resources Code. 

 
Orange County Streetcar Project 
Project Title 
 
2010051060     Jason Gabriel      (714) 647- 5664 
State Clearinghouse Number Lead Agency Contact Person       Area Code/Telephone 
 
Project Location (include county):  The project is located in Orange County on the 4.15-mile route that 
connects Santa Ana Regional Transit Center to Harbor Boulevard and Westminster Avenue in Garden 
Grove.  
 
Project Description:  The proposed project involves the construction of a new east-west transit line in 
Orange County between the Santa Ana Regional Transit Center (SARTC) in the City of Santa Ana 
and the Harbor/Boulevard/West Minister Avenue Intersection in the City of Garden Grove. 
 
 
This is to advise that the California Transportation Commission has approved the above described project on 
  (Lead Agency/ X Responsible Agency) 
August 18, 2016 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project: 
 

1. The project (    X  will/           will not) have a significant effect on the environment. 
2.    X     An Environmental Impact Report and Addendum was prepared for this project pursuant to the 

provisions of CEQA. 
_    _ A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

3. Mitigation measures (   X     were/ _        were not) made a condition of the approval of the project. 
4. Mitigation reporting or monitoring plan (      X     was /         was not) adopted for this project. 
5. A Statement of Overriding Considerations (   X     was /         was not) adopted for this project. 
6. Findings (    X       were/               were not) made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 
 

The above identified document with comments and responses and record of project approval is available to the 
General Public at:  20 Civic Center Plaza, Santa Ana,   CA  92702 
 
 
   Executive Director  
SUSAN BRANSEN       California Transportation Commission 
Signature (Public Agency)    Date    Title   
Date received for filing at OPR: 













STATE OF CALIFORNIA      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.2c.(5)  
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF ROUTE ADOPTION 
AND FUNDING -  FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE STATE 
ROUTE 89 / FANNY BRIDGE COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PROJECT 
(RESOLUTION E-16-64) 

ISSUE:  
Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission), as a Responsible Agency, 
accept the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for State Route 89 / Fanny Bridge 
Community Revitalization Project (Project) in Placer County for future consideration of route 
adoption and funding? 

RECOMMENDATION:   
Staff recommends the Commission accept the FEIR and approve the Project for future 
consideration of route adoption and funding.  

BACKGROUND:   
The Tahoe Transportation District (TTD) is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
lead agency for the Project.  The proposed Project realigns a segment of State Route 89 with a 
replacement bridge and various other improvements including a roadway section replacement, 
pedestrian and bicycle improvements, roundabouts, and a complete streets element to address 
traffic, bicycle and pedestrian congestion. 

On April 10, 2015, the TDD adopted the FEIR for State Route 89 / Fanny Bridge Community 
Revitalization Project under CEQA.   

The FEIR and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program determined that adverse 
impacts related to construction and implementation activities could be mitigated to less-than-
significant levels.  A statement of Overriding Considerations was not required since there were 
no adverse impacts that could not be mitigated.      

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to less-than-significant levels relate to 
agricultural and forestry resources, disturbance or loss of sensitive habitats (i.e., jurisdictional 
wetlands, riparian vegetation, and stream environment zones), invasive plant management 
controls; restoration of aquatic and wildlife species; preservation of historic and archeological 
sites; cultural and archeological resources; noise abatement; and hazardous material disposal.  
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On July 15, 2016, the TTD confirmed that the FEIR remains valid and that there are no new 
identified impacts requiring mitigation since adoption.  The TTD also confirmed that the 
preferred alternative set forth in the final environmental document is consistent with the Project 
scope of the work programmed by the Commission.  
 
The Project is estimated to cost $38,877,000 and is fully funded through construction with 
Federal Land Access Program (FLAP) Funds ($30,620,000), Active Transportation Program 
Funds ($4,900,000) and Local Funds ($3,357,000).   Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal 
Year 2016/17. 

 
Attachment  
• Resolution E-16-64 
• Project Location 

 
 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Route Adoption and Funding 
03– Placer County 
Resolution E-16-64    

 
1.1 WHEREAS, the Tahoe Transportation District (TTD) has completed a Final 

Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• State Route 89 / Fanny Bridge Community Revitalization Project (Project) 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the TTD has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report was 

completed pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and 
 
1.3 WHEREAS,  the Project realigns a segment of State Route 89 with a replacement 

bridge and various other improvements including a roadway section replacement, 
pedestrian and bicycle improvements, roundabouts, and a complete streets element 
to address traffic, bicycle and pedestrian congestion; and  

 
1.4 WHEREAS,  the Project is located at the State Route 89 intersection in Tahoe City 

in eastern Placer County; and  
 

1.5 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency, 
has considered the information contained in the FEIR; and 

 
1.6 WHEREAS, the TTD on April 10, 2016 adopted the FEIR; and 
 
1.7 WHEREAS, the TTD on July 15, 2016, confirmed that the FEIR remains valid 

with no new identified impacts; and 
 
1.8 WHEREAS, the TTD determined that impacts related to construction and 

implementation activities could be mitigated to less-than-significant levels; and 
 
1.9 WHEREAS, the TTD adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for 

the Project; and 
 
2.0  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report and the 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and approves the above referenced Project 
to allow for future consideration of route adoption and funding. 



NOTICE OF DETERMINATION       
 
To: Office of Planning and Research  From: California Transportation Commission  
 1400 Tenth Street, Room 121  Attn: Jose Oseguera 
 Sacramento, CA 95814  1120 N Street 
  Sacramento, CA 95814 
  (916) 653-2094 
 

Subject: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 of the Public 
Resources Code. 

 
State Route 89 / Fanny Bridge Community Revitalization Project 
Project Title 
 
2011122013       Russel A. Nygaard      (775) 589- 5500 
State Clearinghouse Number Lead Agency Contact Person       Area Code/Telephone 
 
Project Location (include county):  The project is located at the State Route 89 intersection in Tahoe 
City in eastern Placer County.  
 
Project Description:  The proposed project realigns a segment of State Route 89 with a replacement 
bridge and various other improvements including a roadway section replacement, pedestrian and 
bicycle improvements, roundabouts, and a complete streets element to address traffic, bicycle and 
pedestrian congestion. 
 
 
This is to advise that the California Transportation Commission has approved the above described project on 
  (Lead Agency/ _X Responsible Agency) 
August 17, 2016 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project: 
 

1. The project (    X  will/           will not) have a significant effect on the environment. 
2.    X     An Environmental Impact Report and Addendum was prepared for this project pursuant to the 

provisions of CEQA. 
_    _ A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

3. Mitigation measures (   X     were/ _        were not) made a condition of the approval of the project. 
4. Mitigation reporting or monitoring plan (      X     was /         was not) adopted for this project. 
5. A Statement of Overriding Considerations (   _    was /    X     was not) adopted for this project. 
6. Findings (    X       were/               were not) made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 
 

The above identified document with comments and responses and record of project approval is available to the 
General Public at: 128 Market Street, #3F, Stateline, Nevada  89449 
 
 
   Executive Director  
SUSAN BRANSEN       California Transportation Commission 
Signature (Public Agency)    Date    Title   
Date received for filing at OPR: 





State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

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

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 
Reference No: 2.3a. 

Action Item 

From: NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Timothy Craggs, Chief
Division of Design 

Subject: ROUTE ADOPTION – STATE HIGHWAY, 03-PLA-89 PM R8.2/R8.5 
RESOLUTION HRA-16-01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Submitted for transmittal to the California Transportation Commission (Commission) are Highway 
Route Adoption Resolution HRA 16-01 and a route location map for State Highway Route (SR) 89.  
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the Commission 
approve the resolution and the route location map in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Chief Engineer.  The resolution grants approval of State highway route adoption of SR 89 in Placer 
County (County) from Post Mile (PM) R8.2 to R8.5. 

ISSUE: 

Federal Highway Administration’s Central Federal Lands Highway Division (CFLHD) in 
conjunction with Tahoe Transportation District (TTD) has developed plans to construct a new 
alignment for portion of SR 89 near Tahoe City through United States Forest Service (USFS) 
property.  This new alignment will better serve the west shore communities of Lake Tahoe by 
providing an option for the traveling public as they approach Tahoe City from the south and from 
the west.  The Environmental Impact Report and the Environmental Impact Studies, in accordance 
with the California Environmental Quality Act and the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, and the 
National Environmental Policy Act were signed on May 27, 2015 and July 21, 2015 respectively. 

__________________________ 
Recommended by: KARLA SUTLIFF 

Chief Engineer 
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BACKGROUND 
 
The purpose of the route adoption is to improve safety and operations of the existing SR 89/SR 28 
intersection, improve multimodal access with the creation of “complete streets” elements, address 
long term bridge integrity by replacing the aged Fanny Bridge, and contribute to economic 
revitalization by enhancing motorized and non-motorized business access and safety, including 
delivery of goods and services.  This project brings about the highest and best beneficial uses of 
USFS land and its associated modes of travel.  The adopted route will serve as a parallel route for 
the traveling public entering or exiting the hub of Tahoe City. 
 
SR 89 serves the west shore communities of Lake Tahoe, crosses the Truckee River at Fanny 
Bridge and connects to SR 28 in Tahoe City, also known as the WYE intersection, before 
continuing to the town of Truckee, California.  Approaching the WYE intersection from all three 
directions, this two-lane conventional highway has historic congestion during the summer peak 
season with an unacceptable Level of Service (LOS) “F”.  The urban context of the WYE 
intersection in Tahoe City adds to the congestion.  During emergency response to fire, police, or 
ambulatory calls, there is delay for emergency crews to clear the WYE intersection.  The physical 
and environmental setting severely constrains any lane addition, or bridge widening options to 
mitigate for the LOS “F”.  
 
A single route over the Truckee River has proven to be inadequate given the aforementioned 
constraints.  Bicycle and pedestrian activity are very close to travel lanes on and around Fanny 
Bridge.  Safety risks to pedestrian, bicycle, and motorists result from inadequate multi-modal 
infrastructure related to discontinuous bicycle paths, and the absence of pedestrian facilities, 
compounded with heavy volumes of vehicular traffic, pedestrian activity, and trail use.  
 
Current traffic congestion and inadequate travel conditions in and around Fanny Bridge and the 
WYE intersection are the primary reasons for the proposed realignment of SR 89. In addition, this 
project also replaces the 1928 Fanny Bridge.   The two new intersections created by the new 
alignment, plus the existing WYE intersection, will become roundabouts.  These three roundabouts 
will provide a decrease in traffic congestion and will accommodate multiple modes of 
transportation in a safe manner.   
 
After construction of the new SR 89 alignment, and with the Commission’s approval, a small 
portion of this route will be redesignated as SR 28 extension and a segment of the existing SR 89 
from north of Fanny Bridge to the new intersection south of the bridge will be relinquished to the 
County. The County has signed a relinquishment agreement and is receiving a transfer of 
possession and control of the new Fanny Bridge as part of their inventory, post construction. 
 
State highway adoption of SR 89 occurred on April 18, 1929.  Freeway adoption of a portion of  
SR 89 occurred on March 27, 1963.  Rescinding of Freeway Declaration for said portion of SR 89 
occurred on June 20, 1974.  SR 89 is part of the Freeway and Expressway System. 
 
CFLHD is contributing $30.62 million and TTD with the County are contributing a combined total 
match of $8.257 million.   
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In 2015, the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) Board, the TTD Board, and the County 
Board of Supervisors adopted the Environmental Impact Report and the Environmental Impact 
Studies, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act, the Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency, and the National Environmental Policy Act.  A concurrent Commission’s action to approve 
the environmental document for route adoption is on this month’s agenda. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
 Resolution HRA 16-01 
 Location Map 
 Route Adoption Map 

  



 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Highway Route Adoption Resolution 

03-Pla-89 PM R8.2/R8.5 
 
 
 

Resolution HRA 16-01 
 
WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration, Central Federal Lands 
Highways Division (CFLHD), County of Placer, Tahoe Transportation District, and 
the California Department of Transportation (Department) request approval of this 
Route Adoption as State Highway; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Final Environmental Impact Report, in accordance with California 
Environmental Quality Act, was signed on May 27, 2015, and an Environmental 
Assessment under the National Environmental Policy Act was signed on July 21, 2015; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the Project Report recommending construction of the new alignment of 
portion of Route 89 conventional highway was approved on June 21, 2016; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Supplemental Project Report recommending adoption of the Route 89 
conventional highway, relinquishment of a portion of existing Route 89 to the County of 
Placer and redesignation of a portion of existing State Route 89 to State Route 28 upon 
completion of construction, was approved on July 8, 2016; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) that pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this 
Commission does hereby select, adopt, and determine the location of that segment of 
State Highway Route 89 from 0.3 mile north of Granlibakken Road to 0.1 mile west 
of Fairway Drive, in the county of Placer, and officially designate it as 03-Pla-89, a 
State Highway, as said location is shown on the Route Adoption map submitted by 
Karl Dreher, Division Chief, North Region Project Development; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and determined and 
hereby declares that such location of said State Highway is for the best interest of the 
State. 







 State of California     California State Transportation Agency 
 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5e.(1) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of Transportation 
Programming 

Subject: SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS ALLOCATION FOR PREVIOUSLY VOTED PROJECT 
RESOLUTION FA-16-01 

RECOMMENDATION 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission allocate an additional $3,646,000 in State Transportation Improvement 
Project (STIP) funds for the construction support element of the Widening Project (PPNO 0239D) on 
Route 138 in San Bernardino County. 

ISSUE 

Additional funds are needed for one previously approved project in order to complete construction. 

RESOLUTION 

Resolved, that $3,646,000 be allocated from Budget Act Item 2660-001-0890, to provide construction 
support funds to complete construction of the following project. 

Dist-Co-Rte 

Original 
Allocation 
Amount 

Allocation 
Adjustment 

Revised 
Allocation 

% Increase 
Above Original 

Allocation 
    08-SBd-138 $7,054,000 $3,646,000 $10,700,000 51.7% 

Tab 53



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS   Reference No.:  2.5e.(1) 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION    August 17-18, 2016 

  Page 2 of 3 
 

  
“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
This project is located in San Bernardino County on Route 138, in the city of Wrightwood from 
Phelan Road to Junction Route 15.  The project will widen Route 138 from two to four lanes and 
construct a four-foot median buffer. 

 
PROJECT LOCATION  

  
 
 

 
 
FUNDING STATUS 

 
This project was programmed in the 2014 STIP for construction support and was allocated in 
March 2014 for $7,054,000.  The construction capital portion of this project was allocated for 
$52,097,000.  An additional $3,646,000 in construction support is needed to complete the 
construction of this project.   
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REASONS FOR COST INCREASE 
 
The construction support cost increase is due to major delays during construction of this project.  
This is a large and complex project with many resource agencies involved.  The project 
experienced delays due to permit restriction to one bridge, railroad impacts, and utility relocation, 
and caused a delay of more than one year.  The original schedule was to complete the construction 
in two years.  However, due to these delays, the construction duration was extended by one year, 
resulting in the need for additional funds for construction support. 
 
DETERMINATION 
 
The Department has determined that this request of $3,646,000 is needed in order to address all the 
support work associated with the above stated issues and complete the construction contract. 
 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

Project Title
Location

Project Description
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO
Program

Funding Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Codes

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Resolution FA-16-012.5e.(1) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects

State
Federal

Current Amount
by Fund Type

State
Federal

Additional
Amount by
Fund Type

State
Federal
Revised

Amount by
Fund Type

In Wrightwood, from Phelan Road to Junction Route
15.  Widen from 2 to 4 lanes and construct 4 foot
median buffer.

Supplemental funds are needed to Complete
Construction.

Total revised amount $63,679,000 

Outcome/Output: Construct approximately 26
lane-miles.

08-0239D
IIP/2011-12
001-0042 $141,000 $141,000

SHA
001-0890 $6,913,000 $6,913,000

FTF

IIP/2012-13
301-0042 $361,000 $361,000

SHA
301-0890 $36,099,000 $36,099,000

FTF
20.20.025.700

RIP/2012-13
301-0042 $164,000 $164,000

SHA
301-0890 $16,355,000 $16,355,000

FTF
20.20.075.600

001-0890 $3,646,000 $3,646,000
FTF

0800000609
3401U
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 State of California     California State Transportation Agency 
 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5e.(2) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of Transportation 
Programming 

Subject: SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS ALLOCATION FOR PREVIOUSLY VOTED PROJECT 
RESOLUTION FA-16-02 

RECOMMENDATION 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission allocate an additional $850,000 in State Highway Operation and 
Protection Program (SHOPP) funds for the Recycled Water Conversion System Project (PPNO 1144) 
on Route 52 in San Diego County. 

ISSUE 

Additional funds are needed for one previously approved project in order to complete construction. 

RESOLUTION 

Resolved, that $850,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015, Budget Act Item 2660-302-0042, 
to provide funds to complete construction of the following project. 

Dist-Co-Rte 

Original 
Allocation 
Amount 

Allocation 
Adjustment 

Revised 
Allocation 

% Increase 
Above Original 

Allocation 
    11-SD-52 $2,070,000 $850,000 $2,920,000 41.1% 

Tab 54
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
This project is located in San Diego at the State Route 52/I-805 Interchange and the I-805/-905 
Interchange, in San Diego County.  The project is a roadside irrigation conversion from potable water 
to recycled water. 

 
PROJECT LOCATION  

  
 
 

 
 
FUNDING STATUS 

 
This drought emergency project was approved on May 6, 2015 for $2,070,000.  An additional 
$850,000 is needed to complete the construction of the recycled water pipe system for roadside 
irrigation.  
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REASONS FOR COST INCREASE 
 
The work is in response to the Governor’s April 2015 Executive Order for water conservation 
during drought conditions and the Department’s conservation goal to reach 50 percent of recycled 
water for use on highway planting. 
 
During the installation of the recycled transmission lines, extreme rocky conditions were 
encountered and resulted in more difficult trenching operations than anticipated.  Additional time 
and larger equipment was required to excavate the trenches.  Additional traffic control measures 
and night work were also needed to accommodate operations resulting in further cost increases.  
 
Construction started in August 2015 and is now 80 percent complete.  The work is currently 
suspended, as the supplemental funds are needed in order to continue the construction of the 
Recycled Water Conversion System. 

 
DETERMINATION 
 
The Department has determined that this request of $850,000 is needed in order to complete the 
construction contract. 
 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

Project Title
Location

Project Description
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO
Program

Funding Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Codes

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Resolution FA-16-022.5e.(2) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects

State
Federal

Current Amount
by Fund Type

State
Federal

Additional
Amount by
Fund Type

State
Federal
Revised

Amount by
Fund Type

In the city of San Diego, at west of Convoy Street;
also, on Route 805 (PM 1.3/3.3) and Route 905 (PM
5.0/5.6). Outcome/Output: Construct drought related
recycled water conversion system.

Supplemental funds are needed to Complete
Construction.

Total revised amount $2,920,000

11-1144
SHOPP/2013-14

302-0042 $2,070,000 $2,070,000
SHA

20.20.201.131

SHOPP/2015-16
302-0042 $850,000 $850,000

SHA
20.20.201.131
1115000074

4
42100

Department of
Transportation

San Diego
11-SD-52

3.5/4.8

1
$850,000

SANDAG
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5e.(3) 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Nizar Melehani 

Acting, P3 Program Manager 

Planning and Modal 

Subject:  SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS FOR PRESIDIO PARKWAY P3 PROJECT 

RESOLUTION FA-16-03 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) and the San Francisco County 

Transportation Agency (SFCTA), joint partners on the Presidio Parkway Public-Private Partnership 

(P3) Project (Project), recommend that the California Transportation Commission (Commission) 

allocate $91.1 Million in supplemental funds for Project expenses.  

ISSUE: 

This supplemental allocation addresses two categories of Project expenses identified below: 

 Proposed Settlement: The Department, SFCTA, and Golden Link Concessionaire, LLC

(Developer) have been working diligently to resolve, in a global settlement, certain outstanding

potential disputes at the lowest possible cost and in the best interests of the State, the Project, and

the parties. The total amount of claims made by the Developer are in excess of $225 million. The

proposed settlement of $90.1 million, includes final resolution of remaining outstanding potential

disputes between the parties.  The settlement would include the dismissal of pending litigation

commenced by the Developer on July 20, 2015 in the Superior Court for the State of California,

County of San Francisco (Golden Link Concessionaire LLC v. State of California Dept. of

Transportation Case No. CGC-15-546962) with prejudice.

 Contract Obligations: The Department’s request for Supplemental Funds also includes

contractual obligations and related costs associated with the landscaping allowance work,

hazardous materials management, and owner-controlled insurance of $1 million.

BACKGROUND: 

Unlike traditional project delivery methods, such as Design-Bid-Build, the P3 was structured on the 

premise that the Developer will secure independent financing and will finance the design and 

construction of the Project.  As set out by the FHWA in the table below, the risks appropriately 

transferred in a P3 project are unique to the project type and delivery methods utilized.  

Tab 55
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Risk Traditional (DBB) Presidio Parkway P3 (DBFOM) 

Change in Law Public Public 

Change in Scope  Public Public 

Construction Private Private 

Design  Public Private 

Final Acceptance  Public Private 

Financing  Public Private 

Force Majeure  Public Shared 

Ground Conditions  Public Private 

Hazardous Materials Public Shared 

Independent Verification/Validation Public Public 

Landscaping Public Shared 

NEPA Approvals  Public Public 

O&M Public Private 

Permits  Public Shared 

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Public Private 

Right of Way  Public Shared 

Security Public Shared 

Utilities  Public Shared 

 

Under a Design-Build-Finance-Operate-Maintain (DBFOM) P3 model such as this Project, the 

responsibilities for designing, building, financing, operating and maintaining a project are bundled 

together and transferred to or shared with private sector partners.  However, even in this model there 

are some responsibilities -or risks - that are better managed by the owner and are therefore kept by the 

owner.  In determining which risks are to be transferred to the private sector, the owner must first 

determine who is in a better position to manage the particular risk.  Transferring too little risk to the 

private sector would negate the benefits of partnering. Alternatively, transferring too much risk, such 

as a risk that the private sector is unable to manage, would result in high-risk premiums, likely making 

the project cost prohibitive. In identifying and allocating risk appropriately, best practices dictates that 

if a risk is difficult to assess or manage, it may be appropriate to share it between the public and 

private sectors.   

Project Overview 

The Project is located in the City and County of San Francisco on Doyle Drive (State Route 101) and 

Richardson Avenue from Lombard Street to the Golden Gate Bridge Toll Plaza.  The Project replaced 

the structurally deficient roadway built in 1936, serving as the southern access to the Golden Gate 

Bridge connecting Marin and San Francisco counties and providing a major regional traffic link 

between the Peninsula and North Bay Area counties.  The Project posed several significant challenges 

that included: the need to keep the existing roadway open to traffic during construction; participation 

of four federal agencies with overlapping jurisdictions; construction within an environmentally 

sensitive National Park, with the requisite permitting processes; and operation and maintenance of 

bridge and tunnel structures with technological challenges.  Furthermore, the Department was required 

to negotiate a Right of Entry (ROE) Agreement with the Presidio Trust (the landowner) and the 

SFCTA for access to the land on which the Project was being built, for the right to construct the 

Project on Presidio Trust property. 
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In May 2010, the Commission approved an original $1,401.79 million budget for the Presidio 

Parkway P3 Project.  In January 2011, after submission of the Project to the Legislature for a 

mandatory review, the Department, in cooperation with the SFCTA, reached commercial close and 

executed the P3 Agreement with  the Developer. Under the terms of the P3 Agreement, the Developer 

had the obligation to design, build, finance, operate and maintain the Project.  

 

Project Funding 

In addition to funding from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Project is funded from 

12 funding sources by two public sponsors.  The Department and the SFCTA entered into a 

Cooperative Agreement in January 1, 2010 that stated: 

Partners are FUNDING PARTNERS for this Agreement…Should PARTNERS determine that 

the PROJECT costs will exceed amounts identified within the FUNDING SUMMARY, 

PARTNERS accept equal obligation to secure any additional funds, beyond, those committed 

in this Agreement, necessary to complete the PROJECT. 

The May 25, 2012 Funding Agreement between the Department and SFCTA modified the project 

funding to state:  

Should State and Authority hereafter mutually agree that Project Costs, (sic) will exceed 

amounts identified within the Funding Summary, State and Authority agree to cooperate to 

seek to secure any additional funds, beyond those committed in this Agreement, that are 

necessary to complete the project.   

In June 2012, after a rigorous initial project debt competition and financing through the Transportation 

Infrastructure Finance Investment Act (TIFIA) loan program, the Developer reached financial close. 

Subsequently, in June 2013, the Commission approved a revised $1,080.54 million budget.  In June 

2016, the Commission added $29 million to pay for Department ordered changes to the project. 

Contract Documents 

There are three volumes of documents that make up the Contract Documents for the Project: Volume I 

is the P3 Agreement; Volume II details the Technical Requirements; and Volume III is the Manuals 

and Guidelines.  

Project Milestones  

The P3 Agreement sets forth two major milestones which must be achieved by the Developer. First is 

Substantial Completion, which means the Project is open to traffic and complete except for certain 

improvements and punch list items.  The Substantial Completion date, September 24, 2015, was a 

commitment made by the Developer in its proposal and memorialized in the First Amendment to the 

P3 Agreement. While the contractual Substantial Completion was set for September 24, 2015, through 

innovative staging and scheduling, the Developer was able to open the facility to traffic, one 

component of Substantial Completion, on July 13, 2015, almost three months in advance of the 

required date, leaving just punch list items to be completed by the contractual Substantial Completion 

date.  This was a major milestone which entitled the Developer to receive the Milestone Payment 

totaling $187 million. Achieving Substantial Completion also entitled the Developer to partial 

quarterly installments of the Availability Payments (AP) for the maintenance and operation of the 

Project.   
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Final Acceptance is the second major milestone which is also set in the First Amendment to the P3 

Agreement. It requires completion of all improvements and punch list items, including landscaping, 

local street improvements, and clearance and restoration of construction areas to their original 

condition.  Because of delays on the Project, a new date for Final Acceptance is being discussed by the 

Parties. 

Pending Litigation 

Litigation for declaratory relief was commenced by the Developer on July 20, 2015 in the Superior 

Court for the State of California, County of San Francisco (Golden Link Concessionaire LLC v. State 

of California Dept. of Transportation Case No. CGC-15-546962).  The parties agreed to stay the 

litigation to allow the parties to engage in negotiations.  Those negotiations have resulted in the 

proposed settlement.  Upon approval of the funding for the proposed settlement, the litigation will be 

dismissed with prejudice, prohibiting the Developer from filing another lawsuit on the same issues, 

and both parties will bear their own costs and fees.  

BASIS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS 

A. Proposed Settlement 

The proposed settlement is intended to resolve all outstanding potential disputes between the Parties 

for which the Developer is contractually entitled to “relief” for cost and/or time and for matters for 

which the Parties have disagreements specific to interpretation of administrative, technical, or legal 

terms and conditions of the P3 Agreement. Article 9 of the P3 Agreement covers both the process for 

the Developer filing potential claims and the process by which the Developer seeks compensation for 

specified Relief Events.  While the process for the filing of the “potential dispute” is the same, it is 

important to distinguish between the two. 

The P3 Agreement permits the Developer to seek relief and the Department is required to compensate 

the Developer for events that occur and are outside the Developer’s reasonable control.  

Notwithstanding the foregoing, a “Relief Event” excludes any event or circumstance to the extent 

caused by the negligence, willful misconduct, breach of contract, or violation of law or Governmental 

Approval by the Developer or any Developer-related entity. The rationale behind providing “relief” to 

a Developer for unknowns is that regardless of the due diligence exercised by the Developer it is 

unreasonable to transfer such risk to the Developer.  The P3 Agreement (Appendix 1) includes 23 

specified events for which the Developer is entitled to relief in the form of either cost and/or time.  

Each Relief Event has a corresponding deductible which must be met before the Department will 

compensate the Developer.  Such examples of Relief Events include but are not limited to the 

following:  

 Uncontrollable occurrences like force majeure events; 

 Changes in law or project criteria that were not known to the Developer and in some cases the 

Department;  

 Department Changes;  

 Department’s failure to perform or observe any material covenants or obligations under the P3 

Agreement or other Contract Documents; 

 Department-Caused Delay.   
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Pursuant to the P3 Agreement, the Developer may file potential claims if it believes it is entitled to 

costs based on delays or extra work, extensions of time, for work it believes it is not required to 

perform under the Contract Documents.  This is an essential process to allow the Department to be 

alerted by the Developer of the possibility of a claim for additional time or money and is an expected 

part of the project.  Throughout the course of the Project, the Developer has filed several potential 

claims based on interpretation of design standards and administrative matters, some of which have 

been previously resolved, the remainder of which are being resolved in the proposed settlement 

between the parties.  Furthermore, for any potential claims not resolved during the life of the contract, 

the parties can file litigation after Final Acceptance of the Project. 

The Developer filed 47 notices of potential claims, which have been a mix of entitlements for Relief 

Events and those which are based on disagreement with the Department’s interpretation of 

administrative and technical provisions in the Contract Documents. Of the 47 potential claims which 

have been filed, 24 of these have either been withdrawn or resolved.  The remaining 23 potential 

claims filed by the Developer are being resolved by the Parties. Identified below are three categories 

of Relief Events, for which the Developer is contractually entitled to compensation, and a listing of 

disputes related to interpretation of technical and administrative provisions in the Contract Document. 

Dollar values listed with each item are the Developer’s full claimed amount, all of which will be 

resolved under the proposed settlement. Total claims exceed $225 million.  

Relief Event 1 - Certain delays in Department’s acquisition of Right of Way, and the lack or loss of 

Department’s continued rights in Right of Way; 

The Presidio Trust is the “landowner” and a ROE Agreement has been executed allowing the 

Department and its Developer to design and construct the Project. Under the P3 Agreement, Presidio 

Trust is a Governmental Entity within whose jurisdiction the Developer is required to perform the 

design and construction activities necessary to complete the Project. The Developer’s entitlement is 

based on the Presidio Trust limiting the continued rights of the Department, and its Developer, to 

design and build the Project within the Right of Way.  The following Developer claims could be Relief 

Events under the terms of the P3 Agreement. 

1. Vegetation Preservation Plan (VPP) ($716,958):  The Developer claims even after the Department 

provided a conditional approval of the VPP and the Treatment Oversight Panel (TOP) had no 

further comments on the VPP, the Presidio Trust provided specific comments on the VPP and 

requested that the Presidio Trust's Technical Requirements for Forested Areas be incorporated as a 

standard for the Work.   

2. Presidio Trust (PT) Geotechnical Criteria ($22,040,094):  The Developer claims the Presidio Trust 

requested the implementation of their newly developed geotechnical and seismic criteria. The 

Trust has generated these criteria to be utilized for the design and construction of several features 

on the Presidio Parkway Project.  The Developer claims these requirements are not in conformance 

with the Contract Documents and were developed after the Developer’s designs had reached the 

Release for Construction stage.   

3. Design Changes due to the Quartermaster Reach (QMR) Wetland Restoration Project 

($1,320,227):  The Presidio Trust has an ongoing, adjacent project entitled Quartermaster Reach 

(QMR) wetland restoration project and issued criteria for the design of the Tennessee Hollow 

and Girard bridge foundations within the QMR restoration project, after the Project had been 

awarded to the Developer.  
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4. Swords to Plowshares Parking Lot ($1,358,020): The Developer claims the Presidio Trust required 

a complete replacement of the Swords to Plowshares parking lot, including but not limited to 

moving the parking lot further to the south and constructing new retaining walls, access, drainage, 

and landscaping for work that is not within the scope of the Contract Documents.  

5. Gorgas Avenue/Richardson Avenue Intersection Design and Traffic Studies ($536,767):  The 

Developer claims the Presidio Trust demanded the Developer perform design development and 

analysis for various options along Gorgas at the Richardson intersection that was not required 

under the Contract Document.  

6. Main Post Tunnel (MPT) Substation Power ($312,376):  The Developer claims that a lack of 

coordination between the Department and PG&E to provide a utility line to the MPT substation 

impacted the sequence of activities that must occur after the line is installed and has caused a 

delay.  

7. Main Post Tunnel Substation Location ($5,640,00):  The location for the Main Post Tunnel 

Substation was defined by the Contract Documents to be placed at the midpoint of the Northbound 

Main Post Tunnel.  The Developer’s conceptual design package for the Main Post Tunnel included 

the substation designed at the location shown in the Contract Documents.  According to the 

Developer, the Presidio Trust was not in agreement with the location as shown.   

Relief Event 2 -Department failure to perform or observe any of its material covenants or 

obligations under the Agreement or other Contract Documents; 

The P3 Agreement transferred the risk of working with and seeking permits from Governmental 

Entities, including the Presidio Trust and permitting agencies like the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (RWQCB) to the Developer, however this is a shared Department-Developer risk. The 

Department’s obligations under P3 Agreement Section 3.2.3 outline the shared obligation in providing 

assistance and cooperation to the Developer in securing such permits. The Developer is expected to 

have been diligent in preparing the necessary documentation to receive the requested permits from the 

Presidio Trust. But in some cases, despite the Department’s intercession as required under Section 

3.2.3, the delays to the Project persisted. The following Developer claims could be Relief Events 

under the terms of the P3 Agreement.  

8. Reimbursement for Management of the Presidio Trust ($56,690,674) :  The Developer claims the 

Presidio Trust has challenged the design authority of the design-build joint venture (DBJV) 

regarding the design of the Presidio Trust facilities by requesting that the DBJV provide a large 

amount of additional analysis, reports, and memos beyond what is defined by the Contract 

Documents.      

9. Landscape Delays (amount unknown at this time):  The Developer claims a potential delay to Final 

Acceptance due to the Landscape Work caused by the Presidio Trust's evolving landscape design 

criteria and refusal to accept the landscape design.  The Developer has demanded a time extension 

and compensation for the Landscape Delays. The Developer is anticipating a 138-day delay.  

Relief Event 3 - Delays in obtaining major permits by the applicable major permits deadline or, 

once obtained, the unlawful revocation or suspension of a major permit by the relevant 

Governmental Entity 

The P3 Agreement transferred the risk of obtaining Major Permits and governmental approvals from 

Governmental Entities, including the Presidio Trust to the Developer.  However, this is a shared 
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Department-Developer risk as the P3 Agreement set a reasonable timeframe within which the entity 

should be expected to respond to the Developer as a Major Permit Deadline under Appendix 21. The 

Department’s obligations under P3 Agreement Section 3.2.3 again supports providing assistance and 

cooperation to the Developer in securing such permits. But, despite the Department’s intercession as 

required under Section 3.2.3, the delays to the Project persisted.  The following Developer claims 

could be Relief Events under the terms of the P3 Agreement. 

10. Presidio Trust Permit Process ($27,338,000):  The Developer claims the Presidio Trust has 

required the Developer to apply for multiple Excavation Clearance Permits (dig permits) in 

order to commence construction work.  The Developer also claims the Presidio Trust is 

improperly using the permit process as an additional approval process in order to control the 

work and extract further scope, concessions, or construction costs from the Developer.  Delays 

in issuance of permits by the Presidio Trust have caused significant delays to critical path work, 

increased efforts from multiple permit applications, and added requirements resulting in additional 

costs. 

11. Storm Water Treatment Permit Modification ($2,542,000):  The Developer claims the additional 

acreage, increased from 27.3 acres to 33.37 acres, requested by the Regional Water Quality 

Control Board (RWQCB) is more than the area available on the Project Right of Way for 

construction of the Best Management Practice (BMP) facilities.  In addition to the revised 

treatment area, the RWQCB required a sizing methodology that impacted the Project’s tributary 

area to size BMP.   

Disputed Technical (Design) Determination - The potential claims below are based on a 

disagreement between the Parties as to the interpretation of certain design requirements and 

standards outlined in the Contract Documents. These interpretative design disputes are outlined 

below.  

12. Re-Route Phase 1 Electrical and Lighting Systems ($250,000):  The Developer claims re-routing 

of the power feeds from the substation at the MacArthur Tunnel to the substation at the Battery 

Tunnel for 8 street lights constructed in Phase 1 was not part of the Contract documents and is 

Extra Work. 

13. PVC in Tunnels ($3,560,000): The Developer elected to use embedded PVC conduits. Department 

has stated that embedded PVC conduit may not be used in the tunnels.  

14. Main Post Tunnel Redesign ($20,340,000): The Developer designed tunnels using a pin roof 

connection.  The Department stated that a fixed connection detail was required and the Developer 

failed to satisfy the Department’s concerns with regard to the pin connection.  

15. Allowance Landscaping for Recreated Bluffs ($5,000,000):  The Project Allowance Landscaping 

includes certain elements of work for which the Contract Documents describe an allocation of 

cost and risk sharing between the Developer and the Department.  The Developer claims that the 

earthwork to recreate the historic bluffs is part of the costs of the Allowance Landscaping.  
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16. Battery Bluffs, Landscape Outside the Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) ($4,326,354):  

The Developer claims the scope of work as detailed in Volume 2, Division II, Landscaping is 

bound by the limits of the (TCE) secured by the Department from the Presidio Trust under the 

Right of Entry Agreement. Based on the Landscape Design Criteria provided by the Department, 

the Developer claims all landscaping identified in the criteria was bound by the (TCE) as 

described in the Contract Documents and no landscaping was shown outside the TCE in the area 

north of the Battery Tunnels at Battery Bluff.  The Developer is requesting additional 

compensation and time extension for landscaping outside the TCE at the Battery Bluffs.   

17. Multiple Use Trail (MUT) at Lyons Street ($118,731):  The Developer claims the Presidio Trust 

has demanded that the Developer construct the connection of the MUT from Lyon Street to Gorgas 

Street as shown in the Architectural Criteria.  The Developer also claims that this work is not part 

of the Contract Documents scope and this area is not within the TCE and therefore additional 

compensation will be due to the Developer for the new scope of work.   

18. Soils Management for Planting Soils ($40,085,556):  The Developer claims that the Presidio Trust 

requested that the Developer prepare a soils management plan for earthwork activities.  The 

Developer complied with the Trust's request and provided numerous plans describing earthwork 

activities, including testing, cut to fill, off-haul and stockpiling plans.  The Presidio Trust requested 

further iterations and additional information as each plan was provided.  The Presidio Trust 

developed their own Supplemental Soils Management Requirements (SSMRs) for Horticultural 

Soil which was provided to the Department and the Developer in draft form.  The Developer 

claims that the Presidio Trust ignored their comments on the SSMRs and proceeded to evaluate 

and permit certain earthwork activities based on the SSMRs which are not required under the 

Contract Documents and thereby imposed significant Extra Work on the Developer, resulting in 

additional costs.   

19. Storm Drain Force Main HDPE (amount unknown at this time):  The Developer used a high 

density polyethylene (HDPE) pipe in place of a welded steel pipe.  The Department commented on 

the plans stating that the welded steel pipe was to be used.  The Developer stated that the 

specifications did not require it.  The Developer filed a potential claim for compensation should 

the Department require the replacement of the HDPE pipe with a welded steel pipe.          

20. Plant Disposal and Replacement (amount unknown at this time):  The Developer has been storing 

plants in a nursery onsite for use in the landscaping on the Project.  The Department informed the 

Developer that as of June 2016 they would no longer be able to store plants in the nursery.  The 

Developer filed a potential claim for the costs of removing and relocating the plants as well as for 

the loss of plants due to the relocation.   

Disputes related to Administrative Provisions 

21. Presidio Trust (PT) Service Fees ($4,000,000):  During Phase 1, the Department entered into an 

agreement with the Presidio Trust to reimburse the Presidio Trust for the costs of their review, 

inspection and oversight for their facilities.  The Developer was also required to enter into such an 

agreement with the Presidio Trust for Phase 2.  The Developer claims the Contract Documents do 

not require the Developer to enter into such an agreement with the Presidio Trust.   
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22. Three Day Closure for Traffic Switch ($3,540,000):  The Project required a full highway closure 

of US 101 from State Route I to Lombard Street in order to complete the permanent alignment for 

traffic.  The Developer's Project Schedule originally intended for this to occur the weekend of May 

15, 2015 but the Project encountered numerous impacts that caused delays, pushing the traffic 

switch out until July.     

23. Finance Interest Charges ($23,000,000):  The Developer filed a potential claim for interest charges 

on the financing it alleges was required to pay for work required pursuant to other potential claims.   

B. Contractual Obligations - The Department’s request for Supplemental Funds is based in part on 

contractual obligations and related costs associated with the landscaping allowance work, hazardous 

materials management, and owner-controlled insurance. Each is discussed in more detail below.  

Landscaping Allowance Work 

At the time of the execution of the P3 Agreement, final landscaping requirements and criteria of the 

Presidio Trust were not yet known to the Department or the Developer.  Accordingly, Article 4.12.2 of 

the P3 Agreement, sets forth the shared cost of designing and constructing landscaping equitably 

between the parties as follows:  

 Developer would bear the cost of landscaping up to $12 million. 

 Department would receive 85% of savings in landscaping costs below $12 million.  

 Department and Developer would each bear 50% of landscaping costs in excess of              

$12 million but less than or equal to $24 million (a total risk of $18 million for the 

Developer.)  

 Department would bear 100% of landscaping costs in excess of $24 million.  

The landscaping allowance work is a shared Department-Developer risk under the P3 Agreement and 

is separated into landscaping work returned to the Presidio Trust (Presidio Trust Landscaping Work) 

and landscaping work and associated soil improvements within the State’s right of way per the 

Contract Documents (ROW Landscaping Work).  Irrespective of the shared cost of designing and 

constructing landscaping, under the P3 Agreement the Developer was required to perform all 

landscaping work and all costs above $24 million were the responsibility of the Department.   

In light of the significant landscaping delays already experienced by the Developer related to the 

Presidio Trust, the parties have agreed that the Developer will complete the remaining ROW 

Landscaping Work.  The parties anticipate that the final costs for the remaining ROW Landscaping 

Work will be less than the Developer’s $18 million share and the Department should receive a credit 

for that amount. Currently the credit back to the State is anticipated to be approximately $1.2 million. 

The remaining Presidio Trust Landscaping Work will be removed from the Developer’s scope and will 

be delivered separately from the P3 Project.  The Department’s reasoning for removing the Presidio 

Trust Landscaping Work is that since the Department is solely responsible for all landscaping work 

above $24 million, it is in the best interest of the State to issue a deductive scope of work for the 

Presidio Trust Landscaping Work in order to more efficiently manage and complete the work.   
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Regarding the remaining Presidio Trust Landscaping Work, the Department is currently working with 

the Presidio Trust and other stakeholders to finalize the scope and the costs of the landscaping within 

the Presidio Trust’s right of way.  The Department is working with the SFCTA and the Presidio Trust 

for participation in funding and completing the Presidio Trust Landscaping Work.  While it is 

undetermined how much the Presidio Trust might contribute, the SFCTA intends on committing up to 

$2 million, pending governing board action. This is consistent with the Funding Agreement dated May 

25, 2012 wherein the Department and SFCTA agreed to cooperate to seek to secure any additional 

funds necessary to complete the Project. 

The parties will memorialize the details of the deductive scope of work related to the Presidio Trust 

Landscaping Work and ROW Landscaping Work in an amendment to the P3 Agreement.  

Hazardous Materials 

Pursuant to the Hazardous Materials provisions of the P3 Agreement (Section 4.10) the Developer is 

responsible for the management, handling and remediation of Hazardous Materials.  The costs for off-

site disposal of Hazardous Materials that exist in the Project Right of Way at any time during 

construction, including those that migrate from elsewhere into the Project Right of Way after a certain 

point in time (Pre-Existing Hazardous Materials), are a shared Department-Developer risk and are 

contractually allocated as follows: 

 Developer is responsible for the costs for the first 9,450 cubic yards of excavated soils 

contaminated with Pre-existing Hazardous Materials that must be disposed of at a Class 1 

disposal facility, and the first 53,550 cubic yards of excavated soils contaminated with Pre-

existing Hazardous Materials that can be disposed of at a Class 2 disposal facility. 

 Department and Developer shall each be responsible for 50% of the costs for the next 1,890 

cubic yards of Class 1 Pre-existing Hazardous Materials that must be disposed of at a Class 1 

disposal facility, and for the next 10,710 cubic yards of Class 2 Pre-existing Hazardous 

Materials that can be disposed of at a Class 2 disposal facility. 

 Department will pay 100% of the costs of any additional off-site disposal of Pre-existing 

Hazardous Materials. 

The parties have agreed as part of the proposed settlement that the entire risk of the removal and 

disposal of Hazardous Materials will be borne by the Developer and the Department will not be 

required to share in the cost, regardless of whether the quantities removed exceed the amount set forth 

above.   

The parties will memorialize the details of the costs of the Hazardous Materials now borne completely 

by the Developer in an amendment to the P3 Agreement.  

Owner-Controlled Insurance Program 

The Department set up an owner-controlled insurance program (OCIP) during project construction.  It 

provides general liability insurance for construction activities, contractors’ pollution liability 

insurance, and worker’s compensation.  Developer and all its contractors at all tiers are obligated to 

sign up to these coverages. Developer is required to provide insurance coverages not within the OCIP, 

as outlined in Appendix 9 of the P3 Agreement. The policies for which the Developer is required to 

provide insurance include but is not limited to Builder’s Risk, Workers’ Compensation, Employers’ 

Liability Compliant with California Statute, Commercial General Liability, Commercial Automobile 

Liability as well as Contractors Pollution Liability.  
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A delay in the overall project timeline and Final Acceptance of the Project requires the extension of 

OCIP coverage.  Based on the current changes, it is estimated that $1 million is needed for OCIP 

service cost for the remainder of the Project activities. The Developer will bear the costs for extension 

of any additional insurances for which the Developer is contractually obligated. 

 

C. Next Steps 

The proposed settlement of all outstanding potential claims has been aggressively negotiated between 

the Parties for the better part of a year.  The Department believes that the proposed settlement of $91.1 

million is fair and reasonable, given Developer claims that exceed $225 million.   The alternative of 

rejecting the proposed settlement and proceeding with litigation will likely add to the risk of higher 

payouts. The complexity of the project and of the P3 contracts will contribute to an unpredictable trial 

outcome.  The settlement avoids the risk inherent in a jury trial.  If this supplemental fund request is 

approved, the Department and Developer will begin preparing an amendment to the P3 Agreement. As 

with any “Major Projects” the Department has already engaged FHWA and, based on our ongoing 

discussions, believes that the supplemental funds will be approved for federal reimbursement. 

Because the Project is the first P3 delivered under the authority granted in SBX2 4, it will naturally be 

a topic of debate regarding this particular delivery method.  While this supplemental funds request will 

no doubt figure into that conversation, useful conclusions are unlikely to emerge until a thorough post-

project analysis can be conducted. A thorough examination will ultimately yield data-based 

conclusions about the impact of changing delivery methods after the first phase of a complex project, 

about limitations of risk transfer and assumptions and consequences of the level of contingency funds 

assigned to a project.  The effects of those decisions, among others, along with the unusual 

complications of building without land ownership and under the oversight of a uniquely structured 

authorizing agency, deserve robust analysis.  The Department is committed to conducting an 

exhaustive analysis and will publish a report on lessons learned and best practices with regards to the 

Project, and future P3 projects. 

 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 

Resolved, that $91,100,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2016, Budget Act Items  

2660-302-0042 and 2660-302-0890, to provide funds to complete construction on the Presidio 

Parkway P3 Project. 
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Project’s Location: 

 

 
 

 
 



 State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

          CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17–18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.7b. 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Gary Cathey 

Division Chief 

Division of Aeronautics 

Subject: ALLOCATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS FOR PREVIOUSLY VOTED CALIFORNIA 

AID TO AIRPORTS PROGRAM FOR ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 

RESOLUTION FDOAS–2016–01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $88,000 in the California Aid to Airport Program 

(CAAP) for Acquisition and Development (A&D) funding for the Runway Overlay and Restripe 

Pavement project at Ruth Airport (Tri-7-14-1) located in Trinity County (County), as identified below. 

ISSUE: 

Additional funds are needed for the previously voted CAAP project in order to award the project.  The 

previous allocation for this project was $432,000.  However, this will not be sufficient funding to cover 

the full cost of the project.  Additional supplemental funds of $88,000 will allow for the award of the 

project as programmed.  

RESOLUTION: 

Resolved, that $88,000 be allocated to provide additional funds for the project identified below. 

Project Project Number 

Original 

allocated 

Amount 

Allocation 

Adjustment 

Revised 

Allocation 

% Increase 

Above Current Allocation 

1 Tri-7-14-1 $432,000 $88,000 $520,000 20% 

Tab 56
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Project 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 
County 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Number 

 
 

Program/Year 
Fund Code 

Program Code 

 
Current  

State Amount 
by Fund Type 

Additional 
State Amount 
by Fund Type 

Revised 
State Amount  
by Fund Type 

2.7b. Supplemental Financial Allocation for California Aid to Airport Program  for   Resolution FDOA–2016–01 
 Acquisition and Development (A&D) Project   

1 
$88,000 

  
County of Trinity  

 
Ruth Airport  
Runway Overlay and Restripe Pavement  
Tri-7-14-1  
 
Supplemental Funds needed to award 
the project. 
 
Total Revised Amount:  $520,000. 
 

 
   2014-15 
602-0041 

10.10.020.200 
 

2016-17 
602-0041                               

10.10.020.200 
 

 
 

$432,000 

 
 
 
 
 

$88,000 
 

 
 

$432,000 
 
 

$88,000 

 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 

The Ruth Airport Project will involve paving the runway with Asphalt Concrete (AC) and restriping. 
 

FUNDING STATUS: 
 

On March 26, 2015, the Commission allocated $432,000 in A&D funding to the County.  The current 

allocated amount is not sufficient, and the County needs an additional $88,000 to award the project.    
 

REASONS FOR COST INCREASE: 
 

When this project was advertised, the lowest bid came in greater than the Engineer’s Estimate.  The cost of 

AC was much higher than anticipated due to the remoteness of the airport.  A supplemental allocation of 

$88,000 will come from savings from the withdrawal of two grants that had been previously allocated to 

the County of Lassen for Ravendale and Herlong Airports. 

 

This type of project (Overlay Runway) has the highest ranking in the Commission approved Capital 

Improvement Plan Priority Ranking Matrix. 
 

DETERMINATION: 
 

The Department had determined that this request of $88,000 is needed in order to complete construction. 

 

 



State of California California State Transportation Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.1a.(1) 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 

Division of 

Transportation Programming 

Subject:  SHOPP AMENDMENT 14H-498 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Highway Operation and 

Protection Program (SHOPP) Amendment 14H-498; in accordance with Senate Bill 486 which 

requires the Commission to approve any changes or new projects amended into the SHOPP. 

ISSUE: 

Since the June 2016 report to the Commission, the Department recommends 31 new capital 

projects to be amended into the 2014 SHOPP, as summarized in Attachment 1.  The 

amendments noted below would be funded from the Major Damage Restoration and 2014 

SHOPP programming capacity.  

2014 SHOPP Summary of 
New Projects by Category 

No. 
FY 2014/15 

 ($1,000) 
FY 2015/16 

($1,000) 
FY 2016/17 

($1,000) 
FY 2017/18 

($1,000) 

Major Damage Restoration 31 $66,477 

Total Amendments 31 $66,477 

Tab 57
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BACKGROUND: 

 

In each even numbered year, the Department prepares a four-year SHOPP which defines 

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.  Between programming cycles, the Department updates scope, 

schedule and cost to effectively deliver projects.   

 

Resolution G-00-13, established in June 2000, provides the Department with means to develop 

SHOPP projects which require periods longer than the four-year SHOPP cycle.  The 

Commission authorized the Department to program projects for development only when 

appropriate.  Long Lead projects must identify challenges that require additional time beyond the 

typical four years to complete.   

 

Senate Bill 486, approved by Governor September 30, 2014, requires Commission approval of 

projects amended into the SHOPP. 

 

 

Attachment  
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 

Major Damage Restoration 

 
 
 
 

4648 

 
1-Men-101 

93.5 
 

0G340 
01 1600 0171 

 
Near Piercy, at 0.4 mile north of 
Jitney Gulch Bridge.  Repair roadway 
slip-out. 

   
$75 (R/W) 
$5,575 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$75 
$1,800 

$1,875 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

4127 

 
3-ED-50 
22.3/66.5 

 
1H690 

03 1600 0255 

 
Near Camino, from Braeburn Lane to 
Echo Summit.  Remove and dispose 
of hazardous trees and clear fire fuel. 

   
$3,300 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$5 
$0 
$0 

$300 

$305 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 4 
Senate: 6 

Congress: 4 
 

1 Locations 

 
 
 
 

3998 

 
3-Nev-20 
22.2/45.7 

 
1H680 

03 1600 0254 

 
In Nevada and Placer Counties, from 
Harmony Ridge Road to Route 80.  
Remove and dispose of hazardous 
trees and clear fire fuel. 

   
$2,900 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$5 
$0 
$0 

$300 

$305 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 3 
Senate: 1, 4 
Congress: 4 

 
1 Locations 

 
 
 
 

5118 

 
3-Pla-80 
39.0/69.7 

 
1H760 

03 1600 0268 

 
Near Gold Run and Kingsville, from 
Magra Overcrossing to the Nevada 
County line.  Remove and dispose of 
hazardous trees and clear fire fuel. 

   
$4,400 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$5 
$0 
$0 

$400 

$405 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 3 
Senate: 1 

Congress: 4 
 

1 Locations 

 
 
 
 

7798 

 
3-Sie-49 

3.1 
 

1H670 
03 1600 0235 

 
Near Camptonville, at 0.6 mile south 
of the North Fork Yuba River bridge.  
Construct retaining wall and rebuild 
roadway. 

   
$1,600 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$5 
$0 
$0 

$400 

$405 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 3 
Senate: 1 

Congress: 4 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

8504 

 
3-Sut-113 

6.7 
 

1H660 
03 1600 0225 

 
Near Robbins at Varney Road.  
Repair culvert failure. 

   
$500 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$5 
$0 
$0 

$50 

$55 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 2 
Senate: 4 

Congress: 2 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1497E 

 
4-Ala-Var 

Var 
 

1K480 
04 1600 0250 

 
In Alameda and Contra Costa 
Counties along 8 separate routes.  
Remove and dispose of hazardous 
trees next to roadway. 

   
$20 (R/W) 
$760 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$250 

$250 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 11, 14, 
15, 16, 18, 20 

Senate: 7, 9, 10 
Congress: 7, 9, 

10, 11, 13 
 

52 Locations 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 

Major Damage Restoration (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

1451B 

 
4-Mrn-Var 

Var 
 

2K250 
04 1600 0395 

 
In Marin, Lake, Napa, Solano and 
Sonoma Counties along 12 separate 
routes.  Remove and dispose of 
hazardous trees next to roadway. 

   
$20 (R/W) 
$3,400 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$1,020 

$1,020 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 1, 6, 7, 
8  

Senate: 2, 3, 5 
Congress: 1, 3, 6, 

7, 10 
 

174 Locations 

 
 
 
 

2S990 

 
4-Mrn-1 

14.4/14.5 
 

2K510 
04 1600 0433 

 
Near Stinson Beach, at 2.2 miles 
north of Panoramic Highway.  Shift 
roadway lanes away from lagoon 
shore. 

   
$10 (R/W) 
$1,100 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$300 

$300 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 6 
Senate: 3 

Congress: 6 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1499M 

 
4-SF-Var 

Var 
 

1K840 
04 1600 0321 

 
In San Francisco, San Mateo, and 
Santa Clara Counties along 17 
separate routes.  Remove or trim 
hazardous trees next to roadway. 

   
$20 (R/W) 
$1,450 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$450 

$450 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 12, 13 
Senate: 3, 8 

Congress: 8, 12 
 

100 Locations 

 
 
 
 

1450B 

 
4-Son-1 

15.4 
 

1K790 
04 1600 0315 

 
Near Jenner, at 0.4 mile north of 
Calle del Sol.  Install one-way 
signalization. 

   
$500 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$200 

$200 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 6 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

6808 

 
6-Fre-168 
R33.0/65.9 

 
0V650 

06 1600 0245 

 
Near Shaver Lake, from 0.1 mile 
north of Beal Fire Road to end of 
Route at Huntington Lake.  Remove 
and dispose of hazardous trees and 
clear fire fuel. 

   
$100 (R/W) 
$6,000 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$250 
$100 
$950 

$1,300 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 29 
Senate: 14 

Congress: 21 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

6807 

 
6-Mad-41 
29.0/45.7 

 
0V640 

06 1600 0239 

 
In Madera and Mariposa Counties, 
near Oakhurst, from PM 29.0 to 45.7 
and near Fish Camp at PM 0.0 to 4.9; 
also on Route 49 near Ahwahnee 
from PM 4.0 to 9.3.  Remove and 
dispose of hazardous trees and clear 
fire fuel. 

   
$100 (R/W) 
$5,000 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$250 
$100 
$950 

$1,300 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 25 
Senate: 14 

Congress: 19 
 

3 Locations 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 

Major Damage Restoration (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

6806 

 
6-Tul-245 
32.5/33.0 

 
0V630 

06 1600 0231 

 
In Tulare and Fresno Counties near 
Sequoia National Park, from 20.5 
miles north of Route 201 to Route 
180 (Fre 0.0/8.97).  Remove and 
dispose of hazardous trees and clear 
fire fuel. 

   
$100 (R/W) 
$4,500 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$250 
$100 
$950 

$1,300 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 30 
Senate: 18 

Congress: 21, 25 
 

2 Locations 

 
 
 
 

5099 

 
7-LA-Var 

Var 
 

4X910 
07 1600 0321 

 
In Los Angeles County, on Routes 5, 
14, 118, 170, and 405 at various post 
miles.  Remove and dispose of 
hazardous trees next to the roadway. 

   
$80 (R/W) 
$2,000 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$10 
$700 

$710 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 36, 37, 
38, 39, 41, 42 thru 

71  
Senate: 17, 19 

thru 30 
Congress: 22, 24 

thru 39 
 

5 Locations 

 
 
 
 

5100 

 
7-LA-Var 

Var 
 

4X920 
07 1600 0320 

 
In Los Angeles County, on Routes 2, 
10, 57, 60, 71, 101, and 210 at 
various post miles.  Remove and 
dispose of hazardous trees next to 
the roadway. 

   
$80 (R/W) 
$3,500 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$10 
$1,000 

$1,010 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 36, 37, 
38, 39, 41, 42 thru 

71  
Senate: 17, 19 

thru 30 
Congress: 22, 24 

thru 39 
 

7 Locations 

 
 
 
 

5102 

 
7-LA-Var 

Var 
 

4X940 
07 1600 0319 

 
In Los Angeles County, on Routes 
134 and 210 at various post miles.  
Remove and dispose of hazardous 
trees next to the roadway. 

   
$80 (R/W) 
$2,300 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$10 
$800 

$810 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 36, 37, 
38, 39, 41, 42 thru 

71  
Senate: 17, 19 

thru 30 
Congress: 22, 24 

thru 39 
 

2 Locations 

 
 
 
 

5057 

 
7-LA-Var 

Var 
 

4X950 
07 1600 0323 

 
In Los Angeles County, on Routes 5, 
47, 91, 105, 110, 405, 605, and 710 
at various post miles.  Remove and 
dispose of hazardous trees next to 
the roadway. 

   
$80 (R/W) 
$2,600 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$10 
$760 

$770 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 36, 37, 
38, 39, 41, 42 thru 

71  
Senate: 17, 19 

thru 30 
Congress: 22, 24 

thru 39 
 

8 Locations 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 

Major Damage Restoration (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

5101 

 
7-Ven-Var 

Var 
 

4X930 
07 1600 0318 

 
In Ventura and Los Angeles Counties, 
on Ventura Routes 1, 101, 103, 150, 
118 and on Los Angeles Route 1 at 
various post miles.  Remove and 
dispose of hazardous trees next to 
the roadway. 

   
$80 (R/W) 
$1,800 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$10 
$720 

$730 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 35, 37, 
38, 41 

Senate: 17, 18, 23 
Congress: 23, 24 

 
5 Locations 

 
 
 
 

2626 

 
9-Iny-395 

R17.9 
 

36760 
09 1600 0039 

 
At Coso Junction Safety Roadside 
Rest Area (SRRA).  Install new septic 
system leach field. 

   
$390 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$5 
$0 

$10 

$15 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 34 
Senate: 18 

Congress: 25 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

3200 

 
10-Cal-4 

27.7/R63.0 
 

1G560 
10 1600 0226 

 
Near Murphys and Arnold, from PM 
27.7 to 63.0.  Remove and dispose of 
hazardous trees next to the roadway. 

   
$40 (R/W) 
$1,360 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$120 

$96 
$24 

$560 

$800 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 25 
Senate: 6 

Congress: 3 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

3186 

 
10-Mpa-140 

20.0/51.8 
 

1G430 
10 1600 0173 

 
Near the town of Mariposa, on Route 
140 at PM 20.0 to 21.5 and PM 22.0 
to 51.8; also on Route 49 at PM 0.3 to 
9.0.  Remove and dispose of 
hazardous trees next to the roadway. 

   
$40 (R/W) 
$1,260 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$70 
$96 
$24 

$560 

$750 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 25 
Senate: 14 

Congress: 19 
 

3 Locations 

 
 
 
 

3197 

 
10-SJ-5 

6.3 
 

1G540 
10 1600 0210 

 
Near Tracy, at 0.2 mile south of 
Route 33.  Remove abandoned pipe 
and repair sinkhole. 

   
$1,500 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$6 

$20 
$0 

$80 

$106 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 17, 26 
Senate: 14 

Congress: 11, 18 
 

1 Locations 

 
 
 
 

1207 

 
11-Imp-Var 

Var 
 

42600 
11 1600 0110 

 
In Imperial and San Diego Counties 
on various routes at various locations, 
countywide in Imperial and east of 
Route 15 and south of Route 8 in San 
Diego County.  Remove and dispose 
of hazardous trees. 

   
$493 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$90 

$90 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 18 
Senate: 40 

Congress: 51 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1235 

 
11-SD-5 

52.2 
 

42720 
11 1600 0166 

 
In Oceanside, at northbound 
approach to Loma Alta Creek Bridge 
No. 57-0125.  Repair erosion damage 
void. 

   
$600 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$180 

$180 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 73 
Senate: 38 

Congress: 49 
 

1 Location 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 

Major Damage Restoration (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

1238 

 
11-SD-94 
39.0/49.0 

 
42760 

11 1600 0181 

 
In San Diego County from Potrero to 
Campo.  Repair wildfire damage to 
roadway. 

   
$800 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$300 

$300 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 77 
Senate: 40 

Congress: 51 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1236 

 
11-SD-94 

50.6 
 

42740 
11 1600 0173 

 
Near Campo, at Campo Creek Bridge 
No. 57-0120.  Replace bridge. 

   
$50 (R/W) 
$3,450 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$500 
$100 
$500 

$1,100 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 77 
Senate: 40 

Congress: 51 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1208 

 
11-SD-Var 

Var 
 

42610 
11 1600 0111 

In San Diego County, on various 
routes at various locations west of 
Route 15 and north of Route 8.  
Remove and dispose of hazardous 
trees. 

   
$530 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$95 

$95 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 66, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 

79 
Senate: 36, 38, 39 
Congress: 49, 50, 

51, 52, 53 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1206 

 
11-SD-Var 

Var 
 

42590 
11 1600 0109 

In San Diego County, on various 
routes at various locations east of 
Route 15 and north of Route 8.  
Remove and dispose of hazardous 
trees. 

   
$642 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$100 

$100 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 66, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 

79 
Senate: 36, 38, 39 
Congress: 49, 50, 

51, 52, 53 
 

1 Location 

 
 
 
 

1209 

 
11-SD-Var 

Var 
 

42620 
11 1600 0112 

 
In San Diego County, on various 
routes at various locations west of 
Route 15 and south of Route 8.  
Remove and dispose of hazardous 
trees. 

   
$442 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$90 

$90 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 66, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 

79 
Senate: 36, 38, 39 
Congress: 49, 50, 

51, 52, 53 
 

1 Location 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 

Major Damage Restoration (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

1202 

 
12-Ora-Var 

Var 
 

0Q180 
12 1600 0096 

 
In Orange County, on various routes 
at various locations.  Remove and 
dispose of hazardous trees next to 
the roadway. 

   
$100 (R/W) 

$750 (C) 

 
15/16 

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$22 
$29 
$50 

$300 

$401 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 58, 60, 
67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 

73 
Senate: 29, 34, 

35, 38 
Congress: 40, 42, 

44, 46, 47, 48 
 

15 Locations 
 

 



State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.1a.(2)  
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of
Transportation Programming

Subject:  SHOPP AMENDMENT 16H-005 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Highway Operation and 
Protection Program (SHOPP) Amendment 16H-005; in accordance with Senate Bill 486 which 
requires the Commission to approve any changes or new projects amended into the SHOPP. 

ISSUE: 

Since the June 2016 report to the Commission, the Department recommends 24 new capital 
projects to be amended into the 2016 SHOPP, as summarized in Attachment 1.  The 
amendments noted below would be funded from the Major Damage Restoration, Safety 
Improvement, Bridge Preservation, Roadside Preservation, Proposition 1B Bond and 2016 
SHOPP programming capacity.  

2016 SHOPP Summary of 
New Projects by Category No. FY 2016/17 

 ($1,000) 
FY 2017/18 

($1,000) 
FY 2018/19 

($1,000) 
FY 2019/20 

($1,000) 

Major Damage Restoration 1 $2,000
Collision Reduction 16 $851 $10,731 $6,614 $36,095
Bridge Preservation 2 $4,140 $4,959
Roadside Preservation 5 $15,515
Propposition 1B Bond 1 $3,277
Total Amendments 25 $6,991 $14,008 $11,573 $51,610

The Department also recommends that the capital projects, as summarized in Attachment 2 will 
be amended into the 2016 SHOPP. 

Tab 58



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  Reference No.: 2.1a.(2) 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  August 17-18, 2016 
  Page 2 of 2 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

 

BACKGROUND: 
 
In each even numbered year, the Department prepares a four-year SHOPP which defines 
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.  Between programming cycles, the Department updates scope, 
schedule and cost to effectively deliver projects.   
 
Resolution G-00-13, established in June 2000, provides the Department with means to develop 
SHOPP projects which require periods longer than the four-year SHOPP cycle.  The 
Commission authorized the Department to program projects for development only when 
appropriate.  Long Lead projects must identify challenges that require additional time beyond the 
typical four years to complete.   
 
Senate Bill 486, approved by Governor September 30, 2014, requires Commission approval of 
projects amended into the SHOPP. 
 
 
 
 
Attachments  
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    List of New 2016 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments  

 
PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Major Damage Restoration 

 
 
 
 

1452M 

 
4-SM-1 

39.6/40.1 
 

2K910 
04 1700 0049 

 
Near Pacifica, at the Tom Lantos 
Tunnels.  Perform outstanding 
environmental mitigation 
commitments. 

   
$25 (R/W) 
$1,975 (C) 

 
16/17

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$25 
$1,500 
$1,525 

 
201.131 

Assembly: 19 
Senate: 8 

Congress: 12 
 

3 Locations 
Collision Reduction 

 
 
 
 

2393 

 
1-Hum-101 
78.1/79.6 

 
0E680 

01 1400 0123 

 
In Eureka, on 4th Street from 
Broadway to Y Street.  Restripe to 
add traffic and bicycle lanes, 
construct pedestrian bulb-outs and 
ADA ramps, and install or modify 
signals. 
PAED: 12/01/2017 
R/W:    12/01/2018 
RTL:    12/15/2018 
CCA:   12/01/2020 

   
$360 (R/W) 
$6,254 (C) 

 
18/19

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,114 

$690 
$362 

$1,236 
$3,402 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
 

503 Collisions 
reduced 

 
 
 
 

3102 

 
1-Lak-29 
12.8/14.4 

 
0E720 

01 1500 0003 

 
Near Lower Lake, from north of 
Spruce Grove Road to south of 
Hofacker Lane.  Widen shoulders. 
PAED: 10/01/2018 
R/W:    10/01/2019 
RTL:    10/15/2019 
CCA:   12/01/2021 

   
$502 (R/W) 
$8,813 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,280 
$1,119 

$88 
$2,464 
$4,951 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 4 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 5 
 

18 Collisions 
reduced 

 
 
 
 

3203 

 
1-Lak-29 

Var 
 

0E730 
01 1500 0004 

 
Near Lower Lake, at various 
locations.  Widen for truck climbing 
lanes and shoulders. 
PAED: 10/01/2018 
R/W:    10/01/2019 
RTL:    10/15/2019 
CCA:   12/01/2021 

   
$459 (R/W) 
$5,646 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,355 
$1,216 

$62 
$2,039 
$4,672 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 4 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 5 
 

45 Collisions 
reduced 

 
 
 
 

2636 

 
5-SCR-1 
16.7/17.0 

 
1H060 

05 1600 0020 

 
In and near Santa Cruz, from 0.1 mile 
south of Route 1/17 Separation to 0.4 
mile south of Pasatiempo 
Overcrossing; also on Route 17 (PM 
0.0/0.3). Realign southbound Route 
17 connector to southbound Route 1. 
PAED: 08/01/2017 
R/W:    03/08/2019 
RTL:    07/01/2019 
BC:      11/01/2019 

   
$658 (R/W) 
$5,811 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$792 

$1,930 
  $217 

$1,973 
$4,912 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 29 
Senate: 17 

Congress: 18, 20  
 

140 Collisions 
reduced 
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    List of New 2016 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments  

 
PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Collision Reduction (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

6811 

 
6-FRE-198 

Var 
 

OV310 
07 1600 0130 

 
In and near Coalinga, from the 
Monterey County line to Kings 
County line at various locations (PM 
0.0/42.7). Install centerline rumble 
strip. 
PAED: 06/23/2016 
R/W:    02/08/2017 
RTL:    03/08/2017 
BC:      07/14/2017 

   
$ 1 (R/W) 
$ 850 (C) 

 
16/17

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$450 
  $1 

$350 
$801 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 30, 31 
Senate: 12,14 
Congress: 21  

 
25 Collisions 

reduced 
 

 
 
 
 

6793 

 
6-TUL-198 
10.5/11.2 

 
0U720 

06 1600 0026 

 
In Visalia, from Burke Street to 0.7 
mile east of Ben Maddox Way. Widen 
inside shoulder and construct rumble 
strip 
PAED: 04/30/2017 
R/W:    09/15/2017 
RTL:    09/30/2017 
BC:      03/20/2018 

   
$4 (R/W) 
$915 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$450 
$425 
  $24 
$215 

$1,114 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 26 
Senate: 16 

Congress: 22 
 

12 Collisions 
reduced 

 
 
 
 
 

5076 

 
7-LA-1 

6.5 
 

33020 
07 1600 0212 

 
In Long Beach, at Pacific Avenue. 
Install left-turn phasing, ladder 
striping crosswalks and upgrade 
signals and curb ramps to meet 
current standards. 
PAED: 06/30/2016 
R/W:    07/06/2017 
RTL:    08/15/2017 
BC:      12/19/2017 

   
$126 (R/W) 
$525 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$235 
  $60 
$200 
$495 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 64 
Senate: 43 

Congress: 35 
 

32 Collisions 
reduced 

 

 
 
 
 

5085 

 
7-LA-1 
10.7 

 
33170 

07 1600 0234 

 
In the city of Los Angeles, at North 
Fries Avenue. Install new traffic 
signal and surveillance system, 
safety lighting, pedestrian crosswalks 
and upgrade ADA cub ramps. 
 
PAED: 06/30/2016 
R/W:    01/31/2018 
RTL:    03/31/2018 
BC:      10/31/2018 

   
$ 185 (R/W) 
$ 515 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$382 
  $178 
$270 
$830 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 64 
Senate: 35 

Congress: 44  
 

4 Collisions 
reduced 

 

 
 
 
 

5153 

 
7-LA-5 
18.3 

 
33270 

07 1600 0290 

 
In the city of Los Angeles, at the 
westbound Route 10 connector to 
southbound Route 5.  Apply High 
Friction Surface Treatment (HFST) 
and upgrade lighting. 
PAED: 02/28/2018 
R/W:    09/30/2019 
RTL:    10/30/2019 
BC:      05/28/2020 

   
$ 10 (R/W) 
$ 1,813 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$215 
$450 
  $15 
$466 

$1,146 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 53 
Senate: 24 

Congress: 34  
 

62 Collisions 
reduced 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 
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Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
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($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Collision Reduction (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

5084 

 
7-LA-110 

9.7 
 

33160 
07 1600 0233 

 
In the city of Los Angeles, at the 
northbound Route 110 connector to 
eastbound Route 91. Apply High 
Friction Bauxite Surface Treatment 
(HFBST), install high visibility 
thermoplastic lane and edge lines 
and upgrade guardrail to current 
standards. 
PAED: 04/16/2018 
R/W:    08/20/2019 
RTL:    10/11/2019 
BC:      05/14/2020 

   
$10 (R/W) 
$1,585 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$304 
$558 
  $13 
$756 

$1,631 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 64 
Senate: 43 

Congress: 35 
 

30 Collisions 
reduced 

 

 
 
 
 

4963 

 
7-LA-605 
23.4/23.6 

 
31880 

07 1600 0001 

 
In Irwindale, at the Route 605 
northbound ramp to westbound Live 
Oak Avenue. Realign and widen 
ramp, construct retaining wall, install 
concrete barrier and replace 
guardrail. 
PAED: 06/29/2016 
R/W:    09/19/2019 
RTL:    11/18/2019 
BC:      05/29/2020 

   
$1,077 (R/W)
$3,520 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$1,232 
  $276 

$1,340 
$2,848 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 48 
Senate: 32 

Congress: 22 
 

20 Collisions 
reduced 

 

 
 
 
 

3178 

 
10-Ama-88 

Var 
 

1C430 
10 1600 0127 

 
In Amador and Alpine Counties on 
Routes 16, 49, 88, and 104 at various 
locations.  Install centerline and 
shoulder rumble strips. 
PAED: 03/01/2017 
R/W:    11/01/2017 
RTL:    03/02/2018 
BC:     11/15/2018 

   
$2 (R/W) 

$5,517 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$409 
$837 

$57 
$916 

$2,219 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 4 
Senate: 1 

Congress: 4 
 

403 Collisions 
reduced 

 
 
 
 

3201 

 
10-Mpa-49 

0.3/23.0 
 

1E570 
10 1600 0126 

 
Near the community of Mariposa, 
from Mt. Bullion Cutoff Road to 
Madera County line at various 
locations; also, in Tuolumne County 
near Sonora on Route 49 from PM 
0.5 to R27.5 at various locations.  
Install centerline, shoulder, and 
edgeline rumble strips. 
PAED: 03/01/2017 
R/W:    11/01/2017 
RTL:    03/02/2018 
BC:     11/15/2018 

   
$2 (R/W) 

$1,654 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$281 
$725 

$30 
$363 

$1,399 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 25 
Senate: 12 

Congress: 19 
 

78 Collisions 
reduced 
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PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Collision Reduction (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

2861D 

 
12-Ora-5 

35.0 
 

0P390 
12 1500 0094 

 
In the city of Orange, on Route 5 
northbound off-ramp to State College 
Boulevard. Replace traffic signal 
system with overhead bridge signal 
structure including high visibility light 
emitting diodes (LED) signal heads 
facing southbound State College 
Boulevard. 
PAED: 06/24/2016 
R/W:    11/01/2017 
RTL:    02/01/2018 
BC:      05/01/2018 

   
$7 (R/W) 
$1,279 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$647 
  $16 
$615 

$1,278 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 68 
Senate: 37 

Congress: 45 
 

25 Collisions 
reduced 

 

 
 
 
 

3167 

 
12-Ora-39 

5.1/8.1 
 

0P010 
12 1500 0022 

 
In Huntington Beach, Westminster 
and Garden Grove, at the 
intersections of Heil Avenue (PM 
5.14), MacDonald Street (PM 5.30) 
and Trask Avenue (PM 8.14); also on 
Route 90 in Brea at the intersection 
of Castlegate Lane/Placentia Avenue 
(PM 5.93). Modify existing signals 
and lighting and upgrade ADA 
facilities to current standards.  
PAED: 08/01/2017 
R/W:    06/01/2019 
RTL:    07/01/2019 
BC:      12/02/2019 

   
$400 (R/W) 
$1,570 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$500 
$750 

  $420 
$720 

$2,390 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 65, 72, 
55 

Senate: 34, 37, 29 
Congress: 47, 48, 

39 
 

131 Collisions 
reduced 

 

 
 
 
 

4096R 

 
12-Ora-73 

24.0 
 

0N860 
12 1400 0123 

 
In Newport Beach, on the Route 73 
southbound off-ramp to MacArthur 
Boulevard. Widen ramp, install traffic 
signal and guardrail. 
PAED: 03/01/2018 
R/W:    02/03/2020 
RTL:    03/02/2020 
BC:      12/01/2020 

   
$19 (R/W) 
$4,202 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$500 

$1,500 
  $30 

$1,052 
$3,082 

 
201.010 

Assembly: 74 
Senate: 37 

Congress: 48 
 

82 Collisions 
reduced 

 
Bridge Preservation 

 
 
 
 

4649 

 
1-Men-101 

48.1 
 

0G380 
01 1600 0177 

 
Near Willits, at Upp Creek Bridge No. 
10-0070.  Replace existing box 
culvert with bridge to improve fish 
barrier passage. 
PAED: 07/01/2016 
R/W:    09/15/2016 
RTL:    09/30/2016 
BC:      05/01/2017 

   
$4,140 (C) 

 
16/17

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$848 
$12 

$1,507 
$2,367 

 
201.110 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
 

1 Bridge 
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    List of New 2016 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments  

 
PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Bridge Preservation (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

3192 

 
10-Sta-99 

R13.9/R15.1 
 

1C870 
10 1600 0024 

 
In and near Modesto, from north of 
Hatch Road to south of Tuolumne 
Boulevard at Tuolumne River Bridge 
(No. 38-0078L/R), South Modesto 
Undercrossing (No. 38-0082L/R), and 
South Modesto Overhead (No. 38-
0076L/R).  Replace bridge approach 
slabs and joint seals at six bridges, 
and repair bridge deck at one 
location. 
PAED: 03/28/2017 
R/W:    12/18/2018 
RTL:    01/17/2019 
BC:      06/14/2019 

   
$30 (R/W) 
$4,929 (C) 

 
18/19

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$310 
$845 

$10 
$1,040 
$2,205 

 
201.119 

Assembly: 25, 26 
Senate: 12, 13 

Congress: 18, 19 
 

6 Bridge(s) 

Roadside Preservation 
 
 
 
 

3588 

 
2-But-70 
22.0/48.0 

 
0H560 

02 1500 0051 

 
Near Pulga, from 3.0 miles west of 
Coal Canyon Road to Plumas County 
line at various locations.  Drainage 
system restoration. 
PAED: 07/24/2018 
R/W:    09/04/2019 
RTL:    10/11/2019 
BC:      02/13/2020 

   
$290 (R/W) 
$2,525 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$780 
$760 

$1,060 
$850 

$3,450 

 
201.151 

Assembly: 3,1 
Senate: 4 

Congress: 1 
 

25 Drainage systems

 
 
 
 

3601 

 
2-Sis-96 

23.0/103.4 
 

1H090 
02 1500 0105 

 
Near Happy Camp, from 0.3 miles 
west of Swillup Creek Bridge to Route 
263.  Drainage system restoration. 
PAED: 10/19/2018 
R/W:    10/25/2019 
RTL:    11/22/2019 
BC:      04/24/2020 

   
$200 (R/W) 
$2,070 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,040 

$730 
$530 

$1,060 
$3,360 

 
201.151 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 1 

Congress: 1 
 

20 Drainage systems

 
 
 
 

3550 

 
2-Teh-36 
0.0/100.0 

 
4G560 

02 1400 0025 

 
Near Red Bluff, from Shasta County 
line to Route 32 at various locations.  
Drainage system restoration. 
PAED: 07/23/2018 
R/W:    09/03/2019 
RTL:    10/10/2019 
BC:      02/13/2020 

   
$351 (R/W) 
$2,525 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$760 
$660 
$620 

$1,310 
$3,350 

 
201.151 

Assembly: 3 
Senate: 4 

Congress: 1 
 

25 Drainage systems

 
 
 
 

3586 

 
2-Tri-3 

30.0/T85.0 
 

0H540 
02 1500 0049 

 
Near Trinity Center, from 0.9 miles 
south of Trinity River Bridge to 
Siskiyou County line at various 
locations.  Drainage system 
restoration. 
PAED: 07/23/2018 
R/W:    09/03/2019 
RTL:    10/10/2019 
BC:      02/13/2020 

   
$365 (R/W) 
$3,443 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,390 

$850 
$1,450 
$1,580 
$5,270 

 
201.151 

Assembly: 2 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 2 
 

35 Drainage systems
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    List of New 2016 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments  

 
PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM 
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Roadside Preservation (Cont.) 

 
 
 
 

3330 

 
5-SB-101 

45.5 
 

0K330 
05 1200 0068 

 
Near Gaviota State Park.  
Rehabilitate and upgrade existing 
drainage system. 
 
PAED: 07/10/2018 
R/W:    05/13/2020 
RTL:    05/13/2020 
BC:      10/23/2020 

   
$ 146 (R/W) 
$ 3,600 (C) 

 
19/20

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$780 

$1,430 
  $245 

$1,111 
$3,566 

 
201.151 

Assembly: 37 
Senate: 19 

Congress: 24  
 

1 Drainage 
systems 

 
Proposition 1B Bond 

 
 
 
 

6814 

 
6-Ker-14 

L16.7 
 

0T301 
06 1600 0183 

 
In Mojave, at the Mojave 
Maintenance Station (L-5713). 
Demolish deteriorated facilities and 
construct new crew room, equipment 
storage building and modifications to 
the existing wash pad. 
PAED: 7/26/2016 
R/W:    09/15/2017 
RTL:    10/01/2017 
BC:      04/15/2018 

   
$520 (R/W) 
$2,757 (C) 

 
17/18

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 

$938 
  $230 

$1,250 
$2,418 

 
201.352 

Assembly: 33 
Senate: 16 

Congress:23  
 

1 Location 
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Dist County Route Post Miles Description/Location EA PPNO EFIS Prog Code FY RW Const Quantity. Perf Measure

05 Santa Cruz 17 0.1/0.4

0.2/0.5

Near the city of Santa Cruz, from southbound 

exit ramp to Route 1 to entrance ramp from 

Pasatiempo Drive.   Widen shoulder and 

construct retaining wall.

1C670 2422 0512000194 201.010 2017/18 93

181

5,713 PA&ED

PS&E

R/W

Const

1,101

1,451

198

1,413

1,101

1,451

198

1,413

100.00 Collisions 

Reduced

08 San Bernardino 395 35.5/39.1 Near Adelanto, from 1.0 mile south of Kramer 

Hills to 2.6 miles north of Kramer Hills. Widen 

median and shoulders; contract rumble strips.

0N972 0358P 0815000102 201.010 2017/18 1,103

1,567

13,570 PA&ED

PS&E

R/W

Const

1,987

2,278

2,026

3,467

1,987

2,278

2,026

3,467

7.00 Collisions 

Reduced

10 Mariposa 140 21.2/21.8 In the community of Mariposa, from Route 49 

to 12th Street.  Improve pedestrian access 

facilities to reduce collision severity.

0Y600 3131 1013000244 201.015 2019/20 159 1,550 PA&ED

PS&E

R/W

Const

183

291

77

308

296

528

411

390

24.00 Collisions 

Reduced

12 Orange 91 R13.8 Near Anaheim, at the westbound Peralta 

Weigh Station.  Rehabilitate Commercial 

Vehicle Enforcement Facility (CVEF).

0N270 4644A 1213000187 201.321 2017/18 0 3,373

4,687

PA&ED

PS&E

R/W

Const

422

774

18

809

422

952

18

951

1.00 Location(s)

Comments: The project team determined an updated scope was needed to meet the project purpose which results in a cost increase to PS&E Support , Construction Support and Construction Capital. The scale-lane pavement needs to be 

reconstructed, the scale needs to be replaced with a multi-platform scale, and the Weigh Station needs to be repaved to accomodate parking and repairing disabled trucks. These changes add $1,634,000 to the cost of the project.

Comments: The refinement of the scope resulted in updated retaining wall type selection which requires additional partial acquisition, environmental fees for 1600 and 401 Permits and four utility pole relocations. These changes add 

$88,000 to the cost of the project.

Support

Comments: An increase to support costs are required to implement previously under-estimated effort for project improvements within a historical town.  These costs were incorrectly based on an early percentage-based estimate for a 

typical safety project and are now updated, although late.  After the project was programmed, greater effort was realized to gather survey data for the PA&ED phase.  Design support costs were found to be underestimated for complex 

ADA/pedestrian infrastructure and utility conflicts.  Greater R/W support effort was found to be necessary to acquire temporary construction easements (TCE's) and to address utilities.  Construction support effort increased as a result of a 

work plan review and escalation/inflationary rates.  

Comments: The scope of the offsite mitigation was refined resulting in additional costs due to cultural impacts to the San Manuel Indian Tribe and impacts to the Desert Tortoise requiring the acquisition of 43.9 acres.  A permit with the U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife is also needed.  These changes add $464,000 to the cost of the project.

2016 SHOPP Amendment 16H-005

Cost, Scope, Schedule and Technical Changes

Includes Federal Emergency Relief Funds

($ Thousands)



  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.1a.(3) 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 

Division of Transportation 

Programming 

Subject: STIP AMENDMENT 14S-35 

ACTION UPDATE: With the adoption of the 2016 STIP, and its funding constraints, the San 
Mateo County Transportation Authority proposes to update its request and ask for the AB 
3090 reimbursement schedule in Fiscal Year (FY) 2019-20 and FY 2020-21. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation requests that the California Transportation 

Commission (Commission) approve the program amendment 14S-35 and authorize the project to 

proceed as an Assembly Bill (AB) 3090 Reimbursement.  This item was noticed at the 

Commission’s May 2016 meeting.   

ISSUE: 

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Mateo City/County Council of Governments 

(C/CAG) and the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) propose to program an  

AB 3090 cash reimbursement project (PPNO 0690B) in order to use local funds for construction of 

the US 101/Willow Road Interchange project (PPNO 0690A) in San Mateo County.  The San Mateo 

County Transportation Authority is requesting reimbursements over a three-year period beginning in 

Fiscal Year (FY) 2017-18.  The San Mateo County Transportation Authority is requesting 

reimbursements over a two-year period beginning in Fiscal Year (FY) 2019-20.  

BACKGROUND: 

The US 101/Willow Interchange project will reconstruct and reconfigure the existing interchange. 

Once completed, these improvements will result in increased operational efficiencies. 

As part of the 2016 STIP proposal anticipated to be adopted by the Commission in May 2016, 

SMCTA proposes to revise the funding plan such that construction capital will be fully funded with 

local funds and construction support will be funded with $8,000,000 of Regional Improvement 

Program (RIP) funds in FY 2016-17.  

Tab 59



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.1a.(3) 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION August 17-18, 2016 

 Page 2 of 3 

 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

 

If the proposal is adopted by the Commission, SMCTA further proposes to advance project delivery 

with the use of $8,000,000 in local sales tax (Measure A) funds for construction support, and request 

reimbursements in FYs 2017-18, 2018-19 and 2019-20.   

 

SMCTA proposes to revise the funding plan to advance project delivery with the use of 

$8,000,000 in local sales tax (Measure A) funds for construction support, and request 

reimbursements in FYs 2019-20 and 2020-21.   

 
This request follows AB 3090 Guidelines, which allow a local agency to use its own funds (non-
state or non-federal) to complete a project component early to be later reimbursed with STIP funds 
currently programmed on the project.   
 
 

REVISE: Route 101/Willow Road Interchange Reconstruction project (PPNO 0690A) 

 

 955 8,0002,217 56,000 3,534 4,946

8,000

0 0

Proposed 75,652 11,652 64,000 0   

Change 0 0 64,000 (64,000)    

2,217 56,000 3,534 4,946

0 0 0 0

Total

Existing 75,652 11,652 0 64,000    955

 100

8,000

Proposed 64,100 100 64,000 0 8,000    

0

56,000  

0

0

Change 8,000 0 64,000 (56,000)

100

Local Funds                             

Existing 56,100 100 0 56,000

3,534 4,946

56,000

855 0  2,217  11,552  0  

0 00 (8,000)

Project Totals by Fiscal Year

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

0 (8,000)0

20/21 PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 

component)

FUND TOTAL

19/2018/1917/1816/17

Location

Prior

Description:

1.6 2.2 101

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090

AB 3090

2017-18

PA&ED

Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds                                     

Existing 19,552 11,552 3,534 4,946 855 8,000

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

US 101/Willow Road I/C Reconstruction

In Menlo Park, at State Route 101 and Willow Road interchange.  Reconstruct and reconfigure interchange.                                                                                                                                        

Reconstruct and reconfigure interchange.                                                                                                                                        

RTPA/CTC:

Project Title:

Change

Proposed

(8,000)

11,552

0690A 235650

PA&ED

R/W

Caltrans

Caltrans

4

Route/Corridor

8,000 2,217

R/W 

Supp

CON 

Supp

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back

COSan Mateo

PM Ahead

Caltrans

CaltransAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E

CON

 NOTE: The existing RIP programming shown above is contingent upon the Commission approval 

of the 2016 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) submitted by the Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission.  reflective of the adopted 2016 STIP. 
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ADD: AB 3090 Reimbursement (US 101/Willow Road IC) project (PPNO 0690B) 
 

4,000  8,000    

0

 8,000

Proposed 8,000     4,000

Change 8,000     4,000 4,000

    

    

Total

Existing 0     0 0  

   8,0004,000 4,000       

Project Totals by Fiscal Year

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

8,0004,000 4,000

20/21 PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 

component)

FUND TOTAL

19/2018/1917/1816/17

Location

Prior

Description:

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090

AB 3090

PA&ED

Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds                                     

Existing 0 0

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

AB 3090 Reimbursement (US 101/Willow Road IC)

N/A

N/A

RTPA/CTC:

Project Title:

Change

Proposed

8,000

8,000

0690B

PA&ED

R/W

4

Route/Corridor

0 0

R/W 

Supp

CON 

Supp

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back

N/ASan Mateo

PM Ahead

San Mateo County 

Transportation AuthorityAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E

CON

 NOTE: The funding table shown above is reflective of the action update by the Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission updating the reimbursement schedule to FY 2019-20 and 2020-21. 

 

 

RESOLUTION: 

 

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby program $8,000,000 as 

an AB 3090 cash reimbursement project (PPNO 0690B) in order to use local funds for construction 

of the US 101/Willow Road Interchange project (PPNO 0690A) in San Mateo County. 



 State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.1b.(1) 

Information Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 

Division of Transportation 

Programming 

Subject: STIP AMENDMENT 16S-01 

SUMMARY: 

The California Department of Transportation will request that the California Transportation 

Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program 

(STIP) amendment and authorize the project to proceed as an Assembly Bill (AB) 3090 

Reimbursement request at the next scheduled Commission meeting following the notice period. 

ISSUE: 

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Mateo City/County Council of Governments 

(C/CAG) and the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) propose to program an  

AB 3090 cash reimbursement project (PPNO 0668B) in order to use local funds for construction of 

the SR 92/SR 82 Interchange Improvements – Phase 1 project (PPNO 0668A) in San Mateo County. 

The San Mateo County Transportation Authority is requesting reimbursements over a two-year 

period beginning in Fiscal Year (FY) 2019-20.  

BACKGROUND: 

The SR 92/SR 82 Interchange Improvements – Phase 1 project will reconstruct and reconfigure the 

existing interchange.  Once completed, these improvements will result in increased operational 

efficiencies. 

SMCTA proposes to amend the STIP to revise the funding plan to advance project delivery with the 

use of $5,000,000 in local sales tax (Measure A) funds for construction support, and request 

reimbursements in FYs 2019-20 and 2020-21.   

This request follows AB 3090 Guidelines, which allow a local agency to use its own funds (non-
state or non-federal) to complete a project component early to be later reimbursed with STIP funds 
currently programmed on the project.   
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REVISE: SR 92/SR 82 Interchange Improvements – Phase 1 Project (PPNO 0668A) 

 
PM Back

COSan Mateo

PM Ahead

San Mateo County 

Transportation Authority

San Mateo County 

Transportation AuthorityAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E

CON

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year

4

Route/Corridor

5,000

R/W 

Supp

CON 

Supp

Change

Proposed

(5,000)

0

0668A 23520

PA&ED

R/W

San Mateo County 

Transportation Authority

San Mateo County 

Transportation Authority

Description:

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

SR 92/SR 82 Interchange Improvements - Phase 1

In San Mateo. Modify existing on/off ramps at the 92/82 interchange.  

It is proposed to remove the southeast and the northwest quadrant loops.  Two new signalized intersections would be 

created at new on and off ramps on SR 82 (El Camino).

RTPA/CTC:

Project Title:

RIP                                     

Existing 5,000 3,0002,000

11.2 11.2 92

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090

AB 3090

2017-18

PA&ED PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 

component)

FUND TOTAL

19/2018/1917/1816/17

Location

Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

(3,000)(2,000)

20/21

  0  

(5,000)

   0   0

1,000

Demo                                    

Existing 2,845 1,980 0 865 865 980

0 0 0Change 0 0 865 (865)

1,000  Proposed 2,845 1,980 865 0   

2,030

865 980  

2,030 125 100

 

Local Funds                             

Existing 2,255 225 0

Change 0 0 2,030 (2,030)

 2,030  

0

Proposed 2,255 225 2,030 0  125 100   

0 0

Local Funds                             

Existing 18,000 2,000 16,000

Change 5,000 0 21,000 (16,000) 5,000 0

1,50016,000 500

0

Proposed 23,000 2,000 21,000 0   1,500   

Total

  21,000 500

23,895    Existing 28,100 4,205 0

  

 20,895 1,605 2,600

 3,000 0 0Change 0 0 23,895 (23,895)  

 3,000

 (3,000)

Proposed 28,100 4,205 23,895 0     0 23,895 1,605 2,600
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ADD: AB 3090 Reimbursement (SR 92/SR 82 IC) project (PPNO 0668B) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2,500    5,000   

 

  

Proposed 5,000     2,500

Change 5,000     2,500 2,500

 0   

 5,000   

Total

Existing 0     0 0  

    2,500 2,500  5,000    

Project Totals by Fiscal Year

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

2,500 2,500 5,000

20/21 PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 

component)

FUND TOTAL

19/2018/1917/1816/17

Location

Prior

Description:

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090

AB 3090

PA&ED

Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds                                     

Existing 0 0

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

AB 3090 Reimbursement (SR 92 / SR 82 Interchange Improvements – Phase 1 project )

N/A

N/A

RTPA/CTC:

Project Title:

Change

Proposed

5,000

5,000

0668B

PA&ED

R/W

4

Route/Corridor

0 0

R/W 

Supp

CON 

Supp

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back

N/ASan Mateo

PM Ahead

San Mateo County 

Transportation AuthorityAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E

CON



  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.1a.(4)/2.5t.(1b) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of Transportation 
Programming 

Subject: TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF PROGRAM -  PROJECT AMENDMENT/FINANCIAL 
ALLOCATION AMENDMENT   
RESOLUTION TAA-16-01, AMENDING RESOLUTION TAA-13-01 
RESOLUTION TFP-16-02, AMENDING RESOLUTION TFP-13-03 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve a financial allocation amendment for TCRP Project 74.9, Pacific 
Surfliner – Santa Margarita River Bridge and Double Track (PPNO 2006) and a project amendment and 
financial allocation amendment for TCRP Project 74.11 - Elvira to Morena Double Track project  
(PPNO T7411); both projects are located in San Diego County.   

ISSUE: 

The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) proposes to de-allocate $1,300,000 from the 
construction phase on TCRP Project 74.9, Pacific Surfliner – Santa Margarita River Bridge and Double 
Track (PPNO 2006) and transfer the savings to the construction phase on TCRP Project 74.11 - Elvira to 
Morena Double Track project (PPNO T7411).  In addition, SANDAG proposes to amend TCRP Project 
74.11 - Elvira to Morena Double Track project to expand the scope and revise the funding plan.    

BACKGROUND: 

The originally legislated TCRP amount for Project 74 is $47 million.  Project 74 includes several sub-
projects along the Pacific Surfliner intercity rail line in San Diego County to improve reliability and on-
time performance.  To date, the Commission has approved the programming of 11 sub-projects totaling 
$46.77 million.   

The Pacific Surfliner – Santa Margarita River Bridge and Double Track (TCRP Project 74.9) project scope 
replaced the existing bridge with a new two-track bridge, added 0.8 mile of new double track to connect 
two existing passing tracks and upgraded the existing 1.7 mile long Fallbrook Junction passing track.  The 
project has been completed, leaving $1.3 million in TCRP savings.  SANDAG proposes to de-allocate the 
$1.3 million and redistribute the savings to the Elvira to Morena Double Track project  
(TCRP Project 74.11).    
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The Elvira to Morena Double Track project will be constructed under the Construction Management/ 
General Contractor method of procurement and will construct 2.6 miles of second main track (and 
realignment) from Control Point Elvira to Control Point Morena in San Diego County.  It is proposed to 
expand the scope to include the replacement of Bridge 257.2, located between Control Point Rose and the 
State Route 52/I-5 Interchange; additional utility work and the enhancement of two bridges located along 
fault ruptures.  The additional scope and work will increase the project cost from $80 million to $170.4 
million.   
 
Along with the $1.3 million in savings from Project 74.9, SANDAG is also requesting a concurrent 
allocation on this month’s Commission agenda of $2.752 million from the TCRP Tier 2 allocation list, 
resulting in a total request of $4.052 million in TCRP funding for this project.   
 
The revised funding plan for TCRP 74.11 is as follows:   
 

  0 01,434 129,479 20,915 18,585

200 7,000
(200) (7,000)

Proposed 170,413 40,934 129,479   
Change 90,413 (39,066) 129,479     

0 58,700 11,800 2,300
1,434 70,779 9,115 16,285

    Existing 80,000 80,000 0

 
Total

  61,983  Proposed 61,983  61,983      

0
61,983Change 61,983 61,983

  
Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) or Local                             
Existing 0 0

Proposed 9,920 9,920      
9,920

  9,920  
Change 9,920 9,920

0
Federal Railroad Administration                               

  4,052  

Existing 0 0

 Proposed 4,052 0 4,052      

2,752
1,300Change 1,300 (2,752) 4,052

TCRP                         
Existing 2,752 2,752 0

4,353 15,480
(200) (7,000)

0 0
0 15,480

Proposed 64,892 21,267 43,625   1,434 43,625  
1,434 7,000Change 16,714 (26,911) 43,625

4,353 0

 
Local Funds - TRANSNET                            
Existing 48,178 48,178 0 200 7,000

19,819 5,346  

0 36,625

  Proposed 25,165 5,346 19,819    
Change 496 (19,323) 19,819

19,323 5,346
496 0

CMAQ                                    
Existing 24,669 24,669 0

1,296 3,105       4,401    
(805) 8050

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

20/21 PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
19/2018/1917/1816/17

Location

Prior

   

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090
AB 3090

2016-17

PA&ED
RSTP                                    
Existing 4,401 4,401 2,101 2,300

Description:

San Diego Association of Governments
Elvira to Morena Double Track
In the City of San Diego From control point Elvira to control point Morena                                                                              
 Construction of double track and realignment including signals and switches.                                                                          

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

0
4,401

T7411
PA&ED
R/W

SANDAG
SANDAG

75
Route/Corridor

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
RAILSan Diego

PM Ahead

SANDAG
SANDAGAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON
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RESOLUTION TAA-16-01 AND TFP-16-02:  
 
Be it Resolved, with all conditions stipulated still in effect, that the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) hereby amends the project applications for Traffic Congestion Relief Program Project 74.9 
and Project 74.11 to reflect the changes described above and illustrated in the attached document.  
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the Commission hereby approves corresponding allocation amendments in 
accordance with the attached vote boxes; and 
 
Be it Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under 
Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation. 
 
Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in the 
Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing TCRP projects, and is governed by the terms 
and conditions of the Fund Transfer Agreement, Program Supplement or Cooperative Agreement, and 
subsequent amendments to the same if required, as executed between the Implementing Agency and the 
California Department of Transportation. 
 
 
Attachment 
 

 



Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5   Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Implementing
Agency

District-County

 Project Title
Location

Project Description
Project Amendment

Item #
Fund Type

Program Code
Resolution TFP-16-02

Amending Resolution TFP-13-03
Resolution TAA-16-01

Amending Resolution TAA-13-01

2.5t.(1b) Allocation Amendment - Traffic Congestion Relief Program - Rail Projects

Project #74.9 - Pacific Surfliner - Santa Margarita Bridge and Double
Track. In San Diego, within the boundaries of Pendleton USMC Base 
and the city of Oceanside, at the Santa Margarita River.  Replace bridge
with a two track bridge and construct additional double track.  (PPNO 
2006)

Outcome/Output: Provide a 4.5-mile segment of continuous double track 
allowing for maximum speeds between 75 and 90 miles per hour.

Amend Resolution TFP-13-03 to reduce the construction allocation
by $1,300,000, from $24,307,000 to $23,007,000 to reflect project
savings.

Phase
PA&ED
PS&E
RW
CONST

Original
Amount Adjustments

Amended
Amount

$24,307,000 $23,007,000($1,300,000)
TOTALS $24,307,000 $23,007,000($1,300,000)

889-3007 $24,307,000
TCRF $23,007,000

30.20.710.010

1
$24,307,000
$23,007,000

San Diego
Association of
Governments

SANDAG
75-San Diego

Project #74.11 - Elvira to Morena Double Track.  In the City of San
Diego, from Control Point (CP) Elvira to CP Morena - construction of
double track and realignment including signals and switches.  (PPNO
T7411)

Outcome/Output: Construction of double track and realignment.

(Concurrent allocation request under Resolution TFP-16-04 for Tier 2
funding; August 2016.) 

Receive transfer of $1,300,000 in previously allocated funds from
Project 74.9 for Construction. 

Phase
PA&ED
PS&E
RW
CONST

Original
Amount Adjustments

Amended
Amount

$0 $1,300,000$1,300,000
TOTALS $0 $1,300,000$1,300,000

889-3007 $0
TCRF $1,300,000

30.20.710.010

2
$0

$1,300,000

San Diego
Association of
Governments

SANDAG
75-San Diego

Page 1



State of California California State Transportation Agency 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

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

M e m o r a n d u m 
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  August 17-18, 2016 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Reference No.: 2.4c. 
  Infomation Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief 
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way  

and Land Surveys 

Subject: TRANSBAY JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY AND GOLDEN GATE BRIDGE AND 
HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT REQUEST FOR AN EXEMPTION OF THE 
20 PERCENT DISCOUNT OF THE FAIR MARKET LEASE RATE PER CALIFORNIA 
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION RESOLUTION G-03-03 

ISSUE: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) consider an exemption to Commission Resolution  
G-03-03 and accept a 50 percent Fair Market Lease Rate (FMLR) discount lease, including the 50 
year term for this airspace parcel by the Transbay Joint Powers Authority (TJPA), and the Golden 
Gate Bridge and Highway Transportation District (GGBHTD).  The Department will request that 
the Commission approve this request at the next scheduled Commission meeting following this 
information item.   

SUMMARY: 

Executing a long term lease for these sites will enhance the San Francisco downtown area by 
creating a more livable, transportation friendly neighborhood.  The TJPA, as the Alameda County 
(AC) Transit Bus Storage Facility, will make significant progress toward meeting State carbon 
dioxide (CO2) emission reduction targets by removing 140 empty bus trips departing and returning 
to the East Bay every workday.  By eliminating the 20-mile round trip to and from the current East 
Bay bus storage yard, each bus avoids emitting 0.03 tons (60 pounds) of carbon dioxide; on a 
yearly basis, across the fleet, this equals over 1,500 tons of CO2.  The new bus parking structure 
was designed with public transit in mind and it is projected to see the transit ridership base 
increase while the need for personal vehicles will decrease.  Without the State’s property, the AC 
Transit buses would be forced to continue storage operations at their East Bay storage and 
maintenance facility. 

It is in the Department’s best interest to authorize execution of the 50 year lease term proposed by 
GGBHTD and the TJPA, as, the State will still financially benefit by a secure, continued revenue 
stream.   
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BACKGROUND: 
 
The Department’s current Airspace Lease Policy for public entities is based on the California 
Streets and Highway (S&H) Code Section 104.12 (a) and (b), the Government Code Section 
14013, and Commission Resolution G-03-03.  S&H Section 104.12 (b) authorizes the Department 
to “make airspace available with or without charge to public entities for mass transit facilities.”  
Commission Resolution G-03-03 sets forth that where the Department leases airspace to a public 
entity to fulfill a public purpose, the Department will receive FMLR for the property.  
Additionally, where the lease is to a public mass transportation agency, the Department may 
discount the rate by 20 percent from the FMLR with Commission approval.   
 
In a letter sent to the Department Director Dougherty, dated March 11, 2016 (Exhibit C), TJPA 
and GGBHTD maintain the 20 percent discount of FMLR is too expensive for their budget for 
two State owned parcels in the City of San Francisco (City).  Both seek a greater discount than 
what is reflected in the current Commission Resolution G-03-03.  Currently, the State’s parcel 
sought by TJPA is leased to a private parking company on a month to month lease.  The original 
two year lease was won in an open public auction held by the Department’s District 4 on  
October 9, 2013.  Although the lease ended in late 2015, the tenant continued with a month to 
month lease until such a time as an agreement can be made with the Department and TJPA.  The 
current lease rate for the 106,480 square foot (s.f.) site is $135,550/month (mo.) ($1.27/s.f./mo.)  
This calculates to $1.62 million per year back to the State Highway Account.  TJPA intends to 
sublease the parcel to AC Transit for bus storage as part of the long planned Transbay terminal.   
 
GGBHTD is the current tenant for the other State parcel in question.  The current use is as bus 
storage.  GGBHTD requests an amendment to their existing long term lease that would reflect a 
greater than 20 percent discount of Fair Market Lease Rate.  GGBHTD maintains this is 
necessary due to the fact the District’s budget also would not allow a FMLR with a 20 percent 
discount.  Currently, GGBHTD is almost five years into a 25 year lease (plus two five-year 
options).  At the lease initiation in 2011, the lease rate was determined by a FMLR appraisal 
written by the Department’s District 4 Right of Way Appraisal staff.  GGBHTD was provided a 
twenty percent discount from the FMLR per the Commission resolution G-03-03.  The original 
lease agreement included a yearly Consumer Price Index (CPI) escalation and a FMLR re-
evaluation every five years.  The first re-evaluation is to be completed in November 2016.  The 
current lease rate for the 116,450 s.f. site is $46,400/mo. ($0.40/s.f./mo.)  This calculates to 
$556,800 per year back to the State Highway Account.   
 
A recent FMLR appraisal for the TJPA parcel has been completed, and came in with a bid of 
$1.35/s.f./mo.  The GGBHTD parcel is slightly lower at $1.14/s.f./mo.  For the re-negotiated 
lease, GGBHTD seeks an amendment to increase the term to 50 years through 2066, with a 3.0 
percent yearly escalation and no re-evaluation every five years.  TJPA seeks the same terms as 
GGBHTD.  The attached spreadsheet (Attachment E) provides the comparison of the current 
lease rates, the undiscounted FMLR, the 20 percent discounted FMLR, and the 50 percent 
discounted FMLR.   
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1. A Cooperative Agreement executed July 11, 2003 by the TJPA, City, and the Department 
(Exhibit D) details Department owned parcels to be transferred to the TJPA and the City to sell, 
with proceeds paying capital costs of the new Trans Bay Terminal.  The Miscellaneous Provisions 
state that the Department will lease specific Airspace parcels between 2nd and 4th Streets to 
GGBHTD and TJPA for “purposes of bus storage and parking”.  The Miscellaneous Provisions 
state the Department will lease Airspace pursuant to the S&H Code Section 104.12 with “input 
from the California Transportation Commission”.  The primary planned use for the TJPA parcel 
is for bus storage, with a secondary use for the facility with two potential modes for off-hours 
public parking: 202 valet-parked spaces or 167 self-parked spaces.  The Department has 
determined that the leasing of non-operating right of way to municipalities or other public 
agencies for “public purposes” such as parking is legal under Government Code Section 14013 
and the existing cooperative agreement.  While GGBHTD has no current plans for a secondary 
use of surplus area there is a possibility that any surplus space could also be used for public 
parking in the future.  These proposed uses would generate revenue from the parcels leased to the 
mass transportation facilities.  The gross revenues from the off-hours parking and commercial 
uses would be divided by TJPA and Department 60:40.  The 60 percent allocated to TJPA will 
defray parking management costs incurred.  If GGBHTD institutes a secondary use, the same 
provisions to split gross revenue would apply. 
 
 
Attachments:  

Exhibit A - TJPA Right of Way Lease Area Map 
Exhibit B - GGBHTD Right of Way Lease Area Map 
Exhibit C - AC Transit Letter to Caltrans Director, Malcolm Dougherty, March 11, 2016  
Exhibit D - TJPA Cooperative Agreement, July 11, 2003 
Exhibit E - FMLR Lease Comparison 
Exhibit F – GGBHTD Lease Agreement, Decmeber 1, 2013  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA   CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.23 
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM POLICY ON PROJECT AMENDMENTS AND 
ADVANCE PROJECT ALLOCATIONS 

ISSUE: 

On March 17, 2016, the Commission adopted the 2017 Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
Guidelines. Subsequent to the adoption of the ATP Guidelines the number of projects receiving 
allocation extensions increased creating the opportunity to advance project allocations. Furthermore, 
the process for the Commission’s approval of project scope amendments requires clarification. 
Should the Commission adopt a policy to clarify the ATP Guidelines regarding the project scope 
amendments and advance project allocations? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Scope Amendments 

Section VI (Allocations) of the 2017 Active Transportation Program Guidelines states: “Any scope 
changes must be presented to Caltrans for consideration prior to allocation. Caltrans will make a 
recommendation of approval to the Commission for final approval. Scope changes that result in a 
decrease of active transportation benefits may result in removal from the program.”   

Staff recommends the Commission approve the following policy and procedures for the 
Commission’s consideration of project scope changes: 

Implementing agencies must notify Caltrans in writing of proposed project scope changes. 
This notification must include the following: 

1. An explanation of the proposed scope change;
2. The reason for the proposed scope change;
3. The impact the proposed scope change would have on the overall cost of the project;
4. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of the

project to increase walking and bicycling as compared the benefits identified in the
project application;
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5. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of the 
project to increase the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists as compared the benefits 
identified in the project application; and 

6. An explanation of the methodology used to develop the aforementioned estimates.  
 
Caltrans will review the proposed scope change and forward the proposed scope change with 
Caltrans’ written analysis and recommendation to the Commission for the Commission’s 
approval.   
 
Staff will present recommended scope changes deemed by staff to be minor changes, such as 
those with little or no impact to project benefits or which increase the benefits of the project, 
to the Commission as a part of the project allocation request. Staff will present 
recommendations to disapprove minor scope changes and recommendations to approve or 
disapprove more significant scope changes to the Commission as project amendments. 

 
Advance Project Allocation 
 
Section VI of the guidelines states: “In order to ensure the timely use of all program funds, the 
Commission will, in the last quarter of the fiscal year, allocate funds to projects programmed in a 
future fiscal year on a first-come, first served basis.” 
 
Staff recommends the Commission approve the following policy on the advance allocation of 
projects programmed in future years as follows: 
 

Beginning in October, the Commission will advance project allocations for construction on a 
first come, first served basis, up to the amount of allocation extension requests approved the 
previous year. Projects requesting the advance allocation of construction funding must meet 
the following criteria: 

 
1. The project is Ready-to-List (all necessary permits and agreements have been executed 

and all contract documents are complete); 
2. The project has a Right of Way certification 1 (all property has been acquired) or 2 (all 

property has been acquired and/or the implementing agency has the right to occupy or use 
the property); and 

3. The Commission, as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality 
Act, has approved, or will be concurrently approving, the project for future consideration 
for funding. 

 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
The ATP was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and Assembly Bill 101 
(Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, such as 
biking and walking. The Commission’s ATP Guidelines describe the policy, standards, criteria, and 
procedures for the development, adoption and management of the ATP. Projects in the ATP are 
selected through a statewide competition based on project selection criteria and weighting, minimum 
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project size, and match requirement as described in the guidelines. A Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO), with Commission approval, may use a different project selection criteria or 
weighting, minimum project size, match requirement, and/or definition of disadvantaged 
communities for its competitive selection process.  
 
The Commission adopted the Statewide and Small Urban and Rural components of the 2014 Active 
Transportation Program on August 20, 2014, and the MPO components on November 12, 2014 and 
December 10, 2014. In fiscal year 2014-15, 41 projects received allocation extensions for 
components totaling $27 million. In fiscal year 2015-16, 92 projects received allocation extensions 
for components totaling $171 million. 
 
 
 



August 17, 2016 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Active Transportation Program Policy  

on Project Amendments and Advance Project Allocations  
Resolution No. G-16-29 

 
1.1 WHEREAS the California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopted the Statewide and 

Small Urban and Rural components of the 2014 Active Transportation Program on August 20, 
2014, and the Metropolitan Planning Organization components on November 12, 2014 and 
December 10, 2014, and 

1.2 WHEREAS, on March 17, 2016, the Commission adopted the 2017 Active Transportation Program 
Guidelines, and  

1.3 WHEREAS, of the projects programmed in the 2014 Active Transportation Program, 92 projects 
received in fiscal year 2015-16 allocation extensions for components totaling $171 million, and 

1.4 WHEREAS, the number of projects receiving allocation extensions creates the opportunity to 
advance project allocations, and 

1.5 WHEREAS, the process for the Commission’s approval of project scope amendments requires 
clarification. 

2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission hereby adopts the below policy on 
scope amendments and advance project allocations. 

 
Scope Amendments 

 
Implementing agencies must notify Caltrans in writing of proposed project scope changes. 
This notification must include the following: 
 
1. An explanation of the proposed scope change;  
2. The reason for the proposed scope change;  
3. The impact the proposed scope change would have on the overall cost of the project;   
4. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of 

the project to increase walking and bicycling as compared the benefits identified in the 
project application;  

5. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of 
the project to increase the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists as compared the benefits 
identified in the project application; and 

6. An explanation of the methodology used to develop the aforementioned estimates.  
 
Caltrans will review the proposed scope change and forward the proposed scope change 
with Caltrans’ written analysis and recommendation to the Commission for Commission’s 
approval.   
 
Staff will present recommended scope changes deemed by staff to be minor changes, such 
as those with little or no impact to project benefits or which increase the benefits of the 
project, to the Commission as a part of the project allocation request. Staff will present 
recommendations to disapprove minor scope changes and recommendations to approve or 
disapprove more significant scope changes to the Commission as project amendments. 
 



Active Transportation Program Policy    Page 2 
on Project Amendments and Advance Project 
Allocations   
CTC Resolution G-16-29 
 
 

Advance Project Allocation 
 
The Commission will advance project allocations for construction on a first come, first 
served basis, up to the amount of allocation extension requests approved the previous year. 
Projects requesting the advance allocation of construction funding must meet the following 
criteria: 
 
1. The project is Ready-to-List (all necessary permits and agreements have been executed 

and all contract documents are complete); 
2. The project has a Right of Way certification 1 (all property has been acquired) or 2 (all 

property has been acquired and/or the implementing agency has the right to occupy or 
use the property); and 

3. The Commission, as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental 
Quality Act, has approved, or will be concurrently approving, the project for future 
consideration for funding. 

 
 
 

 

 



4.6 

UPDATE ON THE STATUS OF CYCLE 3 OF 2017 ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 
WILL BE MADE AT THE AUGUST 17-18, 2016 CALIFORNIA 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 

Tab 64



STATE OF CALIFORNIA      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

6 

M e m o r a n d u m

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 4.7 
Action 

From:  SUSAN BRANSEN 
Executive Director 

Subject: ADOPTION OF THE 2017 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM MPO COMPETITIVE  
COMPONENT FOR THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION G-16-26 

ISSUE: 

Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) allows the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) to adopt separate guidelines for administering the metropolitan planning organization 
(MPO) competitive component of the Active Transportation Program (ATP).  The Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG) request that the Commission adopt regional 
guidelines for use in administering their MPO competitive selection process.  Should the 
Commission adopt SCAG’s regional guidelines for use in the administration of SCAG’s MPO 
competitive selection process for the Active Transportation Program? 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends that the Commission adopt 2017 ATP Regional Guidelines proposed by SCAG as 
set forth in Resolution G-16-26 and in the following attachment. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Commission adopted statewide guidelines for administering the 2017 Active Transportation 
Program at its March meeting.  While the statewide guidelines may be used for administering the 
MPO competitive component of the Active Transportation Program, the nine MPOs charged with 
programming funds to projects in the MPO competitive component were provided discretion in 
Senate Bill 99 to develop MPO guidelines with regard to project selection. Guidelines prepared by 
the MPOs and adopted by the Commission may differ from the Commission’s adopted statewide 
guidelines in the following areas: 

• Supplemental call for projects
• Definition of disadvantaged community
• Match requirement
• Selection criteria and weighting
• Minimum project size
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Staff reviewed SCAG’s guidelines with respect to the areas for which the Commission provided 
flexibility and found those areas consistent with the statewide ATP guidelines. The following 
summarizes the areas proposed for amendment: 
 
Project Selection Criteria 
SCAG’s regional program will be segmented into the two project categories below: 
 
Implementation Projects  
 
The Implementation Project category includes infrastructure, non-infrastructure, and infrastructure 
projects with non-infrastructure components.  In this category, SCAG will allow each of their county 
transportation commissions to assign up to an additional ten points to the project’s statewide score if 
the project is consistent with plans adopted by local and regional governments within the county the 
project is proposed. 
 
Planning and Capacity Building Projects 
 
The Planning and Capacity Building Project category includes the development of non-infrastructure 
projects and plans.  In this category SCAG will provide the option for project sponsors that have not 
received any prior ATP awards to apply for a supplemental call for projects.  SCAG will use the 
project’s statewide score to rank and select projects, alongside projects submitted through the 
supplemental call for projects.  Project applications received through the supplemental call, as 
outlined below, will be scored using the same project selection criteria and weighting, match 
requirement, and definition of disadvantaged communities as used by the Commission in the 
statewide selection process. 
 
Supplemental Call for Projects 
As stated above, SCAG plans to hold a supplemental call for projects in their Planning and Capacity 
Building Projects category.  This supplemental application option will only be available to project 
sponsors that have not received an ATP award in previous funding cycles and those seeking awards 
of less than $200,000. 
 
Attachment 
• Resolution G-16-26 
 



 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Adoption of the 2017 Regional Active Transportation Program Guidelines 

Metropolitan Planning Organization Competitive Component –  
Southern California Association of Governments  

August 17-18, 2016 

RESOLUTION G-16-26 

1.1 WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, 
Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking 
and walking, and 

1.2 WHEREAS, Streets and Highways Code Section 2382(k) allows the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) to adopt separate guidelines for the metropolitan planning 
organizations charged with allocating funds to projects pursuant to Streets and Highways Code 
Section 2381(a)(1) relative to project selection, and  

1.3 WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program Guidelines (Resolution G-16-07) requires the 
Commission to adopt a metropolitan planning organization’s use of different project selection 
criteria or weighting, minimum project size, match requirement, or definition of disadvantaged 
communities,  and 

1.4 WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program Guidelines (Resolution G-16-07) require 
metropolitan planning organizations to submit their guidelines to the Commission by June 1, 
2016, and 

1.5 WHEREAS, metropolitan planning organization guidelines were submitted by the Southern 
California Association of Governments on June 6, 2016. 

2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission adopts the project selection 
criteria proposed by the Southern California Association of Governments for administering 
their  2017 metropolitan planning organization competitive program, as presented by 
Commission Staff on August 17-18, 2016, and 

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that these guidelines do not preclude any project nomination 
or any project selection that is consistent with the implementing legislation. 

 



 

 

July 21, 2016 

 

Ms. Susan Bransen 

Executive Director 

California Transportation Commission 

1120 N Street, MS-52 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

 

Dear Ms. Bransen, 

 

Please find attached for the consideration and approval of the California Transportation 

Commission on the Southern California Association of Governments 2017 Active 

Transportation Program Regional Guidelines.  The Regional Guidelines were developed through 

a collaborative process between SCAG county transportation commission staff and approved by 

the SCAG Regional Council.  The Regional Guidelines outline the project selection process for 

programming approximately $50 million through the MPO component (Regional Program) of the ATP.   

 

PROPOSED APPROACH: 

 

The proposed Regional Guidelines (Guidelines) retain most of the same components as in previous cycles, 

primarily relying upon and deferring to the Statewide Call for Proposals and scoring process to evaluate 

project proposals.  We’re excited to be adding a supplemental Call for Proposals for the first time to support 

the selection of planning and non-infrastructure projects. The supplemental Call for Proposals, which will 

be released in September, has been structured to meet all of the requirements of the Statewide ATP 

Guidelines, while also providing a simplified application for project’s requesting relatively small awards for 

plans and programs.    

 

Similar to previous cycles, the Regional Program establishes two categories of projects: (1) Implementation 

Projects and (2) Planning & Capacity Building Projects.   

• Implementation Projects:  No less than 95% of the funding will be recommended to proposals in this 

category.  The selection process for Implementation Projects is the same as in previous cycles and is 

predominately managed by the county transportation commissions. Eligible applicants must apply 

for these funds by submitting an application through the statewide ATP call for projects.  Base scores 

are established through the statewide ATP review process. The Regional Guidelines allow county 

transportation commissions to prioritize projects by adding up to ten (10) points, on a 110 point scale, 

to supplement the state-provided base scores.  As in 2014 and 2015 ATP Regional Guidelines, the 

Board of each county transportation commission would be required to approve the methodology for 

assigning the ten (10) points, as well as, approve the final project scores.  Total funding available in 

each county is based on population-based funding targets.   

 

• Planning & Capacity Building Projects: No more than five percent (5%) of the funding will be 

recommended to proposals in this category with a cap of two percent (2%) on planning projects.   As 

in previous cycles, the project selection process will rely on the statewide ATP application, scoring 

and ranking process.  To reduce administrative burden and ensure disadvantaged communities can 

effectively participate in the process, SCAG will also provide the option for new project sponsors 

seeking awards of less than $200,000 to apply through the supplemental call for projects.  Each 

county transportation commission will take an active role in scoring and ranking the projects 



 

submitted in their respective county through the supplemental call for projects.  Total funding 

available for programming in each county will be based on population-based funding targets.   

 

A staff recommended Regional Program of Projects, assembled by combining recommendations from the 

Implementation and Planning & Capability Building categories will be reviewed by the Chief Executive 

Officers of the county commissions to address any outstanding issues and achieve consensus prior to 

finalization.  The Regional Program recommendations will be approved by the Boards or Chief Executive 

Officers of the county transportation commission’s prior to consideration by SCAG’s Regional Council and 

submission to the CTC. 

 

Thank you for your collaboration and support in developing a set of guidelines that effectively balance state 

and regional needs.  We look forward to continuing to work together toward the successful implementation 

of the 2017 Active Transportation Program.  If you have any questions, please contact SCAG staff Stephen 

Patchan, Senior Regional Planner, patchan@scag.ca.gov, 213.236.1923. 

 

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

Hasan Ikhrata 

Executive Director 

 

ATTACHMENT: 

2017 Active Transportation Program Regional Guidelines 
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Purpose 

The intent of this document is to successfully implement the active transportation related programs and 

funding components of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and California 

Senate Bill 99 (SB 99). The following 2017 Active Transportation Program Regional Guidelines (Regional 

Guidelines) outline the roles, responsibilities and processes for selecting projects to receive funding 

from the SCAG region’s dedicated share of the 2017 California Active Transportation Program (ATP).  

The SCAG region’s annual share is approximately $25 million, which includes 100% of SCAG’s federal 

Transportation Alternative Program apportionments (approximately $14 million) plus approximately $11 

million/year from other federal and state funding programs that were consolidated by SB 99 into the 

ATP.  These Guidelines relate to the 2017 California Active Transportation Program only, which includes 

two years of funding in Fiscal Years 2019/20 and 2020/21. The Regional Guidelines may be revisited and 

modified for future rounds of funding.   

Background 

• The goals of the ATP program are to: 

o Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking. 

o Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users. 

o Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas 

reductions goals as established pursuant to SB 375. 

o Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity through the use of 

programs including, but not limited to, projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program 

funding. 

o Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program.  

o Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users.   

• The 2017 Active Transportation Program Statewide Guidelines, adopted by the California 

Transportation Commission on March 26, 2016 describe the policy, standards, criteria and 

procedures for the development, adoption and management of ATP. 

• Per the requirements of SB 99 and Map-21, 40% of the funds for the ATP program must be 

distributed by Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations greater 

than 200,000, with funds distributed to each MPO based on total MPO population.   

• The funds distributed by the MPOs must be programmed and allocated to projects selected through 

a competitive process in accordance with the ATP Statewide Guidelines. 

• The ATP Statewide Guidelines establish four eligible project types: 

o Infrastructure Projects: Capital improvements that will further the goals of this program. 

This typically includes the environmental, design, right-of-way, and construction phases of a 

capital (facilities) project. A new infrastructure project will not be programmed without a 

complete project study report (PSR) or PSR equivalent. The application will be considered a 

PSR equivalent if it defines and justifies the project scope, cost and schedule. Though the 
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PSR or equivalent may focus on the project components proposed for programming, it must 

provide at least a preliminary estimate of costs for all components. PSR guidelines are 

posted on the Commission’s website: http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/ATP.htm.   

A capital improvement that is required as a condition for private development approval or 

permits is not eligible for funding from the Active Transportation Program. 

o  Plans: The development of a community wide bicycle, pedestrian, safe routes to school, or 

active transportation plan in a disadvantaged community. 

o Non-infrastructure Projects: Education, encouragement, and enforcement activities that 

further the goals of this program. The Commission intends to focus funding for non-

infrastructure on start-up projects. A project is considered to be a start-up when no program 

currently exists. Start-up projects must demonstrate how the program is sustainable after 

ATP funding is exhausted. ATP funds cannot fund ongoing program operations. Non-

infrastructure projects are not limited to those benefiting school students. Program 

expansions or new components of existing programs are eligible for ATP funds as long as the 

applicant can demonstrate that the existing program will be continued with non-ATP funds. 

o Infrastructure projects with non-infrastructure components. 

• Per  SB 99 and the ATP Statewide Guidelines, the following requirements apply specifically to SCAG: 

o SCAG must consult with the county transportation commission, the California 

Transportation Commission (CTC), and the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in 

the development of the competitive project selection criteria.  The criteria should include 

consideration of geographic equity, consistent with program objectives; 

o SCAG must place priority on projects that are consistent with plans adopted by local and 

regional governments within the county where the project is located; and 

o SCAG must obtain concurrence from the county transportation commissions. 

• A MPO choosing to use the same project selection criteria and weighting, minimum project size, 

match requirement, and definition of disadvantaged communities as used by the CTC for the 

statewide competition may defer its project selection to the CTC. 

• 25% of the regional funds must benefit disadvantaged communities. 

• The ATP Statewide Guidelines allow for a large MPO  to make up to 2% of its funding available for 

active transportation plans in disadvantaged communities; SB 99 does not impose a funding cap on 

planning nor does it limit the development of active transportation plans to disadvantaged 

communities.   

• Pending legislation, including AB 2796, could impact the statewide guidelines by increasing funding 

thresholds for planning projects to 5% and establishing a 10% funding set-aside for non-

infrastructure projects.  If the legislation is approved, the proposed Regional Guidelines will be 

revised to meet all legislative requirements.  
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Regional Program Project Selection 

The Regional Program will be segmented into two categories.  These categories include:  1. 

Implementation Projects and 2. Planning & Capacity Building Projects.   

Implementation Projects may include Infrastructure, Non-Infrastructure, and Infrastructure projects with 

non-infrastructure components, as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines and included in the 

Background (above).   No less than 95% of the total regional funds will be dedicated to funding 

Implementation Projects. 

Planning & Capacity Building Projects may include the development of Non-Infrastructure projects and 

Plans, as defined by the statewide ATP Guidelines and included in the Background (above).  No more 

than 5% of the total regional funds will be allocated in this category with a maximum of 2% being 

dedicated to planning projects. In the event that the funding requested in this category is below the 5% 

threshold, and/or in consideration of geographic equity, the funding surplus will be directed accordingly 

to Implementation Projects. 

Implementation Projects Category 

In this category, SCAG intends to build upon the CTC statewide application, scoring and ranking process 

and forgo its option to issue a supplemental application and call for proposals. This means that an 

evaluation committee will not be required at the county or regional level within the SCAG region to 

separately score Implementation Projects.  The selection process will occur as follows: 

• Prior to scoring by the CTC, SCAG will provide each county with the Implementation Project 

applications submitted through the statewide call for proposals.   

• The county transportation commissions will review the Implementation Project applications and 

determine which projects “are consistent with plans adopted by local and regional governments 

within the county” per the requirements of SB 99. If a project is consistent, the county may 

assign up to 10 points to each project.   

• If a county transportation commission assigns additional points (up to 10, as noted above) to a 

project for which they are the lead applicant, an explanation must be provided to SCAG on how 

the scoring process resulted in an unbiased evaluation of the project.  

• The Board of each respective county transportation commission will approve the scoring 

methodology/guidelines and point assignments, and submit the scores to SCAG for inclusion in 

the preliminary ranking of regional projects. 

• SCAG will establish a preliminary regional Implementation Projects list based on the county’s 

submissions that will program no less than 95% of the total regional funds and rely on 

population-based funding targets to achieve geographic equity.   
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Planning & Capacity Building Projects Category 

In this category, SCAG intends to build upon the CTC application, scoring and ranking process for the 

selection of planning and non-infrastructure projects. To reduce administrative burden and ensure 

disadvantaged communities can effectively participate in the process, SCAG will provide the option for 

“new” project sponsors seeking awards of less than $200,000 to apply through a supplemental call for 

projects.  This supplemental application option will only be available to project sponsors that have not 

received an ATP award in previous funding cycles.  

• Application Process: 

o All eligible applicants are encouraged to first submit proposals for planning and non-

infrastructure projects to the CTC to be considered for funding in the statewide funding 

program.  Projects seeking more than $200,000 or project sponsors that have 

previously been awarded ATP grants are required to submit a proposal through the CTC 

application process to be eligible for funding awards in the Regional Program.  Projects 

submitted but not funded through the statewide process, will be considered for funding 

in the Regional Program.  SCAG intends to use the scores provided by the statewide 

review process to rank and select projects, alongside projects submitted through the 

supplemental call as described below.   

o A supplemental call for projects and application process will be available to “new” 

project sponsors for projects seeking funding requests of less than $200,000.  To qualify 

as “new”, a project sponsor must not have received funds in a previous ATP funding 

cycle.  There will be no minimum project size.   

� Proposals received through the supplemental call will be scored using the same 

project selection criteria and weighting, match requirement, and definition of 

disadvantaged communities as used by the CTC in the statewide selection 

process.   

� SCAG in consultation with the counties and a multi-disciplinary working group 

will develop supplemental call for project applications to score the proposals 

that are submitted through the supplemental call.   

� County-specific evaluation committees comprised of county transportation 

commission and SCAG staff will be assembled to score the projects submitted in 

each county through the supplemental call. 

� Project sponsors that have submitted projects in the statewide competition, but 

were unsuccessful, may also choose to complete a supplemental application, if 

desired.  If a supplemental application is not provided, SCAG will rely on the 

scores provided by the CTC through the statewide review process to rank and 

select projects, alongside projects submitted through the supplemental call.  

The $200,000 cap will not be applied to projects that first submitted an 

application through the statewide call for projects.   
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• To establish a preliminary Planning & Capacity Building project list, project proposals will be 

ranked by county and prioritized by score and in consideration of the following principles: 

o The total funding recommended in this category will not exceed 5% of the total Regional 

Program.  Planning projects funding shall not exceed 2% of the total Regional Program. 

o Each county shall receive its population based share of funds available in this category.   

 

Recommended Regional Program of Projects  

SCAG shall create a draft Regional Program List that incorporates the preliminary project lists from the 

Implementation and Planning & Capacity Building project categories.  

SCAG will analyze the draft Regional Program list to ensure it meets the disadvantaged communities’ 

requirements by allocating at least 25% to disadvantaged communities’ projects (as defined by the state 

guidelines). 

If the total is less than 25%, SCAG will modify the preliminary regional project list to ensure the 25% 

mark is achieved, as follows: 

• Across all counties, the highest scored disadvantaged communities’ project that is below the 

funding mark will be added to the regional project list.  This project will displace the lowest 

scoring project that is above the funding mark and does not benefit a disadvantaged 

community, regardless of the county.    

• This process will be repeated until the 25% target is met. 

• This process may lead to an outcome where a county receives less than its population-based 

share of the funding, but is necessary to ensure the disadvantaged communities’ requirements 

for the regional program are met. 

The final recommended Regional Program of Projects will be reviewed by the CEOs of the county 

commissions, Caltrans and CTC staff to make any final adjustments and achieve consensus prior to 

submitting the Regional Program recommendations to SCAG’s Regional Council and the Boards or Chief 

Executive Officers of the county transportation commissions for approval and submission to the CTC.    

Technical Adjustments:  The SCAG CEO, the CEO of each County Transportation Commission, and their 

designees may make technical changes to the program as needed to ensure the timely delivery of the 

regionally-selected projects.  

Schedule 

• July-August 2016  Planning & Capacity Building Application Development and Stakeholder 

Engagement 



2017 Active Transportation Program 

Southern California Association of Governments Regional Guidelines 

 

6 

 

• September 2016 Issue Planning & Capacity Building Call for Projects.   

• November 18, 2016 Application Deadline 

• December 21, 2016 Staff recommended  Application Scores/Draft Regional Program 

• December-January 27 2017—County Transportation Commission Regional Program Approvals 

• February 2, 2017 Regional Council Approval of 2017 Regional Program 

• February 6, 2017 Submit Regional Program to CTC 

• March 2017 CTC adopts Regional Program 

 



  State of California    California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

. 

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5b.(1) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR SHOPP PROJECTS 
RESOLUTION FP-16-01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $725,252,000 for 70 projects programmed in the 2016 State 
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP).   

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes 70 SHOPP projects totaling $725,252,000 programmed in Fiscal 
Year 2015-16 and Fiscal Year 2016-17.  The Department is ready to proceed with these projects 
and is requesting an allocation at this time. 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $610,279,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015 and the Budget Act of 2016, 
Budget Act Items 2660-303-0042, 2660-302-0042, and 2660-302-0890 for construction and 
$114,973,000 for construction engineering for 70 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  

Tab 66



Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Orick, from 0.3 mile north of Big Lagoon Bridge to
0.3 mile south of Prairie Creek Park Undercrossing.
Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 37 lane miles of
pavement with asphalt overlay to extend pavement
service life and improve ride quality.  Also, upgrade
pedestrian ADA ramps and reconstruct guard rail.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $304,000 $151,346
PS&E $432,000 $59,506
R/W Supp $99,000 $855

(CEQA - CE, 11/6/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/6/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,823,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $331,000
302-0890 FTF $16,235,000
20.20.201.121 $16,566,000

01-2384
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,823,000

CONST
$19,292,000
0113000127

4
41500

1
$19,389,000

Humboldt
01-Hum-101
109.5/R125.8

Near Big Lagoon, from 1.9 to 2.2 miles north of Georgia
Pacific Road. Outcome/Output: Permanent restoration
of Spring 2011 storm damage at one location.  Repair
slip-out by extending existing soldier pile retaining wall
200 feet in both directions, constructing new 100 foot
soldier pile wall, and reconstructing roadway and 
embankment.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $233,000 $236,454
PS&E $1,889,000 $1,619,737
R/W Supp $80,000 $20,388

(CEQA - ND, 11/16/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/16/2014.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-15-01; January 2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $161,000
001-0890 FTF $1,239,000
20.10.201.131 $1,400,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $694,000
302-0890 FTF $5,358,000
20.20.201.131 $6,052,000

01-2341
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,400,000

CONST
$6,100,000

0112000127
4

0B430

2
$7,452,000

Humboldt
01-Hum-101
111.3/111.7

Page 1



Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Weitchpec, from 0.6 mile west of Miners Creek
Bridge to Rock Chute Creek Bridge. Outcome/Output:
Permanent restoration of Spring 2011 storm damage at
three locations.  Repair slip-outs with rock buttresses,
drainage repairs, piles, and roadway reconstruction.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $253,000 $218,127
PS&E $1,340,000 $1,275,993
R/W Supp $212,000 $150,712

(CEQA - MND, 12/2/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/2/2014.)

(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-16-62; August 2016)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $105,000
001-0890 FTF $810,000
20.10.201.131 $915,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $569,000
302-0890 FTF $4,396,000
20.20.201.131 $4,965,000

01-2342
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$915,000
CONST

$5,000,000
0112000128

4
0B440

3
$5,880,000

Humboldt
01-Hum-169

26.4/29.8

Near Phillipsville, from Ohman Creek Bridge to Bear
Creek Bridge at various locations.   Outcome/Output:
Upgrade bridge rails and widen shoulders to current
standards and to accommodate bicycles and
pedestrians at four bridge locations.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,600,000 $2,846,486
PS&E $1,200,000 $0
R/W Supp $197,000 $6,288

(CEQA - ND, 6/13/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/13/2016.)

(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-16-50; August 2016)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $900,000
20.10.201.112

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $59,000
302-0890 FTF $2,868,000
20.20.201.112 $2,927,000

01-0046D
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$900,000
CONST

$3,500,000
0100000186

4
43060

4
$3,827,000

Humboldt
01-Hum-254

0.8/43.1
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Lucerne, from 0.1 mile west of Sayre Avenue to
1.1 miles west of Route 53. Outcome/Output: Upgrade
curb ramps and sidewalks at 55 locations to meet 
current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
requirements.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $109,000 $245,960
PS&E $252,000 $202,408
R/W Supp $445,000 $135,472

(CEQA - CE, 7/10/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 7/10/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $231,000
20.10.201.361

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $20,000
302-0890 FTF $978,000
20.20.201.361 $998,000

01-3086
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$231,000
CONST

$1,140,000
0112000010

4
0B120

5
$1,229,000

Lake
01-Lak-20
13.5/30.5

Near Willits and Leggett, from 4.3 miles north of
Baechtel Creek Bridge to 0.1 mile south of Cummings
Road. Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 29 culvert systems 
by cleaning, replacing, paving inverts, upgrading
overside drains, replacing headwalls, placing rock slope
protection repair or replace horizontal drain collectors or
other measures; also improve fish passage barrier at
Ten Mile Creek by installing a rock weir and placing
cable railings.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $223,000 $49,246
R/W Supp $34,000 $86

(CEQA - ND, 08/12/2009; Revalidation 12/31/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 08/12/2009; Revalidation 12/31/2015.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-09-88; December 2009.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $765,000
20.10.201.151

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $52,000
302-0890 FTF $2,562,000
20.20.201.151 $2,614,000

01-4600
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$765,000
CONST

$2,200,000
0114000126

4
40281

6
$3,379,000

Mendocino
01-Men-101

50.1/84.6
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Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Leggett, at 0.1 mile north of Jitney Gulch Bridge.
Outcome/Output: Permanent restoration of Spring 2011
storm damage at one location.  Repair slides and slip-
out with a concrete crib wall.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $243,000 $112,289
PS&E $729,000 $869,984
R/W Supp $48,000 $19,522

(CEQA - CE, 7/28/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 7/18/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $58,000
001-0890 FTF $452,000
20.10.201.131 $510,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $215,000
302-0890 FTF $1,658,000
20.20.201.131 $1,873,000

01-4551
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$510,000
CONST

$2,550,000
0112000134

4
0B510

7
$2,383,000

Mendocino
01-Men-101

93.2

Near Dos Rios, at 1.2 miles west of Middle Fork Eel
River Bridge and at 2.8 miles east of Sand Bank Creek.
Outcome/Output: Permanent restoration of storm 
damage slip-out that occurred in Spring 2011 at 2
locations.  Halt slope movement by reconstructing the
roadway, replacing culvert, improving surface drainage,
and performing sub-surface dewatering.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $161,000 $246,268
PS&E $483,000 $1,583,445
R/W Supp $56,000 $63,925

(CEQA - CE, 8/13/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 8/13/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $19,000
001-0890 FTF $911,000
20.10.201.131 $930,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $229,000
302-0890 FTF $1,771,000
20.20.201.131 $2,000,000

01-4554
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$930,000
CONST

$1,750,000
0112000136

4
0B540

8
$2,930,000

Mendocino
01-Men-162

13.9/22.7
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Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In Sierra (PM R0.0/R3.1) and Lassen (PM R0.0/5.6)
Counties, from Nevada State line to 1 mile north of
Route 70; also, on Route 70 from PM 3.5 to 3.9.
Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 34.2 lane miles of
pavement to extend pavement service life and improve
ride quality.  Project will overlay pavement, upgrade
nine culverts, install approach slabs at eight locations,
rehabilitate four bridges with polyester concrete overlay,
install one intelligent transportation system (ITS)
monitoring device, and make ADA and drainage
improvements at the Agriculture Inspection Station.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $550,000 $1,032,866
PS&E $1,200,000 $361,806
R/W Supp $100,000 $61,674

(CEQA - CE, 5/12/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/12/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,212,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $206,000
302-0890 FTF $10,094,000
20.20.201.121 $10,300,000

02-3464
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,212,000

CONST
$14,574,000
0200020283

4
4E420

9
$11,512,000

Lassen
02-Las-395

R0.0/5.6

Near Quincy, from 0.6 mile west to 0.5 mile east of
Spring Garden Bridge Overhead No. 09-0062.
Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate the existing structure by
replacing the bridge deck, widening to make shoulders
standard, retrofitting the sub-structure, and installing
standard bridge rail.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,100,000 $1,743,528
PS&E $1,400,000 $1,115,286
R/W Supp $230,000 $23,683

(CEQA - ND, 6/26/2015; Revalidation 6/10/16.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/30/2015; Revalidation 6/10/16.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-15-41; August 2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,905,000
20.10.201.110

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $213,000
302-0890 FTF $10,427,000
20.20.201.110 $10,640,000

02-3212
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,905,000

CONST
$11,900,000
0200000161

4
2C090

10
$13,545,000

Plumas
02-Plu-70
50.6/51.7

Page 5



Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Hornbrook, from Klamath River Road
Undercrossing to 0.4 mile north of Klamath River Road
Undercrossing. Outcome/Output: Strengthen two
structures to meet permit load carrying requirements,
replace bridge rails at 4 locations, and replace
approach slabs at four bridge locations.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $520,000 $336,434
PS&E $1,056,000 $479,231
R/W Supp $70,000 $3,071

(CEQA - CE, 6/15/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/15/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,400,000
20.10.201.112

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $126,000
302-0890 FTF $6,174,000
20.20.201.112 $6,300,000

02-3514
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,400,000

CONST
$6,400,000

0215000021
4

4F58U

11
$8,700,000

Siskiyou
02-Sis-5

R57.8/R58.5

Near Seiad Valley, at various locations from 0.1 mile
west of Thompson Creek Bridge (No. 02-0069) to 0.2
mile east of Beaver Creek Bridge (No. 02-0081). 
Outcome/Output: Replace existing bridge rails with new
railing that meets current standards at three bridge
locations, widen bridges to provide shoulders, replace
asphalt on existing deck at Seiad Creek Bridge No. 02
-0072 with polyester overlay, install joint seals at two
bridges, and place bridge approach guardrailing.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $2,800,000 $2,776,381
PS&E $1,500,000 $1,055,316
R/W Supp $220,000 $336,643

(CEQA - MND, 6/29/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/30/2015.)

(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-16-51: August 2016)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $3,800,000
20.10.201.112

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $126,000
302-0890 FTF $7,154,000
20.20.201.112 $7,280,000

02-3473
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$3,500,000
$3,800,000

CONST
$8,100,000

0212000012
4

4E650

12
$11,080,000

Siskiyou
02-Sis-96
52.5/88.4
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Mineral, from Little Giant Mill Road to 0.7 mile
west of Diamond Road. Outcome/Output:  realigning
highway curves, improving drainage facilities and clear
recovery zone, increasing shoulder widths, and
installing guard rail to reduce the number and severity
of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,237,000 $1,018,375
PS&E $893,000 $679,287
R/W Supp $350,000 $212,756

(CEQA - CE, 9/17/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 9/17/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,800,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $224,000
302-0890 FTF $10,976,000
20.20.201.010 $11,200,000

02-3533
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,570,000
$2,800,000

CONST
$9,410,000

0215000056
4

4G03U

13
$14,000,000

Tehama
02-Teh-36
R75.1/78.4

Near Salyer, from Humboldt County Line to 0.6 mile
east of Gray Creek Road. Outcome/Output:
Rehabilitate 18 lane miles of pavement to extend
pavement service life and improve ride quality.  The
project will remove and replace localized areas of failed
pavement, grind, overlay with rubberized asphalt, 
rehabilitate or replace culverts, and upgrade curb
ramps, guardrail and end treatments.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $544,000 $450,361
PS&E $593,000 $116,316
R/W Supp $73,000 $2,147

(CEQA - CE, 11/17/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/17/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,158,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $130,000
302-0890 FTF $6,370,000
20.20.201.121 $6,500,000

02-3540
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,158,000

CONST
$6,800,000

0214000006
4

4G380

14
$7,658,000

Trinity
02-Tri-299

0.0/8.3
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In Sacramento, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Solano,
and Yolo Counties, on Routes 5, 50, and 80 at various
locations. ାOutcome/Output: Upgrade 33 Changeable
Message Sign (CMS) panels to LED technology to
reduce maintenance of failing bulbs, improve electrical
efficiency, and increase visibility.  Six of these locations
will include replacement of the steel sign structure to
make standard, and construct maintenance vehicle
pullouts at six locations to improve worker safety.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $400,000 $252,341
PS&E $600,000 $668,406
R/W Supp $200,000 $13,138

(CEQA - CE, 6/29/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/29/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,700,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $100,000
302-0890 FTF $4,903,000
20.20.201.315 $5,003,000

03-5847
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,700,000

CONST
$5,500,000

0314000163
4

4F440

15
$6,703,000

Sacramento
03-Sac-5
0.0/34.7

In Butte and Sutter Counties, in and near Yuba City,
from Bogue Road to Pease Road and at various 
locations.   Outcome/Output: Install a traffic signal at
Hunn Road, extend two right-turn lanes, upgrade Traffic
Operation System (TOS) elements by installing two
changeable message signs, upgrading existing traffic
signal communication systems, and upgrading vehicle
and pedestrian sensors and signals, and reconstruct
existing ADA curb ramps.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $220,000 $332,135
PS&E $450,000 $940,013
R/W Supp $220,000 $40,388

(CEQA - CE, 5/29/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/14/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,015,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $59,000
302-0890 FTF $2,877,000
20.20.201.315 $2,936,000

03-8375
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,015,000

CONST
$2,700,000

0300020469
4

1F970

16
$3,951,000

Sutter
03-Sut-99

Var.
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In Marysville, from 1.0 mile east of Feather River Bridge
to F Street; also on Route 70 from 4th Street to 5th
Street (PM 14.3 to 14.4).  Outcome/Output: Make traffic
operational improvements to decrease delay and 
congestion by removing median islands and replacing
with left-turn pockets, and modifying signals.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $100,000 $63,993
PS&E $1,700,000 $1,676,915
R/W Supp $476,000 $390,730

(CEQA - CE, 6/16/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/16/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $860,000
20.10.201.310

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $82,000
302-0890 FTF $4,007,000
20.20.201.310 $4,089,000

03-9582
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$860,000
CONST

$3,518,000
0300000273

4
1E760

17
$4,949,000

Yuba
03-Yub-20

0.5/0.9

In Berkeley, from Shattuck Avenue to 7th Street.
Outcome/Output: Upgrade 15 pedestrian facilities (curb 
ramps and sidewalks) to make compliant with the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $45,000 $266,380
PS&E $360,000 $525,093
R/W Supp $166,000 $29,440

(CEQA - CE, 5/24/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/24/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $507,000
20.10.201.378

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $23,000
302-0890 FTF $1,137,000
20.20.201.378 $1,160,000

04-0124J
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$507,000
CONST

$1,484,000
0415000361

4
2G481

18
$1,667,000

Alameda
04-Ala-13
12.1/13.4

In Oakland, from Fruitvale Avenue to Champion Street
and between Harold Street and Montana Street, at the
Fruitvale Park and Ride Lot.   Outcome/Output:
Upgrade 10 pedestrian facilities (ramps, sidewalks, and
ped. signal heads) to make compliant with the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Also install new
bike lockers, resurface asphalt lot, improve lighting,
install new irrigation system and replace chain link
fence.

Performance Measure:
Planned: 10.0, Actual: 10.0  Curb Ramps

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $177,000 $268,461
PS&E $1,060,000 $873,890
R/W Supp $53,000 $35,452

(CEQA - CE, 5/17/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/17/2016.)

001-0890 FTF $423,000
20.10.201.378

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $39,000
302-0890 FTF $1,917,000
20.20.201.378 $1,956,000

04-0133H
SHOPP/16-17

CON ENG
$423,000
CONST

$1,956,000
0413000123

4
4H260

19
$2,379,000

Alameda
04-Ala-580

R41.4/R41.5
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Hayward, at Hacienda Avenue Overcrossing and
the Hacienda Avenue Pump Station. Outcome/Output:
Permanent restoration of pump station by installing pipe
liner and reconstructing an existing discharge box.
Also, Construct gravel maintenance access road and
reconstruct irrigation system.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $234,000 $273,182
PS&E $500,000 $704,375
R/W Supp $20,000 $16,604

(CEQA - CE, 4/21/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/21/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $230,000
20.10.201.131

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $330,000
20.20.201.131

04-0039A
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$230,000
CONST

$955,000
0412000603

4
1SS44

20
$560,000

Alameda
04-Ala-880

19.3

In and near Martinez, at Mococo Overhead .
Outcome/Output: Perform a 4-year environmental 
mitigation plant establishment period maintenance and
care as a required condition of the US Fish and Wildlife
Services permit on completed project EA 3A870.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $300,000 $229,584
R/W Supp $10,000 $972

(CEQA - CE, 5/9/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/9/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $250,000
20.10.201.113

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $474,000
20.20.201.113

04-0333M
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$210,000
$250,000
CONST

$420,000
0414000120

4
3A87A

21
$724,000

Contra Costa
04-CC-680

24.3

Near Muir Beach, 2.1 miles north of Muir Woods Road.
Outcome/Output: Permanent restoration of active
landslide storm damage.  Construct soldier pile tie-back
retaining wall, reconstruct roadway, and improve the
existing drainage.  Project includes mitigation work to
be performed by Golden Gate National Recreation Area 
(GGNRA).

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $550,000 $598,805
PS&E $1,800,000 $1,288,676
R/W Supp $400,000 $6,596

(CEQA - CE, 6/30/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/30/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $39,000
001-0890 FTF $1,911,000
20.10.201.131 $1,950,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $82,000
302-0890 FTF $4,021,000
20.20.201.131 $4,103,000

04-0209R
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,950,000

CONST
$7,693,000

0400021259
4

2G890

22
$6,053,000

Marin
04-Mrn-1

8.0
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Valley Ford, from 0.4 mile south to 0.2 mile north
of Estero Americano Bridge No. 27-0028; also in
Sonoma county (PM 0.0 to 0.2).   Outcome/Output:
Replace structurally deficient structure with new bridge
and retaining walls using standard lane and shoulder
widths.  New bridge and approaches will be constructed
at higher elevation to prevent over-topping and roadway
flooding. Project also includes willow cutting harvesting,
willow propagation and mitigation plantings, and plant
establishment period maintenance.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,290,000 $1,452,032
PS&E $1,810,000 $2,245,311
R/W Supp $270,000 $7,010

(CEQA - ND, 12/15/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/15/2014.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-15-54; October 2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,620,000
20.10.201.110

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $242,000
302-0890 FTF $11,875,000
20.20.201.110 $12,117,000

04-0326A
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,200,000
$2,620,000

CONST
$10,156,000
0412000116

4
20950

23
$14,737,000

Marin
04-Mrn-1
50.1/50.5

In Marin, Napa and Sonoma Counties, on various
routes at various locations.   Outcome/Output: Upgrade
curb ramps and sidewalks at 8 locations to meet current
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements. 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $400,000 $614,464
R/W Supp $12,000 $31,962

(CEQA - CE, 11/30/2009.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/13/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $315,000
20.10.201.361

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $401,000
20.20.201.361

04-0273P
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$450,000
$315,000
CONST

$890,000
0400001155

4
4A670

24
$716,000

Marin
04-Mrn-Var.
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Saratoga, at 0.3 mile south of Sanborn Road.
Outcome/Output: Permanent restoration of storm
damaged roadway and embankment. Reconstruct
roadway, construct retaining wall and concrete barrier,
widen shoulders, and modify the existing drainage
system.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $400,000 $593,509
PS&E $672,000 $578,222
R/W Supp $150,000 $32,278

(CEQA - CE, 2/16/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 2/16/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $12,000
001-0890 FTF $588,000
20.10.201.131 $600,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $33,000
302-0890 FTF $1,619,000
20.20.201.131 $1,652,000

04-0387R
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$600,000
CONST

$2,000,000
0412000010

4
2G960

25
$2,252,000

Santa Clara
04-SCl-9

4.6

Near San Jose, from 0.1 mile east of Crothers Road to
0.06 mile west of Clayton Road. Outcome/Output:
Permanent restoration of 2011 storm damaged
roadway and embankment. Construct 200 foot soldier
pile retaining wall, widen shoulders, reconstruct asphalt
curbs, construct concrete barrier and place asphalt
overlay.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $400,000 $609,229
PS&E $550,000 $820,689
R/W Supp $150,000 $11,564

(CEQA - CE, 6/11/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/11/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $10,000
001-0890 FTF $476,000
20.10.201.131 $486,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $26,000
302-0890 FTF $1,279,000
20.20.201.131 $1,305,000

04-0500C
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$486,000
CONST

$1,627,000
0412000012

4
2G990

26
$1,791,000

Santa Clara
04-SCl-130

5.6/6.0

Near Gilroy, at 5.2 miles east of Route 152/Canada
Road intersection (off the state highway and adjacent to
Canada Road).   Outcome/Output: Environmental
mitigation grading and planting offsite work in Doan
Ranch Conservation Area to fulfill mitigation
requirements for projects EA 04-2A440 and 04-2A250. 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $600,000 $759,019
R/W Supp $350,000 $93,533

(CEQA - CE, 12/19/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/19/2014.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $850,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $30,000
302-0890 FTF $1,452,000
20.20.201.010 $1,482,000

04-0485U
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$850,000
CONST

$1,486,000
0412000581

4
2A441

27
$2,332,000

Santa Clara
04-SCl-152

13.2
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount 

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In the City and County of San Francisco, on Sloat
Boulevard from Skyline Boulevard to Route 1 (19th
Avenue. Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 7.2 lane miles of
pavement by grinding and resurfacing with rubberized
asphalt to extend pavement service life and improve
ride quality. Also, upgrade curb ramps to meet current
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $335,000 $518,427
PS&E $350,000 $935,301
R/W Supp $70,000 $18,891

(CEQA - CE, 2/12/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 2/12/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $521,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $87,000
302-0890 FTF $4,253,000
20.20.201.121 $4,340,000

04-0639A
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$435,000
$521,000
CONST

$3,813,000
0415000130

4
3J310

28
$4,861,000

San Francisco
04-SF-35

2.0/3.2

In the City and County of San Francisco, on Sloat
Boulevard from 36th Avenue to 21st Avenue at various
locations. Outcome/Output: Install High Intensity
Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) beacons at 5 intersection
locations, including upgrading curb ramps and 
sidewalks to meet current Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) requirements.  These pedestrian
enhancements will reduce the number and severity of
collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $130,000 $127,851
PS&E $310,000 $143,200
R/W Supp $40,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 8/28/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 8/28/2015.)

(Contribution from Office of Traffic Safety (OTS)
Federal Grant: $1,700,000.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $239,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $6,000
302-0890 FTF $316,000
20.20.201.015 $322,000

04-0158K
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$200,000
$239,000
CONST

$1,700,000
0416000121

4
4H753

29
$561,000

San Francisco
04-SF-35

2.1/3.1
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In the City and County of San Francisco, on Van Ness
Avenue from Mission Street to Lombard Street.
Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate pavement with
rubberized asphalt to extend the pavement service life
and improve ride quality; also, upgrade existing curb
ramps to meet current Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) requirements.  These improvements will be
made with construction of the Van Ness Corridor Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) improvements. 

Performance Measure:
Planned: 12.0, Actual: 12.0  Lane Miles

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $180,000 $137,318
PS&E $0 $0
R/W Supp $30,000 $32,676

(CEQA - CE, 5/1/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/1/2015.)

Related ATP allocation (PPNO 2023E) under
Resolution FATP-1617-01; August 2016.

This is a Financial Contribution Only (FCO) to San
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)

001-0890 FTF $0
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $146,000
302-0890 FTF $7,154,000
20.20.201.121 $7,300,000

04-0832J
SHOPP/16-17

CON ENG
$0

CONST
$7,300,000

0414000083
4FCO
3E601

30
$7,300,000

San Francisco
04-SF-101
T4.7/6.7

In the City and County of San Francisco, from 0.5 mile
north of Route 280/101 Separation to 0.2 mile south of
20th street at Southern Freeway Viaduct (Bridge No. 34
-0046). Outcome/Output: Rehabilitation of existing 
structure by reconstructing bridge deck drainage and
concrete barrier rail and placing polyester concrete
overlay to improve deck drainage and eliminate low-
area ponding.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $605,000 $240,012
PS&E $2,247,000 $2,451,489
R/W Supp $755,000 $150,741

(CEQA - CE, 11/12/2010.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/12/2010.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,732,000
20.10.201.110

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $152,000
302-0890 FTF $7,448,000
20.20.201.110 $7,600,000

04-0608K
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,732,000

CONST
$10,730,000
0400000827

4
2A490

31
$9,332,000

San Francisco
04-SF-280
R4.8/R6.2
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near Vallejo, Fairfield and Vacaville, from Route
29 to Alamo Drive; also in Vallejo on Route 37 at Route
80 (PM R11.45). Outcome/Output: Improve highway
worker safety by paving ramp gore areas. This project
will reduce the amount of work required for landscape
maintenance and therefore reduce worker exposure to
traffic.

Performance Measure:
Planned: 34.0, Actual: 34.0  Location(s) 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $216,000 $241,043
PS&E $866,000 $510,984
R/W Supp $54,000 $3,039

(CEQA - CE, 7/15/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 7/15/2015.)

001-0890 FTF $450,000
20.10.201.235

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $51,000
302-0890 FTF $2,502,000
20.20.201.235 $2,553,000

04-0481C
SHOPP/16-17

CON ENG
$450,000
CONST

$2,573,000
0413000147

4
4G960

32
$3,003,000

Solano
04-Sol-80
1.1/R25.1

Near Vacaville, at Meridian Road Overcrossing No. 23
-0147 and Midway Road Overcrossing No. 23-0148.
Outcome/Output: Seismic retrofit for Meridian Road
Overcrossing and replacement of the Midway Road
Overcrossing to improve structure resistance to
earthquakes and minimize the potential for collapse.
Retrofit work will include polyester overlay, reconstruct
barrier rail, construct approach slabs, improve existing
drainage system and reconstruct deck overhang.
Replacement work will include demolishing existing
bridge.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,040,000 $1,059,848
PS&E $1,460,000 $1,969,151
R/W Supp $240,000 $95,226

(CEQA - CE, 9/26/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 9/26/2014.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,820,000
20.10.201.113

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $200,000
302-0890 FTF $9,808,000
20.20.201.113 $10,008,000

04-0832G
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,820,000

CONST
$11,500,000
0412000483

4
4G510

33
$11,828,000

Solano
04-Sol-80
31.4/32.6
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near Vallejo, at Laurel Street Overcrossing No.
23-0119.  Outcome/Output: Replace the structure to
upgrade the minimum vertical clearance that meets
current transportation permit requirement and address
the deteriorating condition.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $504,000 $582,034
PS&E $1,200,000 $1,925,670
R/W Supp $165,000 $76,027

(CEQA - CE, 4/25/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/25/2014.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,584,000
20.10.201.322

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $159,000
302-0890 FTF $7,791,000
20.20.201.322 $7,950,000

04-0832D
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,584,000

CONST
$7,950,000

0412000477
4

4G450

34
$9,534,000

Solano
04-Sol-780

6.8/7.2

Near Fort Ross, at 2.6 miles south of Fort Ross Road.
Outcome/Output: Permanent restoration of landslide
complex that damaged roadway and slope. Construct a
two-tier soil nail retaining wall system, shift and widen 
roadway and shoulder.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,000,000 $827,300
PS&E $1,000,000 $1,475,111
R/W Supp $100,000 $84,156

(CEQA - MND, 6/26/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/26/2014.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-14-46; October 2014.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $35,000
001-0890 FTF $1,715,000
20.10.201.131 $1,750,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $142,000
302-0890 FTF $6,958,000
20.20.201.131 $7,100,000

04-0753R
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,500,000
$1,750,000

CONST
$7,100,000

0400021272
4

3G080

35
$8,850,000

Sonoma
04-Son-1

30.5
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near Santa Rosa, at the Route 12/101
Interchange (Route 101 PM 19.5/20.1).
Outcome/Output: Improve highway worker safety by
paving 21 miscellaneous roadside and ramp gore areas
and install five Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MVP's).
This project will reduce the amount of work required for
landscape maintenance and therefore reduce worker
exposure to traffic.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $100,000 $155,438
PS&E $150,000 $146,161
R/W Supp $44,000 $1,859

(CEQA - CE, 6/10/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/10/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $265,000
20.10.201.235

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $30,000
302-0890 FTF $1,450,000
20.20.201.235 $1,480,000

04-8315S
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$223,000
$265,000
CONST

$1,480,000
0412000157

4
3G720

36
$1,745,000

Sonoma
04-Son-12

R15.6/R16.5

In and near Windsor and Healdsburg, from Old
Redwood Highway to Route 128.  Outcome/Output:
Rehabilitating 56.4 lane miles of distressed pavement
to improve safety and ride quality. Crack and seat
existing concrete pavement before asphalt overlay,
overlay ramps, improve drainage systems, reconstruct
embankment, upgrade guard rails, replace median
concrete barrier, reconstruct bridge approach slabs and
upgrade nine ADA curb ramps.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,620,000 $1,652,054
PS&E $4,916,000 $2,087,881
R/W Supp $582,000 $621,147

(CEQA - CE, 11/19/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/19/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $6,432,000
20.10.201.122

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $1,294,000
302-0890 FTF $63,406,000
20.20.201.122 $64,700,000

04-0480G
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$6,432,000

CONST
$54,118,000
0414000021

4
0J640

37
$71,132,000

Sonoma
04-Son-101
29.3/R43.4
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near King City, from Central Avenue to 0.7 mile south
of Teague Avenue; also from 0.1 mile north of Teague
Avenue to Lagomarsino Avenue. Outcome/Output:
Remove fixed objects in clear recovery zone, 
eliminating threat of falling trees and debris in the
roadway in order to reduce the number and severity of
collisions and improve safety for highway workers.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,110,000 $1,080,232
PS&E $845,000 $264,252
R/W Supp $131,000 $59,128

(CEQA - EIR, 1/29/2015.)
(NEPA - FONSI, 1/29/2015.)

(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-16-59; August 2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $834,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $24,000
302-0890 FTF $1,154,000
20.20.201.015 $1,178,000

05-2312
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$834,000
CONST

$1,178,000
0500020243

4
0T990

38
$2,012,000

Monterey
05-Mon-101

45.8/49.8

In and near San Juan Bautista, from Route 101 to The
Alameda.   Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 14.8 lane
miles of pavement to extend pavement surface and
improve ride quality and upgrade barrier railing, 
reconstruct asphalt curbs and upgrade curb ramps to
meet current ADA standards.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $167,000 $151,587
PS&E $935,000 $405,418
R/W Supp $32,000 $5,142

(CEQA - CE, 4/16/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/16/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $745,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $107,000
302-0890 FTF $5,246,000
20.20.201.121 $5,353,000

05-2434
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$745,000
CONST

$4,941,000
0513000005

4
1C870

39
$6,098,000

San Benito
05-SBt-156

0.0/3.0
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near Hollister, from 0.5 mile west of Hudner
Overhead to the Santa Clara County line.
Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 18.2 lane miles of
pavement to extend pavement surface and improve ride
quality with rubberized asphalt and upgrade barrier
railing, reconstruct asphalt curbs and upgrade curb
ramps to meet current ADA standards.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $158,000 $151,566
PS&E $1,064,000 $364,494
R/W Supp $32,000 $1,048

(CEQA - CE, 4/16/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/16/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $842,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $125,000
302-0890 FTF $6,136,000
20.20.201.121 $6,261,000

05-2430
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$842,000
CONST

$6,400,000
0512000239

4
1C840

40
$7,103,000

San Benito
05-SBt-156
R10/R18.4

In and near the city of Santa Cruz, on Route 1,  also on
Route 17 (PM 0.0/6.3) at various locations.
Outcome/Output: Relocate electrical and irrigation 
boxes, place pavement delineation at interchanges,
install maintenance access gates, construct
maintenance vehicle pullouts, improve drainage and
remove non-mountable curb to improve safety for
highway workers at 42 locations. 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $290,000 $312,708
PS&E $891,000 $599,995
R/W Supp $5,000 $6,126

(CEQA - CE, 10/16/2013; Revalidation 6/21/16)
(NEPA - CE, 10/16/2013; Revalidation 6/21/16)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $615,000
20.10.201.235

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $29,000
302-0890 FTF $1,406,000
20.20.201.235 $1,435,000

05-2358
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$615,000
CONST

$1,222,000
0512000074

4
1C100

41
$2,050,000

Santa Cruz
05-SCr-1
R7.5/17.4

Near Atascadero, from 0.3 mile west of Homestead
Road to Route 46.  Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 42.9
lane miles of pavement to extend pavement surface
and improve ride quality.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $472,000 $332,261
PS&E $1,139,000 $606,372
R/W Supp $26,000 $4,870

(CEQA - CE, 10/30/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/30/0015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,508,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $260,000
302-0890 FTF $12,758,000
20.20.201.121 $13,018,000

05-2588
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,508,000

CONST
$17,262,000
0514000113

4
1G150

42
$14,526,000

San Luis Obispo
05-SLO-41
19.7/R42.2
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Porterville, from south of Henderson Avenue to
Route 137. Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate pavement by
digging out and patching failed areas of pavement with
asphalt to extend service life and improve ride quality
and construct curb ramps to comply with ADA
standards.

Performance Measure:
Planned: 47.4, Actual: 41.6  Lane Miles

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $1,300,000 $992,509
R/W Supp $30,000 $16,562

(CEQA - CE, 1/29/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 1/29/2016.)

001-0890 FTF $1,100,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $174,000
302-0890 FTF $8,530,000
20.20.201.121 $8,704,000

06-6654
SHOPP/16-17

CON ENG
$1,200,000
$1,100,000

CONST
$13,500,000
0613000049

4
0Q260

43
$9,804,000

Tulare
06-Tul-65

R20.1/31.5

In the cities of Signal Hill and Long Beach, from
Santiago Avenue to Route 1/710 Separation.
Outcome/Output: Upgrade curb ramps and sidewalks at
182 locations to meet current Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements and upgrade traffic
signalization at intersections.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,000,000 $1,914,660
PS&E $1,500,000 $284,421
R/W Supp $0 $0

(CEQA - CE, 6/22/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/22/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,000,000
20.10.201.361

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $82,000
302-0890 FTF $4,009,000
20.20.201.361 $4,091,000

07-4491
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,000,000

CONST
$5,300,000

0712000075
4

29080

44
$5,091,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-1
2.4/7.2

In the cities of Los Angeles and Glendale, from Route
710/5 Separation to Route 134/5 Separation.
Outcome/Output: Install concrete barrier and Midwest
Guardrail System (MGS) at 66 locations and
reconstruct asphalt curbs, modify drainage systems and
place vegetation control throughout locations as
needed to reduce the number and severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $363,000 $642,681
PS&E $1,122,000 $358,048
R/W Supp $50,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 11/20/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/20/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $743,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $82,000
302-0890 FTF $4,020,000
20.20.201.015 $4,102,000

07-4728
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$743,000
CONST

$6,000,000
0714000101

4
30550

45
$4,845,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-5

13.7/26.7
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near the cities of Los Angeles and Santa Clarita,
from 0.1 mile north of Balboa Boulevard Overcrossing
to S5-N14 Connector Overcrossing; also on Route 14,
from Route 14/5 Separation Overhead to 0.1 mile south
of Sierra Highway Undercrossing. Outcome/Output:
Reconstruct concrete barriers, stabilize slope, improve
drainage, and install lighting systems to improve traffic
safety, traffic flow and for the protective betterment of
the roadway and to reduce the number and severity of
collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $318,000 $0
PS&E $728,000 $967,533
R/W Supp $46,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 10/7/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/7/2014.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $758,000
20.10.201.150

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $118,000
302-0890 FTF $5,783,000
20.20.201.150 $5,901,000

07-4733
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$758,000
CONST

$5,775,000
0714000244

4
30600

46
$6,659,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-5

R44.6/R45.7

In Diamond Bar, from Diamond Bar Boulevard to State
Street at various locations; also, on Route 210 in
Irwindale, Azusa, and Glendora, from Irwindale Avenue
to Route 57 at various locations.   Outcome/Output:
Pave bridge abutment slopes at nine locations to
stabilize soil and reduce sediment transport into
drainage inlets. 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $250,000 $509,272
R/W Supp $5,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 3/29/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/29/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $295,000
20.10.201.335

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $39,000
302-0890 FTF $1,932,000
20.20.201.335 $1,971,000

07-4675
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$250,000
$295,000
CONST

$1,709,000
0713000436

4
30030

47
$2,266,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-57

R2/5.6
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near the cities of Los Angeles and Hawthorne,
from 0.1 mile west of W105-S1 Connector Overcrossing
to Inglewood Avenue Undercrossing. Outcome/Output:
Treat the bridge deck at various locations to prolong
concrete deck life, replace joint seals, repair minor deck
spalls, and remove and replace striping.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $30,000 $0
PS&E $970,000 $582,697
R/W Supp $0 $0

(CEQA - CE, 5/6/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/6/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $790,000
20.10.201.119

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $71,000
302-0890 FTF $3,459,000
20.20.201.119 $3,530,000

07-4723
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$790,000
CONST

$4,940,000
0714000087

4
30500

48
$4,320,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-105
R0.4/R2.5

In the city and county of Los Angeles, from Ventura
County line to Route 210; also on Route 27 (Topanga
Canyon Boulevard) from Devonshire Street to Route
118.   Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 65.0 lane miles of
roadway to extend pavement surface life and improve
ride quality. Replace approach slabs and upgrade curb
ramps to meet current ADA standards. 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $70,000 $1,399,137
PS&E $1,972,000 $1,513,724
R/W Supp $100,000 $112

(CEQA - CE, 3/16/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/16/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,571,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $578,000
302-0890 FTF $28,328,000
20.20.201.121 $28,906,000

07-4684
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,571,000

CONST
$29,000,000
0713000486

4
30210

49
$31,477,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-118
R0.0/R14.4
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near the cities of Long Beach and Los Angeles,
from 0.2 mile south of Atherton Street Undercrossing to
0.2 mile north of National Boulevard Undercrossing and
from Ventura Boulevard Undercrosssing to Route 5/405
Separation Outcome/Output: Upgrade communications
system to fiber optic cable and connect to 28 
Transportation Management System (TMS) field
elements.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $333,000 $0
PS&E $832,000 $737,314
R/W Supp $4,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 5/5/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/5/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,160,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $133,000
302-0890 FTF $6,518,000
20.20.201.315 $6,651,000

07-3821
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,160,000

CONST
$6,654,000

0713000161
4

25710

50
$7,811,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-405
0.0/29.2

In and near Hawthorne, from El Segundo Boulevard
Undercrossing to N405-E105 Connector Separation.
Outcome/Output: Reconstruct distressed roadway,
reconstruct approach slabs and construct two soldier
pile retaining walls to restore embankment.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $10,000 $92,767
PS&E $2,780,000 $4,203,818
R/W Supp $45,000 $3,420

(CEQA - CE, 10/31/2013.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/31/2013.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $52,000
001-0890 FTF $2,569,000
20.10.201.131 $2,621,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $274,000
302-0890 FTF $13,432,000
20.20.201.131 $13,706,000

07-4567
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,621,000

CONST
$14,500,000
0713000241

4
3X870

51
$16,327,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-405
20.2/R21.0

In Los Angeles and Ventura Counties in various cities
and spot locations on various routes.  Outcome/Output:
Install and upgrade 21 Highway Advisory Radio (HAR)
systems and upgrade 84 flashing beacons to improve
50 Transportation Management System (TMS) field
elements.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $334,000 $0
PS&E $835,000 $798,416
R/W Supp $5,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 5/5/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/5/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,164,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $192,000
302-0890 FTF $6,468,000
20.20.201.315 $6,660,000

07-3323
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,164,000

CONST
$6,680,000

0713000162
4

24070

52
$7,824,000

Los Angeles
07-LA-VAR
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Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Ojai, near North Fork Matilija Creek Bridge.
Outcome/Output: Construct soil nail wall 26 feet high
and 500 feet long.  Install concrete barrier along the
northbound shoulder and construct rock weir system.
The project is necessary to prevent further erosion and
preserve the environment for fish habitat.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $600,000 $1,230,614
R/W Supp $50,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 5/09/2013; Revalidation 6/20/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/09/2013; Revalidation 6/20/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $52,000
001-0890 FTF $2,535,000
20.10.201.131 $2,587,000

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $117,000
302-0890 FTF $5,731,000
20.20.201.131 $5,848,000

07-4725
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,587,000

CONST
$4,906,000

0714000092
4

30520

53
$8,435,000

Ventura
07-Ven-33

15.7

In and near Corona, Lake Elsinore, Wildomar, Murrieta,
and Temecula, from San Diego County Line to 0.2 mile
north of Route 91. Outcome/Output: Install 128
Transportation Management System (TMS) field
elements to improve the distribution of real time traffic
information and the safety of the traveling public.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,140,000 $1,229,568
PS&E $1,786,000 $314,656
R/W Supp $30,000 $1,187

(CEQA - CE, 5/4/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/4/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $3,220,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $377,000
302-0890 FTF $18,466,000
20.20.201.315 $18,843,000

08-9991C
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$4,575,000
$3,220,000

CONST
$17,232,000
0814000175

4
0G770

54
$22,063,000

Riverside
08-Riv-15
R0.0/41.8

In Riverside and San Bernardino Counties, on various
routes.  Outcome/Output: Replace 24 field weather
systems and highway advisor radio elements.  Also
upgrade the software to improve distribution of real time
traffic information and help crews respond to changing
road conditions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $550,000 $309,368
PS&E $312,000 $176,268
R/W Supp $24,000 $4,190

(CEQA - CE, 10/1/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/1/2015.) 

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $610,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $46,000
302-0890 FTF $2,277,000
20.20.201.315 $2,323,000

08-0012H
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$610,000
CONST

$2,059,000
0812000338

4
1C630

55
$2,933,000

Riverside
08-Riv-VAR
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2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Barstow, at Clyde V. Kane Safety Roadside Rest
Area.  Outcome/Output: Restoration of Roadside Rest
Area to meet the needs of increased capacity and
current standards. Construct two comfort station
buildings, reconstruct, expand and modernize existing
facilities.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $365,000 $353,314
PS&E $846,000 $763,037
R/W Supp $30,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 6/7/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/7/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,380,000
20.10.201.250

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $156,000
302-0890 FTF $7,630,000
20.20.201.250 $7,786,000

08-3001G
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,380,000

CONST
$10,150,000
0814000184

4
0G842

56
$10,166,000

San Bernardino
08-SBd-15

R107.3

In and near Barstow, from Route 15/40 interchange to
1.4 miles east of Fort Cady Road Overcrossing.
Outcome/Output: Regrade median to a flatter cross
slope to reduce the number and severity of cross
centerline collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,537,000 $1,503,401
PS&E $2,157,000 $1,327,013
R/W Supp $183,000 $38,557

(CEQA - MND, 4/16/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/16/2015.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-15-33; June 2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $3,170,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $356,000
302-0890 FTF $17,459,000
20.20.201.015 $17,815,000

08-0207J
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$3,170,000

CONST
$20,373,000
0812000026

4
0R120

57
$20,985,000

San Bernardino
08-SBd-40

0/R25

In San Bernardino county, at various locations.
Outcome/Output: Install 8 Transportation Management
System (TMS) field elements to improve the distribution
of real time traffic information and the safety of the
traveling public.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $220,000 $295,128
PS&E $337,000 $327,718
R/W Supp $22,000 $3,063

(CEQA - CE, 4/16/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/16/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $405,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $60,000
302-0890 FTF $2,935,000
20.20.201.315 $2,995,000

08-0195M
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$405,000
CONST

$2,622,000
0814000085

4
0E551

58
$3,400,000

San Bernardino
08-SBd-210

VAR
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Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In Mono County, at the Crestview Maintenance Station
(L5705). Outcome/Output: Construct new equipment
storage building and fire suppression system.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $60,000 $0
PS&E $662,000 $318,162
R/W Supp $1,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 4/18/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0042 SHA $882,000
20.10.201.352

2016-17
303-0042 SHA $2,402,000
20.20.201.352

09-6550
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$882,000
CONST

$2,300,000
0912000044

4
35610

59
$3,284,000

Mono
09-Mno-395

34.1

In and near Stockton, from 0.3 mile south to 0.3 mile
north of Arch Road (PM 14.3 to 14.9); and 0.3 mile
north of Main Street to Hammer Lane (PM 18.4 to
23.0). Outcome/Output: Implement an integrated 
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS).  Install two
ramp metering systems, Closed Circuit TV (CCTV)
systems, Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MPV's) and
CHP enforcement areas at the Arch Road ramps, and
install 4.6 miles of fiber optic cable from PM 18.4 to
23.0.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $500,000 $313,455
R/W Supp $0 $0

(CEQA - CE, 11/12/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 11/12/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,300,000
20.10.201.315

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $71,000
302-0890 FTF $3,487,000
20.20.201.315 $3,558,000

10-3103
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,300,000

CONST
$3,000,000

1015000131
4

1C421

60
$4,858,000

San Joaquin
10-SJ-99
14.0/23.0

In Modesto, from north of East Hatch Road to
Tuolumne Road; also in Merced at various locations.
Outcome/Output: Relocate 13 overhead freeway guide
signs out of the clear recovery zone to reduce the
number and severity of collisions.  Also, modify
electrical and illumination systems, and install
necessary crash cushion/energy attenuation devices.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $706,000 $598,887
PS&E $1,271,000 $118,533
R/W Supp $141,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 9/25/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 9/25/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,454,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $86,000
302-0890 FTF $4,206,000
20.20.201.015 $4,292,000

10-3109
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,454,000

CONST
$7,090,000

1013000246
4

0Y620

61
$5,746,000

Stanislaus
10-Sta-99

R13.6/R15.1
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August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In and near Sonora, from north of Bell Mooney Road to
north of North Washington Street; also on Route 108 at
various locations.  Outcome/Output: Upgrade guardrail
and end treatments to standard, upgrade the truck
turning radius at one location, install concrete barrier
transitions, and remove and replace two traffic signal
poles.  This project will reduce the number and severity
of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $194,000 $393,165
PS&E $432,000 $116,703
R/W Supp $43,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 12/11/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/11/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $436,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $28,000
302-0890 FTF $1,395,000
20.20.201.015 $1,423,000

10-3108
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$436,000
CONST

$2,122,000
1013000196

4
0Y220

62
$1,859,000

Tuolumne
10-Tuo-49
13.5/18.6

Near El Centro, from 0.5 mile west of Route 111 to 0.6
mile west of Anderholt Road; also from 0.5 mile east of
East Highline Canal Bridge to 0.8 mile west of Route 98
(PM R55.0/R65.0). Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 56.5
miles of roadway to extend pavement service life and 
improve ride quality.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $950,000 $804,352
PS&E $3,130,000 $1,449,844
R/W Supp $0 $0

(CEQA - CE, 5/12/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/12/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $14,920,000
20.10.201.122

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $1,868,000
302-0890 FTF $91,519,000
20.20.201.122 $93,387,000

11-0558
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$14,920,000

CONST
$111,814,000
1115000139

4
41851

63
$108,307,000

Imperial
11-Imp-8

R41.1/R65.0

Near Winterhaven, from 0.7 mile west of Ogilby Road
overcrossing to 0.7 mile west of Route 186/8
Separation.   Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 27.6 miles
of pavement to extend pavement service life and
improve ride quality.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $450,000 $422,003
PS&E $1,470,000 $515,407
R/W Supp $0 $0

(CEQA - CE, 5/31/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 5/31/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $7,050,000
20.10.201.122

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $1,132,000
302-0890 FTF $55,487,000
20.20.201.122 $56,619,000

11-0559
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$7,050,000

CONST
$59,652,000
1115000140

4
41852

64
$63,669,000

Imperial
11-Imp-8

R83.1/R90
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Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In the city of San Diego, from Nimitz Boulevard to 0.2
mile west of Presidio Park Overcrossing.
Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 21.0 lane miles of
pavement to extend pavement surface and improve ride
quality and install concrete barrier at 5 locations.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $1,140,000 $1,077,913
R/W Supp $3,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 6/16/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/16/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on 
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $2,174,000
20.10.201.121

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $135,000
302-0890 FTF $6,622,000
20.20.201.121 $6,757,000

11-1061
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$2,174,000

CONST
$6,223,000

1112000016
4

40860

65
$8,931,000

San Diego
11-SD-8

T0.5/R0.7

Near Rincon, from 0.2 mile west of Rincon Springs
Road to 0.1 mile west of Water Mountain Road. 
Outcome/Output: Realign Valley Center Road and
Route 76, construct roundabout and apply high friction
surface treatment to increase safety and reduce the
number and severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,324,000 $1,328,186
PS&E $1,736,000 $2,349,068
R/W Supp $1,121,000 $674,977

(CEQA - ND, 10/28/2014.)
(NEPA - FONSI, 10/28/2014.)

Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-16-57, August 2016.

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,467,000
20.10.201.010

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $142,000
302-0890 FTF $6,980,000
20.20.201.010 $7,122,000

11-1020
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$1,467,000

CONST
$8,848,000

1100020265
4

40570

66
$8,589,000

San Diego
11-SD-76
32.6/33.3

In San Marcos, from 0.1 mile east of Twin Oaks Valley
Road overcrossing to 0.2 mile east of Woodland 
Parkway undercrossing. Outcome/Output: Construct
eastbound/westbound auxiliary lanes to improve 
highway operations and mobility.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $1,360,000 $1,269,074
PS&E $1,950,000 $832,530
R/W Supp $20,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 12/21/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/21/2015.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $1,874,000
20.10.201.310

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $175,000
302-0890 FTF $8,578,000
20.20.201.310 $8,753,000

11-1170
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$3,370,000
$1,874,000

CONST
$20,508,000
1115000142

4
42160

67
$10,627,000

San Diego
11-SD-78
13.0/14.1
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Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year
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Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-01

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In the cities of San Juan Capistrano and Irvine, at S1-
N5 Connector Overcrossing No. 55-0620F and at Bee
Canyon Bridge No. 55-0031.  Outcome/Output:
Replace bridge deck at one location and
upgrade/replace 365 feet of bridge railing to meet
current standards for two locations. 

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $600,000 $881,575
R/W Supp $0 $65

(CEQA - CE, 9/15/2014.) 
(NEPA - CE, 9/15/2014.) 

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $820,000
20.10.201.112

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $30,000
302-0890 FTF $1,470,000
20.20.201.112 $1,500,000

12-4527A
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$700,000
$820,000
CONST

$1,572,000
1213000147

4
0H530

68
$2,320,000

Orange
12-Ora-5
6.8/22.9

In Stanton, from 0.1 mile south of Bever Place to 0.1
mile north of Stanton Storm Channel. Outcome/Output:
Rehabilitate existing drainage system to prevent
flooding. Install a 36 inch concrete culvert along north
side of Route 39, also construct 11 new curb drains and
upgrade 7 curb ramps with some replacement of curb
and sidewalk.

Performance Measure:
Planned: 12.0, Actual: 12.0  Drainage Systems

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $233,000 $291,298
PS&E $825,000 $774,054
R/W Supp $35,000 $22,821

(CEQA - CE, 4/21/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/21/2015.)

001-0890 FTF $650,000
20.10.201.151

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $54,000
302-0890 FTF $2,649,000
20.20.201.151 $2,703,000

12-3184
SHOPP/16-17

CON ENG
$650,000
CONST

$2,709,000
1200000211

4
0H270

69
$3,353,000

Orange
12-Ora-39
9.8/10.5

In Newport Beach, Costa Mesa, Santa Ana, Tustin,
Orange and Anaheim, from 0.9 mile north of Route 1 to
Route 55/91 Separation at various locations.
Outcome/Output: Repair and replace highway safety
devices at 142 locations in the clear recovery zone to
meet current standards for the reduction in number and
severity of collisions.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $3,500,000 $3,391,321
R/W Supp $20,000 $5,964

(CEQA - CE, 3/12/2013.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/12/2013.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $3,480,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $282,000
302-0890 FTF $13,828,000
20.20.201.015 $14,110,000

12-3401A
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$3,480,000

CONST
$14,110,000
1212000092

4
0M500

70
$17,590,000

Orange
12-Ora-55
1.2/R17.9
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5b.(2) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
Division Chief  
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR SHOPP PROJECTS  
RESOLUTION FP-16-06 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $3,475,000 for the State-administered Environmental 
Mitigation at Tom Lantos Tunnel (Devil’s Slide) Bypass Project (PPNO 1452M), in San Mateo 
County, programmed in the 2016 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP).   

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes one SHOPP project totaling $3,475,000.  The Department is ready to 
proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time. 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $1,975,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015, Budget Act Item 
2660-302-0042 for construction and $1,500,000 for construction engineering for one SHOPP project 
described on the attached vote list. 

Attachment 
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5b.(2) SHOPP Projects

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-06

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

Near Pacifica, at the Tom Lantos Tunnels.
Outcome/Output: As a result of changed site conditions
and drought, perform outstanding environmental
mitigation commitments made with permitting agencies
as part of construction of the Devil's Slide Tunnels
Bypass project.  Initial offsite mitigation work was
performed, but monitoring documented a decline in
local California Red-Legged Frog population related to
drought and water table changes.  As a result, a long-
term management plan was created for further habitat
improvements.  This proposed work includes temporary
relocating frogs and vegetation, constructing ponds and
reliable water source, and performing biological
monitoring.  Initial work must be complete by the onset
of rainy season to provide necessary benefits.

Performance Measure:
Planned: 3.0, Actual: 3.0  Location(s)

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $0 $0
R/W Supp $25,000 $0

001-0042 SHA $1,500,000
20.10.201.131

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $1,975,000
20.20.201.131

04-1452M
SHOPP/16/17

CON ENG
$1,500,000

CONST
$1,975,000

0417000049
4

2K910

1
$3,475,000

San Mateo
04-SM-1
39.6/40.1
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5c.(1) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECT ON THE STATE 
HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
RESOLUTION FP-16-02  

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $3,067,000 for the State administered State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP) Follow Up Landscaping (PPNO 0789F) project in Sonoma County, 
on the State Highway System. 

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes the State administered STIP project on the State Highway System 
totaling $3,067,000.  The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an 
allocation at this time.   

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $2,452,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2016, Budget Act Items   
2660-301-0042 and 2660-301-0890 for construction and $615,000 for construction engineering for 
the State administered STIP project described on the attached vote list. 
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

Project Title
Location

Project Description
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Resolution FP-16-022.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Project On the State Highway System

Follow Up Landscaping. In Sonoma County on Route 12, from
South Santa Rosa Overhead to Route 12/101 Separation and
at various locations on Route 101. Construct follow-up
landcaping.

Final Project Development
      Support Estimate: $669,000
      Programmed Amount: $560,000
      Adjustments:  (<20%) $0

Final Right of Way :     N/A

(CON ENG increase of $100,000 to come from Sonoma
County regional shares.)

(CEQA - EIR, 7/16/2009.)
(NEPA - EIS, 7/21/2009.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under Resolution
E-09-70; September 2009.)

(R/W certification:  6/21/2016)

(Time extension for FY 14-15 CONST expires on February 28,
2017.)

Outcome/Output: Construction - implement mitigation planting.

04-0789F
RIP/14-15
CON ENG
$515,000
$615,000
CONST

$2,452,000
0414000224

264H6

001-0890 $615,000
FTF

2016-17
301-0042 $49,000

SHA
301-0890 $2,403,000

FTF
20.20.075.600

1
$3,067,000

Department of
Transportation

MTC
Sonoma

04-Son-101
2/22.4
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.5c.(3) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS  
OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
RESOLUTION FP-16-03  

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $8,793,000 for 24 locally administered State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Programming, Planning, and Monitoring projects off 
the State Highway System. 

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes 24 locally administered STIP projects off the State Highway System 
totaling $8,793,000.  The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are requesting 
an allocation at this time. 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $8,793,000 be allocated from Non-Budget Act Item 2660-601-3093 for 24 locally 
administered STIP projects described on the attached vote list.  

Attachment
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-16-03

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

01-1032
RIP/16-17
CONST
$44,000

0116000172

2006-07
601-3093 $44,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

1
$44,000

Del Norte Local
Transportation
Commission

DNLTC
01-Del Norte

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

01-3002P
RIP/16-17
CONST
$68,000

0116000182

2006-07
601-3093 $68,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

2
$68,000

Lake County/City Area
Planning Council

Lake CCAPC
01-Lake

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

01-4002P
RIP/16-17
CONST

$145,000
0116000183

2006-07
601-3093 $145,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

3
$145,000

Mendocino Council of
Governments

MCOG
01-Mendocino

Planning, Programming and Monitoring 02-2057
RIP/16-17
CONST
$77,000

0216000082

2006-07
601-3093 $77,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

4
$77,000

Plumas County
Transportation
Commission

PCTC
02-Plumas

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

03-0L16
RIP/16-17
CONST

$202,000
0316000279

2006-07
601-3093 $202,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

5
$202,000

Butte County
Association of
Governments

BCAG
03-Butte

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016 

03-0L83
RIP/16-17
CONST

$107,000
0316000275

2006-07
601-3093 $107,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

6
$107,000

Nevada County
Transportation
Commission

NCTC
03-Nevada
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-16-03

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

This allocation combines 4 projects programmed in the
2016 STIP:
PPNO 0L30 (Sacramento) for $822,000,
PPNO 1L53 (Sutter) for $76,000,
PPNO 0L37 (Yolo) for  $158,000, and
PPNO 0L41 (Yuba) for $58,000.

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

03-VARIOUS
RIP/16-17
CONST

$1,114,000
0316000273

2006-07
601-3093 $1,114,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

7
$1,114,000

Sacramento Area
Council of

Governments
SACOG

03-Sacramento

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

04-2179
RIP/16-17
CONST

$886,000
0416000466

2006-07
601-3093 $886,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

8
$886,000

Alameda County
Transportation
Commission

MTC
04-Alameda

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective date of July 1, 2016)

04-2011O
RIP/16-17
CONST

$609,000
0416000468

2006-07
601-3093 $609,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

9
$609,000

Contra Costa
CountyTransportation

Authority
MTC

04-Contra Costa

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

04-2127C
RIP/16-17
CONST

$206,000
0416000475

2006-07
601-3093 $206,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

10
$206,000

Transportation
Authority of Marin

MTC
04-Marin

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

04-1003E
RIP/16-17
CONST

$110,000
0416000474

2006-07
601-3093 $110,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

11
$110,000

Napa County
Transportation

Planning Agency
MTC

04-Napa

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

04-2255
RIP/16-17
CONST

$1,053,000
0416000469

2006-07
601-3093 $1,053,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

12
$1,053,000

Santa Clara Valley
Transportation

Authority
MTC

04-Santa Clara
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-16-03

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

04-2007
RIP/16-17
CONST

$447,000
0416000473

2006-07
601-3093 $447,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

13
$447,000

San Francisco County
Transportation

Authority
MTC

04-San Francisco

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

This request combines 9 projects programmed in the
2016 STIP:
PPNO 2100 (Alameda) for $131,000,
PPNO 2118 (Contra Costa) for $85,000,
PPNO 2127 (Marin) for 24,000,
PPNO 2130 (Napa) for $15,000,
PPNO 2131 (San Francisco) for $67,000,
PPNO 2410 (San Mateo) for $69,000,
PPNO  2144 (Santa Clara) for $153,000,
PPNO 2152 (Solano) for $40,000, and
PPNO 2156 (Sonoma) for $48,000.

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

04-VARIOUS
RIP/16-17
CONST

$632,000
0416000476

2006-07
601-3093 $632,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

14
$632,000

Metropolitan
Transportation
Commission

MTC
04-San Francisco

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

04-2140A
RIP/16-17
CONST

$462,000
0416000467

2006-07
601-3093 $462,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

15
$462,000

San Mateo
City/County

Association of
Governments

MTC
04-San Mateo

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

04-2263
RIP/16-17
CONST

$274,000
0416000470

2006-07
601-3093 $274,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

16
$274,000

Solano Transportation
Authority

MTC
04-Solano

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

(SB 184 effective July 1, 2016)

04-0770E
RIP/16-17
CONST

$343,000
0416000471

2006-07
601-3093 $343,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

17
$343,000

Sonoma County
Transportation

Authority
MTC

04-Sonoma
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-16-03

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Planning, Programming and Monitoring 07-9002
RIP/16-17
CONST

$413,000
0716000377

2006-07
601-3093 $413,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

18
$413,000

Ventura County
Transportation
Commission

VCTC
07-Ventura

Planning, Programming and Monitoring 09-1010
RIP/16-17
CONST

$200,000
0914000059

2006-07
601-3093 $200,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

19
$200,000

Inyo County LTC
ICLTC
09-Inyo

Planning, Programming and Monitoring 09-2003
RIP/16-17
CONST

$135,000
0915000043

2006-07
601-3093 $135,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

20
$135,000

Mono County Local
Transportation
Commission

MCLTC
09-Mono

Planning, Programming and Monitoring 10-A1950
RIP/16-17
CONST
$19,000

1016000228

2006-07
601-3093 $19,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

21
$19,000

Alpine County Local
Transportation
Commission

ACLTC
10-Alpine

Planning, Programming and Monitoring 10-C1950
RIP/16-17
CONST
$53,000

1016000003

2006-07
601-3093 $53,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

22
$53,000

Calaveras Council of
Governments

CCOG
10-Calaveras

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

10-0452
RIP/16-17
CONST
$89,000

1016000229

2006-07
601-3093 $89,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

23
$89,000

Tulommne County
Transportation Council

TuolumneCTC
10-Tuolumne

Planning, Programming and Monitoring

SB 184 effective July 1, 2016.

11-7402
RIP/16-17
CONST

$1,105,000
1116000167

2006-07
601-3093 $1,105,000

TDIF
20.30.600.670

24
$1,105,000

SANDAG
SANDAG

11-San Diego
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.5c.(4) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR ASSEMBLY BILL (AB) 3090 REIMBURSEMENT STIP 
PROJECTS 
RESOLUTION FP-16-04 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $2,584,000 for the State administered AB 3090 Reimbursement State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) project (PPNO 4679A) in Placer County.   

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes the State administered STIP AB 3090 reimbursement project for 
$2,584,000.  This AB 3090 reimbursement is for the AB 3090 Reimbursement project in Placer 
County.  AB 3090 reimbursement authority allows local agencies to use local funds to start work on 
their projects programmed in the STIP and be reimbursed with State funds in a future year when 
funds are made available.  For the agency with an approved AB 3090 Reimbursement agreement, as 
identified on the attached vote list, the year of reimbursement is FY 2016-17.  The agency has 
requested an allocation at this time. 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $2,584,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015, Budget Act Item         
2660-301-0890 for the STIP AB 3090 reimbursement project, programmed in FY 2016-17, as 
described on the attached vote list. 
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

Project Title
Location

Project Description
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Resolution FP-16-042.5c.(4) AB 3090 Reimbursement for STIP Projects

AB 3090 Reimbursement.

Reimbursement is based on STIP Amendment 12S-018
approved at the May 2013 CTC meeting. Funds originally
programmed under PPNO 03-4679 (SR 28 Kings Beach.)

03-4679A
RIP/16-17
CONST

$2,584,000
0300000020

4
0C930

2015-16
301-0890 $2,584,000

FTF
20.20.075.600

1
$2,584,000

Placer County
TRPA
Placer

03-Pla-28
9.2/10.3
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5d. 
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of
Transportation Programming 

Subject: ALLOCATION FOR PROJECT WITH COSTS THAT EXCEED THE PROGRAMMED  
AMOUNT BY MORE THAN 20 PERCENT 
RESOLUTION FP-16-05 

RECOMMENDATION 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $3,963,000 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 $3,963,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015, Budget Act Item 2660-302-0042, 
2660-302-0890, and 2660-001-0890, to provide funds to advertise the following project. 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Programmed 

Amount* 
Program 

Adjustment 
Allocation 

Request 

% Increase 
Above 

Programmed 
Amount 

04-Ala-VAR $2,042,000 $1,361,000 $3,403,000 66.7% 

* Construction capital only
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.5d. 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION August 17-18, 2016 

 Page 2 of 3 
 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

This project will upgrade the Metal Beam Guard Rail (MBGR) end treatment and anchor blocks at 58 
locations within Alameda County.  
 

   
 

 
 
 
FUNDING STATUS 
 
The construction capital for this project is currently programmed in the 2014 SHOPP for 
$2,042,000.  This allocation request of $3,403,000 for construction capital is an increase of 66.7 
percent above the programmed amount.  A two-month allocation time extension for this project 
was approved at the June 2016 Commission meeting. 

 
 
 
  



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.5d. 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION August 17-18, 2016 

 Page 3 of 3 
 

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

to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

REASON FOR INCREASE 
 
The reason for the cost increase is due to a change in the type of material to be used for the barriers 
at some locations.  The project was programmed for delivery in FY 2015-16.  The original design 
was to upgrade MBGR transition railing at 58 locations, which was approved during the Project 
Approval and Environmental Document phase in March 2015.  However, upon field review during 
the Plans, Specifications, and Estimate (PS&E) phase, it was determined that about 30 percent of 
the MBGR locations needed to be replaced with concrete barriers.  At some locations, substantially 
longer concrete transition block lengths are required to connect to the new guard rail. 
 
Concrete elements cost higher and require more working days to construct than MBGR.  
Moreover, additional traffic control and erosion control measures are needed due to the change to 
concrete barrier. 
 
 

 
DETERMINATION 
 
The Department recommends that this request for $3,963,000 be approved to allow this project to 
be advertised.  
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Amount by
Fund Type

2.5d. Allocation for Project with Costs That Exceed the Programmed Amount by More Than
20 Percent

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item # Fund Type

Program Code

Resolution FP-16-05

Location
Project Description

Project Support Expenditures

In Alameda County, on Routes 13, 24, 80, 84, and 880
at various locations. Outcome/Output: Upgrade
guardrail end treatments and transition railing, and
construct concrete anchor blocks and concrete barrier
to make standard and reduce the number and severity
of collisions at 58 locations.

Preliminary
Engineering Programmed Expended
PA&ED $320,000 $409,902
PS&E $320,000 $923,021
R/W Supp $24,000 $0

(CEQA - CE, 3/21/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/21/2016.)

Time extension for FY 15-16 CONST expires on
August 31, 2016.

001-0890 FTF $560,000
20.10.201.015

2015-16
302-0042 SHA $68,000
302-0890 FTF $3,335,000
20.20.201.015 $3,403,000

04-0107J
SHOPP/15-16

CON ENG
$560,000
CONST

$2,042,000
0414000057

4
2G502

1
$3,963,000

Alameda
04-Ala-Var.

Var.

Page 1



  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5g.(5)  
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED PROPOSITION 1B TRADE 
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECT OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1617-01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $2,113,000 for the locally administered 
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 120 – Monte Vista Avenue Grade 
Separation at UPRR Line (PPNO 1190) project in San Bernardino County, off the State Highway 
System.   

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes the locally administered Proposition 1B TCIF project off the State 
Highway System totaling $2,113,000, plus $24,572,000 from other sources.  The local agency is 
ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.   

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $2,113,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2016, Budget Act Item
2660-104-6056 for the 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. 
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5g.(5) Proposition 1B -  Locally Administered TCIF Project Off the State Highway
System

Resolution TCIF-A-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Monte Vista Avenue Grade Separation at UPRR Line.
Construct grade separation at Union Pacific Railroad
tracks (TCIF Project 120). 

(CEQA - NOE, 01/10/2002.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/19/2014.)

Right of Way Certification, 4/27/2016

(The TCIF allocation is split as follows: $0 for
construction engineering and $2,113,000 for
construction capital.)

(Contribution from other sources: $24,572,000.)

Concurrent Baseline Agreement under Resolution
TCIF-P-1617-02B; August 2016. 

Outcome/Output: The project will reduce traffic
congestion and travel time to improve local goods
movement.  The elimination of potential collision points
will provide greater driver safety and result in increased
reliability, velocity, and throughput on the UPRR rail
system.

08-1190
TCIF/15-16

CONST
$2,113,000

0816000140
S

2016-17
104-6056 $2,113,000

TCIF
20.30.210.300

1
$2,113,000

San Bernardino 
Associated

Governments
SANBAG

08-San Bernardino
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5t.(1a) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of Transportation 
Programming

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR TCRP PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION TFP-16-01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $8,000,000 in Traffic Congestion Relief 
Program (TCRP) funds for TCRP Project 39 – I-405 Carpool Lane I-10 to US 101 (Northbound) 
(PPNO 0851G) project in Los Angeles County. 

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes one TCRP project for an allocation of $8,000,000.  This is a Tier 1 
project in the approved TCRP Allocation Plan, and scheduled for allocation in Fiscal Year 2016-17.   

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under 
Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation. 

Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in 
the Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
projects, and is governed by the terms and conditions of the Fund Transfer Agreement, Program 
Supplement or Cooperative Agreement, and subsequent amendments to the same if required, as 
executed between the implementing agency and the California Department of Transportation. 
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List
2.5    Highway Financial Matters

August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

County
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

Project Title
Location

Project Description
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

Resolution TFP-16-012.5t.(1a) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation - Tier 1

Project 39 - I-405 Carpool Lane I-10 to US 101
(Northbound). In Los Angeles from I-10 to US 101.  Construct
one HOV Lane Northbound on Interstate 405 from I-10 to US
101.  (TCRP #39)

Allocate $8,000,000 per approved TCRP allocation plan.

This is a Tier 1 project.

Outcome/Output: Construct 10 miles of HOV lane Northbound
from Route 10 to Route 101. 

07-0851G
TCRP/08-09

CONST
$8,000,000

0700000107
4CONL
12030

889-3007 $8,000,000
TCRF

20.20.710.870

1
$8,000,000

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan

Transportation
Authority
LACMTA

Los Angeles
07-LA-405

28.8/39
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5t.(2a) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of Transportation 
Programming

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR TCRP PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION TFP-16-03 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) allocate $50,000,000 in Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) 
funds for TCRP Project 115 - South Light Rail extension; Meadowview to Calvine project (PPNO 
3L05), in Sacramento County. 

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes one TCRP project for an allocation of $50,000,000.  This is a Tier 2 
project, previously programmed and eligible for reimbursement, and is listed in the TCRP Tier 2 
Policy approved by the Commission in June 2016.   

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under 
Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation. 

Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in 
the Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
projects, and is governed by the terms and conditions of the Fund Transfer Agreement, Program 
Supplement or Cooperative Agreement, and subsequent amendments to the same if required, as 
executed between the implementing agency and the California Department of Transportation. 

Attachment 
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Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5t.(2a) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation - Tier 2 Resolution TFP-16-03

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

South LRT ext, Meadowview-Calvine (TCRP #115).
In Sacramento, South Line from Meadowview Road to
Calvine/Auberry.  Extend light rail line (TCRP # 115)

Of the construction programmed amount of $57.9
million, $7.9 million is not eligible for reimbursement at
this time.  Allocation of $50 million in TCRP funds is for
reimbursement of construction: $40 million for
reimbursement from eligible local funds and $10M for
work to be completed.

This is a TIER 2 Project.

Outcome/Output: Improve public transit service in
Southern Sacramento City and County.

ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON TRANSFER
OF FUNDS PER ASSEMBLY BILL 133

03-3L05
TCRP/2016-17

CONST
$57,900,000
0316000280

S
R9297D

601-3007 $50,000,000
TCRF (partial)

30.10.710.010

1
$50,000,000

Sacramento Regional
Transit District

SACOG
03-Sacramento
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5t.(2b) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 
Division of Transportation 
Programming

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR TCRP PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION TFP-16-04 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $2,752,000 in Traffic Congestion Relief 
Program (TCRP) funds for TCRP Project 74.11 - Elvira to Morena Double Track project  
(PPNO T7411), in San Diego County. 

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes one TCRP project for an allocation of $2,752,000.  This is a Tier 2 
project, previously programmed and eligible for reimbursement, and is listed in the TCRP Tier 2 
Policy approved by the Commission in June 2016.   

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under 
Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation. 

Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in 
the Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
projects, and is governed by the terms and conditions of the Fund Transfer Agreement, Program 
Supplement or Cooperative Agreement, and subsequent amendments to the same if required, as 
executed between the implementing agency and the California Department of Transportation. 

Attachment 
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Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5t.(2b) Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocation - Tier 2 Resolution TFP-16-04

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Project #74.11 - Elvira to Morena Double Track. In
the City of San Diego, from Control Point (CP) Elvira to
CP Morena - construction of double track and
realignment including signals and switches.  (PPNO
T7411)

(Contribution from other sources: $104,378,000.)

(Concurrent item under Resolution TFP-16-02 to
transfer an additional $1,300,000 in previously
allocated savings to this project.)

Note:  This project is currently on the Tier 2 list and
allocation is being requested per CTC policy approved
June 29, 2016.

This is a Tier 2 Project.

Outcome/Output: Construction of double track and
realignment.

ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON TRANSFER
OF FUNDS PER ASSEMBLY BILL 133

75-T7411
TCRP/13-14

CONST
$2,752,000

0017000006
S4

889-3007 $2,752,000
TCRF

30.20.710.010

1
$2,752,000

San Diego Association
of Governments

SANDAG
75-San Diego
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  State of California    California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.5w.(1) 
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS  
RESOLUTION FATP-1617-01 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $11,962,000 for 33 Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects. 

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes 33 ATP projects totaling $11,962,000.  The local agencies are ready 
to proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this time. 

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $11,962,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015, Budget Act Items 
2660-108-0042 and 2660-108-0890 for the ATP projects described on the attached vote list. 

Attachment
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Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Sunset Circle Multi-Use Trail. The Sunset Circle
Multi-Use Trail project will create a shared-use path
that completes an existing network of high-quality
bicycle and pedestrian facilities that provide a parallel
route to Highway 101.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: Project will provide safe network for 
bicycle and pedestrian along Highway 101.

01-1118
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$16,000

0116000081
S

2015-16
108-0042 $16,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

1
$16,000

Crescent City
DNLTC

01-Del Norte

Van Wycke Bicycle and Pedestrian Connectivity
Project. Install 8' wide paved bicycle path/trail,
concrete sidewalks and curbs, detectable warning
surfaces, gravel pedestrian trail, split rail fencing,
crosswalk, striping, and directional and interpretive
signs to create a safe pedestrian and bicycle route.

(Statewide - ID ) 

Outcome/Output: Create safe and continuous non-
motorized pedestrian and bycicle infrastructure through
project area.

01-2442A
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$35,000

0116000083
S

2015-16
108-0042 $35,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

2
$35,000

City of Trinidad
HCAOG

01-Humboldt

Trinity County Active Transportation Plan. Develop
an Active Transportation Plan to identify active
transportation infrastructure projects and
encouragement/education programs in Trinity County.

(Statewide - ID )

(CEQA - CE, 05/25/2016.)

Outcome/Output: Increased safety and use of active
modes of transportation for non-motorized users.

02-2573
ATP/16-17

CONST
$110,000

0216000086
S

2015-16
108-0042 $110,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

3
$110,000

Trinity County
Transportation
Commission
TrinityCTC
02-Trinity

Bailey Road/State Route - 4 Interchange Pedestrian
& Bicycle Improvement Project. Improve bicycle and 
pedestrian circulation along Bailey Road through the
SR-4 interchange by modifying the freeway on/off
ramps to provide continuous sidewalks and bike lanes
along Bailey Road.

(Statewide - ID )

(CEQA - CE, 6/16/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/16/2016.)

Outcome/Output: This project will improve bicycle and
pedestrian access along Bailey Road

04-2123A
ATP/16-17

PS&E
$720,000

0416000465
S

2015-16
108-0890 $720,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

4
$720,000

Contra Costa County
MTC

04-Contra Costa
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Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016 

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Vision Zero Safety Investment. Throughout the City
of San Francisco.  Procure treatments needed to
increase walking and cycling in San Francisco and
improve safety for all transportation modes, particularly
for pedestrians and cyclists.

(MPO - ID 0207)

(CEQA - EIR, 9/10/2013.)
(NEPA - ROD, 12/20/2013.)

(Contribution from other sources: $1,019,000.)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-16-49; June 2016.)

Related SHOPP project allocation (PPNO 0832J)
under Resolution FP-16-01.

Right of Way Certification:  Pending

Time extension FY 15-16 CONST expires 12/31/2016.

Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian safety and
increase the number of people who chose to walk.  By
increasing the availability of tools, the City will be able
to expand safety improvements across the City's 82
mile bicycle and pedestrian high-injury corridor
networks.

04-2023E
ATP/15-16

CONST
$4,058,000

0416000159
S

2015-16
108-0890 $4,058,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

5
$4,058,000

San Francisco
Municipal

Transportation Agency
MTC

04-San Francisco

Alvin Drive and Linwood Drive Safe Routes to
School Improvements. Along Alvin Drive, Linwood
Drive, Chaparral Drive, and Maryal Drive, fronting
North Salinas High, Natividad Elementary, El Gabilan
Elementary, and Madonna del Sasso Schools in the 
City of Salinas.  Implement road diets, buffered bike
lanes and sharrows, and pedestrian crossing and ramp
enhancements. Install traffic signal at Alvin Drive and
El Dorado Drive.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: Increase pedestrian and cyclist user.
Reduce pedestrian/bicycle - vehicles collisions.
Improve sight distance and visibility.  Reduce traffic
volumes and speeds.

05-2692
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$50,000

0516000159
S

2015-16
108-0890 $50,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

6
$50,000

City of Salinas
TAMC

05-Monterey
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Bardin Road Safe Routes to School Improvements.
The project is located on Bardin Road between
Williams Road & Alisal Street & on Alisal Street
between Sconeberg Parkway & Hartnell College. 
These roads service Bardin Elementary, Alisal 
Community, Triburcio Vasquez Elementary, & Alisal
High Schools. Project will construct buffered bicycle
lanes, roundabouts, non-contiguous sidewalks,
crosswalk enhancements, and ADA ramp
enhancements.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

Outcome/Output: Increase pedestrians and cyclists
user. Reduce pedestrian/bicycle-vehicle collisions.
Improves sight distance and visibility.  Reduce traffic
volumes and speeds. 

05-2693
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$120,000

0516000160
S

2015-16
108-0890 $120,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

7
$120,000

City of Salinas
TAMC

05-Monterey

Santa Cruz Citywide Safe Routes to School
Crossing Improvement Program. Located at various
locations near schools in the City of Santa Cruz.
Project to install and construct speed radar feedback
signs, ADA curb ramps, street lights, pedestrian 
activated beacons, green bike lanes, crosswalks, and
signs at intersections surrounding Santa Cruz City
Schools.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

PPNO 2669B is the Non-Infrastructure component to
PPNO 2669A.

Outcome/Output: Improvements will result in improved
safety, reduced vehicle speed, easier access, and
enhanced visibility.

05-2669A
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$10,000

0516000107
S

2015-16
108-0890 $10,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

8
$10,000

City of Santa Cruz
SCCRTC

05-Santa Cruz 

Dunlap Lighted Crosswalk. Construct sidewalk and
install in-pavement lighted crosswalk on Dunlap Road
in front of Dunlap Elementary School and Dunlap
Leadership Academy.

(MPO - ID M007)

(CEQA - CE, 8/14/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/9/2015.)

Right of Way Certification: 6/09/2016 

Time Extension for FY 15-16 CON expires on
8/31/2016.

Outcome/Output: This project provides a safe
dedicated path of travel on Dunlap Road for students
between the schools as well as increases driver 
awareness of the students and the crosswalk.

06-6763
ATP/15-16

CONST
$130,000

0615000235
S

2015-16
108-0890 $130,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

9
$130,000

Fresno County
FCOG

06-Fresno
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CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016 

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Biola Sidewalk Project. Construct sidewalks, curb
and gutter; Install ADA curb ramps; Widen shoulders
on G"Street between 5th Street and 7th Street.

(MPO - ID )

Outcome/Output: Increased safety and ADA
compliance of sidewalks and pedestrian pathways.

06-6833
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$15,000

0616000233
S

2015-16
108-0890 $15,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

10
$15,000

Fresno County
FCOG

06-Fresno

Selma Active Transportation Program Plan.
Develop inventory of existing bike and pedestrian
infrastructure, identify deficiencies, and prioritize
improvements.  (Non-Infrastructure)

(MPO - ID )

(CEQA - CE, 5/24/2016.)

Outcome/Output: Planning document with prioritized
list of projects.

06-6839
ATP/16-17

CONST
$88,000

0616000147
S

2015-16
108-0042 $88,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

11
$88,000

City of Selma
FCOG

06-Fresno

Laton Sidewalk Project. Install in-road warning lights
on Fowler Avenue; Construct sidewalk on Bliss
Avenue, Fowler Avenue, Gonser Avenue, Latonia
Avenue, and Murphy Avenue; Construct pedestrian
bridge and culvert extention.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: Increased safety and ADA
compliance of sidewalks and pedestrian pathways.

06-6848
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$75,000

0616000232
S

2015-16
108-0890 $75,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

12
$75,000

Fresno County
FCOG

06-Fresno
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CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

East Los Angeles Community Safe Routes to
School Program . Non Infrastructure.
Installation of a 0.5 mile long Class III bike route on 6th
Street between Arizona Avenue and Woods Avenue
and a 1.4 mile long bike boulevard on Hubbard Street
between Woods Avenue to Hay Avenue. Curb
extensions (bulb out)  on 6th Street at Clela Avenue
and Bradshawe Street near Garfield High School. 
Bulbouts on Hubbard Street at Atlantic Boulevard and
Findlay Street, and  bulb outs and a traffic circle at 6th
Street and Bradshawe Street.
The scope also includes a bicycle and pedestrian
safety education and includes a bicycle and pedestrian
safety education and encouragement program for all
public schools in the community, to reinforce safe
bicycling and walking habits amongst the students train
volunteers to continue the program after grant
completion.

(Statewide - ID 0443)

(CEQA - EIR; (02/28/2012)

(Future Consideration of Funding approved under
Resolution E-13-33; May 2013.)

Time Extension for FY 15-16 CON-NI expires
8/31/2016.

PPNO 4914B is the Non-Infrastructure component to
PPNO 4914A.

Outcome/Output: Non Infrastructure.  The education
and encouragement program will educate students on
safe ways to walk or bike to school and ensure future
sustainability by training volunteers on ways to
continue the program.The project will enhance
pedestrian and bicycle safety and mobility.

07-4914B
ATP/15-16

CONST
$160,000

0716000008
S

2015-16
108-0042 $160,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

13
$160,000

Los Angeles County
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles
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CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Florence - Firestone Community Safe Routes to
School Program. Non Infrastructure.  Improvements
of nine signalized and non-signalized intersections
along Compton Avenue, Nadeau Street, and Firestone
Boulevard in the unincorporated community of 
Florence- Firestone.

(Statewide - ID 0445)

(CEQA - NOE, 07/06/2015.)

Time Extension for FY 15-16 CON-NI expires on
8/31/2016.

PPNO 4960 is the Non-Infrastructure component to
PPNO 4959.

Outcome/Output: Non Infrastructure. The education
and encouragement program will educate students on
safe ways to walk and bike to school and ensure future
sustainability by training volunteers on ways to 
continue the program.

07-4960
ATP/15-16

CONST
$105,000

0715000317
S

2015-16
108-0042 $105,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

14
$105,000

Los Angeles County
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles

Pedestrian & Bicycle Neighborhood Intersection
Enhancements. This project designs and constructs
pedestrian & bicycle neighborhood intersection
enhancements at 4 locations identified in the City's
Mobility Plan 2035 as part of the Neighborhood 
Enhanced Network, with accompanying outreach and
education.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output:  Encourage new users to walk and/or
ride a bicycle along designated corridors, as well as
attract many existing bicycle riders who currently use
busy arterial roadway nearby

07-5105
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$350,000
$240,000

0716000378
S

2015-16
108-0890 $240,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

15
$240,000

City of Los Angeles
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles

Whittier Greenway Trail East Extension Gap
Closure.
Acquisition of final 0.5 mile and
construction/completion of final 2.8 miles of the 7.3
mile Whittier Greenway Trail, a Class I bicycle and
pedestrian trail along southern boundary of Whittier,
connecting LA & Orange County.

(Statewide - ID )

(CEQA - NOE, 11/23/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/25/2008.)

Outcome/Output: Acquisition , Design and construction
of the Whittier Greenway Trail East Extension Gap
Closure project along the Union Pacific Railroad Right
of Way adjacent to Lambert Road from Leffingwell
Road to the East City Limit.

07-5115
ATP/16-17

PS&E
$150,000

R/W
$1,216,000

0716000397
S

2015-16
108-0890 $150,000

FTF

108-0890 $1,216,000
FTF

20.30.720.100

16
$1,366,000

City of Whittier
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles
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Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Orange-Line-Sherman Way Pedestrian Links.
Pedestrian and Bike Improvements Linking Metro
Orange Line Sherman Way Station with nearby
destinations. Improvements designed to improve
safety, include pedestrian lighting, wayfinding signage,
curb extensions, benches, ADA-curb cuts, etc

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: The project will provide a safer
pedestrian and bike environment linking the Metro
Orange Line Sherman Way Station with nearby
destinations.

07-5118
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$205,000

0716000385
S

2015-16
108-0890 $205,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

17
$205,000

City of Los Angeles
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles

Long Beach Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements.
Improve Long Beach Boulevard streetscape with
upgraded pedestrian lighting, enhanced crosswalks,
flashing beacons, sidewalk repairs, curb ramps, and
bicycle racks.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: The project will create a street that is
safer and more inviting for non-motorized users by
offering viable pedestrian and bicycle areas and
potentially reduce the number of pedestrian and
bicyclist injuries and fatalities. 

07-5124
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$65,000

0716000399
S

2015-16
108-0890 $65,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

18
$65,000

City of South Gate
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles

Colorado Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Active
Transportation Improvements. Improved conditions
for those who walk or bicycle in the Eagle Rock
neighborhood of the City of Los Angeles including curb
extensions, refuge median islands, sidewalk 
improvements, street furniture, pedestrian lighting, and
bicycle lane improvements.

(MPO - ID )

Outcome/Output: The project will provide safer
pedestrian and bike conditions in Los Angeles Eagle
Rock neigborhood, a key pedestrian, bicycle and
transit corridor.

07-5137
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$1,438,000

0716000386
S

2015-16
108-0890 $1,438,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

19
$1,438,000

City of Los Angeles
LACMTA

07-Los Angeles

Riverside County Safe Routes to School, Eastside
Riverside. Implementation of a comprehensive Safe
Routes to School Program in the Eastside and
University neighborhoods of Riverside County,
including a chaperone program comprised of
community volunteers who encourage active
transportation in a safe environment.

(Statewide - ID )

(CEQA - NOE, 2/02/2016.)

Outcome/Output: The project outcome will implement
an educational program designed to encourage and
motivate the safe use of active transportation modes.

08-1178
ATP/16-17

CONST
$500,000

0816000109
S

2015-16
108-0042 $500,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

20
$500,000

Riverside County
Dept. of Public Health

RCTC
08-Riverside
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CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Spruce Yaney Hanby Sidewalks. On Spruce, Yaney 
and Hanby Streets between the neighborhoods of
southeast Bishop and the Bishop City Park in the City
of Bishop, CA in Inyo County.  Design, environmental
work, and construction of sidewalks, curb, and gutter,
striping for Class II bicycle lane with possible
landscaping.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

Outcome/Output: Project will construct sidewalk and
bike lanes to remove gaps in pedestrian and bicycle
transportation network.

09-0671
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$129,000

0916000029
S

2015-16
108-0042 $129,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

21
$129,000

City of Bishop
ICLTC
09-Inyo

Main Street/Shenadoah Safe Routes to School
Project. In Plymouth, along Main Street from 
Sherwood Street to Landrum Street, Sherwood Street
from Main Street to Locust Street, and in Amador
County along Shenandoah Road from SR 49/Main
Street to Shenandoah Valley Charter School. Construct
sidewalks, add new and improve existing crosswalks,
upgrade crossings to ADA standards, add bike lanes
and construct Class I shared use path to Shenandoah
Valley Charter School.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

Outcome/Output: Improved pedestrian and bicyclist
connectivity to local city and county schools.

10-3178
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$10,000

1016000235
S

2015-16
108-0042 $10,000

SHA
20.30.270.100

22
$10,000

City of Plymouth
ACTC

10-Amador

State Highway 59 & BNSF RR Multi-use Path
crossing. Construct a non-motorized multi-use path
and widening of State Highway 59 at the BNSF railroad
crossing between Olive Avenue and Cooper Avenue. 

(Small Urban and Rural - ID 0599)

(CEQA - CE, 5/25/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 05/24/2016.)

Time Extension for FY 15-16 PS&E expires on
8/31/2016.

Outcome/Output: The construction of the multi-use
path will provide a safe connection, eliminating
pedestrians and cyclists from using the road, resulting
in a dramatic reduction in conflicts with cars and trucks.

10-3126
ATP/15-16

PS&E
$106,000

1015000175
S

2015-16
108-0890 $106,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

23
$106,000

City of Merced
MCAG

10-Merced
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Walnut Avenue Complete Street Upgrade, Segment
2. Walnut Avenue, starting approximately 200 feet east
of Winton Way to 100 feet east of California Street, and
California Street, for a distance of approximately 760
feet in the Community of Winton in Merced County.
Infrastructure improvements for Walnut Avenue and a
portion of California Street include construction of curb,
gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage improvements,
installation of Class II bike lanes, and installation of
bulb-outs.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

Outcome/Output: Safe and functionally improved
facility for bicyclists and pedestrians.

10-3179
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$165,000

1016000140
S

2015-16
108-0890 $165,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

24
$165,000

Merced County
MCAG

10-Merced

Lobo Avenue Complete Street Project. In the
community of Franklin-Beechwood in Merced County.
Construct curb, gutter and sidewalk infill, install ADA
ramps and install Class III bike lanes.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

Outcome/Output: Safe mobility for pedestrians and
bicyclists towards nearby schools, public and
recreation facilities, businesses and residents.

10-3180
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$100,000

1016000141
S

2015-16
108-0042 $100,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

25
$100,000

Merced County
MCAG

10-Merced

Pedestrian and Bicyclist Improvements. Project is
located on 8th Street between Aurora Avenue and
Rose Avenue in the City of El Centro.  Project will
construct curb extensions, median islands and
sidewalks. Install Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon
(RRFB) warning signs at designated crosswalks. Re-
stripe to establish Class II bike lane.

(MPO - ID 0643)

(CEQA - CE, 12/16/2014.)

RW Certification - 02/10/2016.

PPNO 0599B is the Non-Infrastructure component to
PPNO 0599A.

Time extension for FY15-16 CON expires on
10/31/2016.

Outcome/Output: Project will reduce traffic speed near
schools.  Improve  walking and biking activity and
make it safer to walk and bike to school, nearby parks,
and sports complex.

11-0599A
ATP/15-16

CONST
$588,000

1115000105
S

2015-16
108-0042 $588,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

26
$588,000

City of El Centro
ICTC

11-Imperial
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Pedestrian and Bicyclist Improvements Plan.
Located in the southeastern portion of California within
Imperial County in the City of El Centro.

(MPO - ID 0643)

(CEQA - CE, 12/16/2014.) 

PPNO 0599A is the Infrastructure component to PPNO
0599B.

Time extension for FY15-16 CON-NI expires
10/31/2016.

Outcome/Output: Completion of  a citywide Active
Plan/Safe Routes to School Plan. The plan would allow
the City to prioritize improvements and enhance the 
safety of City of El Centro residents and encourage 
active modes of transportation.

11-0599B
ATP/15-16

CONST
$150,000

1116000176
S

2015-16
108-0042 $150,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

27
$150,000

City of El Centro
ICTC

11-Imperial

Euclid and Market Complete Streets Project. Project
is located City of San Diego's Encanto Neighborhoods
Community Plan Area - Euclid Avenue between
Naranja Street and Guymon Street,  Market Street,
between 47th Street to east of Euclid Avenue,  and
Guymon Street, in front of Horton Elementary.  Project
will design and construct new and expanded
sidewalks, new bike facilities, and added crosswalks,
medians, and curb extensions to slow and calm traffic.

(Statewide - ID ) 

Outcome/Output: Improve safety and mobility for public
transit,vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian uses.

11-1210
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$369,000
$260,000

1116000123
S

2015-16
108-0890 $260,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

28
$260,000

City of San Diego
SANDAG

11-San Diego

El Portal Pedestrian and Bike Underpass. The
project is located within the LOSSAN rail corridor
adjacent to El Portal Street in the City of Encinitas in
San Diego County.  The project will construct a grade-
separated pedestrian and bike underpass beneath the 
LOSSAN rail corridor between North Coast Higway 101 
and Vulcan Avenue.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: Provide pedestrian, bike, and
crosswalk improvements to connect to adjacent active
transportation routes to the facility.  Improve active
transportation uses in the community by allowing safe
crossing of the rail line.

11-1211A
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$196,000

1116000124
S

2015-16
108-0890 $196,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

29
$196,000

City of Encinitas
SANDAG

11-San Diego
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(1) Active Transportation Program Projects Resolution FATP-1617-01

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Chollas Creek, Oak Park Branch Trail. The project is
located along the Oak Park Branch of Chollas Creek in
the City of San Diego. Construct a 2.3-mile multi-use
recreation and active transportation trail with two
bridges, informational kiosks, and stairs and fencing
where needed.

(MPO - ID )

Outcome/Output: Increase active transportation
opportunities in a disadvantage community.

11-1234
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$97,000

1116000163
S

2015-16
108-0042 $97,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

30
$97,000

City of San Diego
SANDAG

11-San Diego

'First Mile' Bicycle and Pedestrian Trail Expansion
on the PE ROW and Education/Encouragement
Activities. The project funding will extend the bicycle
and pedestrian trail along the former Pacific Electric
Railroad right-of-way a total of 3,725 linear feet and
implement bicycle and pedestrian education and 
encouragement activities.

(MPO - ID )

Outcome/Output: The project outcome will add and
connect to other routes to provide safer bicycling and
walking.

12-1002A
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$175,000

1216000134
S

2015-16
108-0890 $175,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

31
$175,000

City of Garden Grove
OCTA

12-Orange

Orange County Active Transportation Plan. The
project proposes to develop the first countywide Active
Transportation Plan (AT Plan) that will evaluate needs
and identify and prioritize active transportation
recommendations, including all disadvantaged
communities within Orange County.

(MPO - ID )

(CEQA - NOE, 6/10/2016.)

Outcome/Output: The project will prepare an active
transportation plan to help address the active
transportation needs during the development of more
sustainable and livable communities.

12-1006
ATP/16-17

CONST
$280,000

1216000116
S

2015-16
108-0042 $280,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

32
$280,000

Orange County
Transportation

Authority
OCTA

12-Orange

Santa Ana and Fifth Protected Bike Lanes. The
project will construct median-protected bicycle lanes
along Santa Ana Boulevard, 5th Street, and several
adjacent streets.

(Statewide - ID )

Outcome/Output: The project will install safety
enhancements to reduce collisions between cyclists
and motor vehicles.

12-1011
ATP/16-17

PA&ED
$200,000

1216000135
S

2015-16
108-0042 $200,000

SHA
20.30.720.100

33
$200,000

City of Santa Ana
OCTA

12-Orange
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.5w.(2) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA  
Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief 
Division of  
Budgets 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS 
(ADVANCEMENTS)  
RESOLUTION FATP-1617-02 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $225,000 for one Active Transportation Program 
(ATP) Santa Cruz Citywide Safe Routes to School (PPNO 2669B) project in Santa Cruz County, 
programmed in Fiscal Year 2018-19 because this project is advanced from a future program year.  

ISSUE: 

The attached vote list describes one ATP project totaling $225,000.   Although the local agency is 
ready to proceed with this project, it is recommended that the Commission defer this allocation.   

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  

Resolved, that $225,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2015, Budget Act Item  
2660-108-0890, for one ATP project described on the attached vote list. 

Attachment 
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Amount by
Fund Type

CTC Financial Vote List August 17-18, 2016

Project #
Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC

District-County

Project Title
Location

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase
Prgm'd Amount

Project ID
Adv. Phase

Budget Year
Item #

Fund Type
Program Code

2.5w.(2) Active Transportation Program Projects (ADVANCEMENT) Resolution FATP-1617-02

2.5   Highway Financial Matters

Santa Cruz Citywide Safe Routes to School
Crossing Improvement Program. Located in City of 
Santa Cruz. This is a Non-Infrastructure project for
education on pedestrian and bicycle safety and
encourage active transportation activities to students
and parents of school community.

(Small Urban and Rural - ID )

(CEQA - CE, 5/4/2016.) 
(NEPA - CE, 5/6/2016.) 

PPNO 2669A is the Infrastructure component to PPNO
2669B.

Outcome/Output: Provide safety education and identify
safest bike and walk routes and encourage active
transportation.

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

05-2669B
ATP/18-19

CONST
$225,000

0516000110
S

2015-16
108-0890 $225,000

FTF
20.30.720.100

1
$225,000

City of Santa Cruz
SCCRTC

05-Santa Cruz 
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  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

to enhance California's economy and livability.” 

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.8b.(1) 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief 

Division of 

Transportation Programming 

Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE 

ADMINISTERED PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER STIP 

GUIDELINES 

WAIVER 16-33 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission) approve time extensions for the period indicated for two 

State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) projects described on the attachment. 

ISSUE: 

At its January 2016 meeting, the Commission allocated $5,160,000 for two SHOPP projects.  In 

accordance with Resolution G-13-07, the deadline to award contracts for projects allocated in 

January 2016 is July 31, 2016.  The Department was not able to meet the deadlines for these projects 

and is requesting time extensions for the period of contract award.  The attachment shows the details 

and the delays of each project that have resulted in the time extension requests. 

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 
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Reference No.:  2.8b.(1)
August 16-17, 2016

Attachment 

Allocated
Project Dist- EA County- Description Fund Amount Allocation Months until end of
Number PPNO Route Source (x $1,000) Date (month-yr)

1 07-4419 28820 LA-60 In the city of Los Angeles, from 0.1 mile 
west of Boyle Avenue Undercrossing to 
Eastern Avenue Overcrossing; also on 
Route 5 from Euclid Avenue to Boyle 
Avenue Overcrossing (PM 16.0/16.8). 
Storm Water Source Control. 

SHOPP $2,510 1/20/16 2 Sep-2016

2 07-4458 28920 LA-710 In various cities, from 0.8 mile north of 
Rosecrans Avenue to 0.1 mile north of 
Third Street Overcrossing. Storm water 
mitigation through erosion control.

SHOPP $2,650 1/20/16 2 Sep-2016

Reason for Delay:  Part of the scope of work for this project includes planting work.  The advertise date was delayed to allow the project to comply with the Department 
Drought Response Memo dated October 2015 which reflected the Governor’s Executive Order requiring state agencies to reduce water consumption by 25 percent and the 
Department's goal of achieving a statewide reduction of 50 percent of 2013 water use.  The memo limited any planting work to be deferred until November 2016 or later, or 
until drought conditions lessen.  As the drought situation improved earlier this year, and the Department met the water reduction consumption goal, it was determined that 
some planting work can move forward.  This project was therefore allowed to be advertised and was advertised on May 23, 2016.  Bids opened on     June 28, 2016.  To 
mitigate the project not being able to meet the award deadline of July 31, 2016, additional time is being requested.  The two-month time extension will allow the Department 
sufficient time to process and award the project.

2.8b.(1)  Time Extension / Waiver - Contract Award
Waiver 16-33

Request

Reason for Delay:  Part of the scope of work for this project includes planting work.  The advertise date was delayed to allow the project to comply with the California 
Department of Transportation (Department) Drought Response Memo dated October 2015 which reflected the Governor’s Executive Order requiring state agencies to 
reduce water consumption by 25 percent and the Department's goal of achieving a statewide reduction of 50 percent of 2013 water use.  The memo limited any planting 
work to be deferred until November 2016 or later, or until drought conditions lessen.  As the drought situation improved earlier this year, and the Department met the water 
reduction consumption goal, it was determined that some planting work can move forward.  This project was therefore allowed to be advertised and was advertised on May 
31, 2016.  Bids opened on July 7, 2016.  To mitigate the project not being able to meet the award deadline of July 31, 2016, additional time is being requested.  The two-
month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to process and award the project.

Page 1 of 1



  State of California  California State Transportation Agency 
  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

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

CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016  

Reference No.: 2.8b.(2) 
Action Item

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief 
Division of Local Assistance 

Subject:  REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS, PER ATP GUIDELINES 
WAIVER 16-34 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) extend the period of contract award for the Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) projects listed on the attached document for the time period shown. 

ISSUE: 

The Commission allocated $7,084,000 for the construction of four ATP projects identified on the 
attachment.  The responsible agencies have been unable to award the contract within six months of 
allocation.  The attachment describes details of the projects and explanations for the delays.  The 
respective agencies request extensions, and the planning agencies concur. 

BACKGROUND: 

Current ATP Guidelines 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 12 months. 

Attachment 
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 Reference No.:  2.8b.(2) 
 August 17-18, 2016 
 Attachment 

 
Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Active Transportation Program 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Initial Request 
Extended Deadline 
Department Recommendation 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act The Department-California Department of Transportation 
ATP-Active Transportation Program  

1 City of Pleasant Hill 
Contra Costa County 
PPNO:  04-2122D 
Contra Costa Boulevard Improvement 
Project (Beth Drive to Harriet Drive) 
Project 
 

$1,556,000 
 
 

01/21/2016 
FATP-1516-05 
3 Months 
10/31/2016 
Support, 3 months 

 The City of Pleasant Hill (City) requests a three-month extension to the period of contract award for the construction (CON) phase of the 
Contra Costa Boulevard Improvement Project (Beth Drive to Harriet Drive).  The City experienced an unexpected delay after allocation of the 
CON funds, but prior to award of the contract. 
 
This project was delayed when the City determined the lowest bidder (Contractor) lacked documentation for their Disadvantage Business 
Enterprise (DBE) Good Faith Effort (GFE).  The City is currently working with the Contractor to obtain documentation of the Contractor’s 
DBE outreach efforts.  Once obtained, the City will review the GFE documentation, then forward the information and their recommendation to 
the Department for their required review.   
 
If the City and Department conclude the Contractor’s GFE is insufficient, they are required to allow the Contractor an opportunity for 
administrative reconsideration in accordance with Section 26.53 in Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations.  Should the lowest bid be 
rejected, the City will have to begin this review process with the next lowest ranked bidder.  The City anticipates awarding the project within 
three months. 
 
Therefore, the City requests a three-month time extension to award CON by October 31, 2016. 
 

2 City of Goleta 
Santa Barbara County 
PPNO:  05-2611 
Hollister Class 1 Bike Project 
 

$1,644,000 
 
 

03/17/2016 
FATP-1516-07 
7 Months 
04/30/2017 
Support, 7 months 

 The City of Goleta (City) requests a seven-month extension to the period of contract award for the construction (CON) phase of the Hollister 
Class 1 Bike Project.  The City experienced an unexpected delay after allocation of the CON funds, but prior to award of the contract. 
 
This project was delayed when the City Council refused to approve the final bid documents as a result of public dissatisfaction.  The public 
was dissatisfied with the design of the bike path crossings at minor street intersections.  The City Council directed staff to re-evaluate the 
design, and research other alternatives.  Once this is completed, the City Council indicated they would approve the project allowing for the 
advertisement and subsequent award of the contract. 
 
To avoid safety issues with the children walking to school, the project’s construction will be performed during summer break.  Due to the re-
evaluation of the design and to coordinate with summer break, the project is expected to advertise in March 2017, and award in April 2017. 
 
Therefore, the City requests a seven-month time extension to award CON by April 30, 2017. 
 

  



 Reference No.:  2.8b.(2) 
 August 17-18, 2016 
 Attachment 

 
Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Active Transportation Program 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Initial Request 
Extended Deadline 
Department Recommendation 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act The Department-California Department of Transportation 
ATP-Active Transportation Program  

3 City of Kerman 
Fresno County 
PPNO:  06-6766 
Pedestrian Safety Improvements at 
Various Locations Project 
 

$224,000 
 
 
 
 
 

05/19/2016 
FATP-1516-09 
6 Months 
05/31/2017 
Support, 6 months 

 The City of Kerman (City) requests a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the construction (CON) phase of the Pedestrian 
Safety Improvements at Various Locations Project.  The City experienced an unexpected delay after allocation of the CON funds, but prior to 
award of the contract. 
 
The project was initially delayed when the apparent low bid was nearly $58,000 over the Engineer’s Estimate.  If awarded, this would increase 
the City’s match contribution to the project by approximately $73,000.  The increase would require nearly half of the City’s projected Fiscal 
Year 2016-17 reserve for transportation.  The City plans to re-bid the project in the early spring 2017 when bidder turnout is higher, which 
typically translates into lower and more competitive bid submittals. 
 
Re-bidding the project and awarding in early spring 2017 would align construction with the summer break of the three adjacent schools.  This 
would minimize hazards to pedestrians and vehicles, which are present in large volumes during the school year. 
 
Therefore, the City requests a six-month time extension to award CON by May 31, 2017. 
 

4 City of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles County 
PPNO:  07-4917 
North Atwater Non-Motorized 
Multimodal Bridge (La Kretz 
Crossing) Project 
 

$3,660,000 
 
 

03/17/2016 
FATP-1516-07 
12 Months 
09/30/2017 
Support, 12 months 

 The City of Los Angeles (City) requests a 12-month extension to the period of contract award for the construction (CON) phase of the North 
Atwater Non-Motorized Multimodal Bridge (La Kretz Crossing) Project.  The City experienced an unexpected delay after allocation of the 
CON funds, but prior to award of the contract. 
 
The delay occurred when the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Board and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife imposed 
additional new regulations for construction within this particularly sensitive section of the Los Angeles River channel.  The City is in on-going 
discussions with these two agencies to try to persuade them to ease the requirements in order to avoid construction schedule delays and 
constructability issues.  If the discussions fail, the City will have no choice but to modify the project’s plans and specifications prior to bid and 
award, delaying the bid and award by 12 months. The new regulations include:   
 

 Diverting the entire stream flow around the work area in the stream 
 No work in the river channel unless there is a five-day clear forecast 
 Removing all equipment and materials from the channel five days in advance of any storm or rain event  
 No wet excavations  
 Installing a separate elevated, temporary crossing to keep all equipment out of stream 

 
Therefore, the City requests a 12-month time extension to award CON by September 30, 2017. 
 

 



 State of California  California State Transportation Agency 

 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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

M e m o r a n d u m 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August17-18, 2016 

Reference No.: 2.8b.(3) 

Action Item 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 

Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief 

Division of Aeronautics 

Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE 

ADMINISTERED PROJECT IN THE AERONAUTICS PROGRAM, PER AERONAUTICS 

GUIDELINES 

WAIVER 16-35 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 

Commission (Commission), extend the period of contract award for Cameron Park Airport District, 

Runway Crack Repair and Surry Seal Aeronautic Acquisition and Development (A&D) project 

(Project), Project Number ED-6-14-1, in El Dorado County. 

ISSUE: 

The Commission allocated $89,000 for the Project.  The responsible agency, Cameron Park Airport 

District, has been unable to award the contract within 12 months of allocation.  The attachment 

describes the details of the Project and the explanation for the delay.  Cameron Airpark requests an 

extension of 6 months.  

BACKGROUND: 

Current Aeronautics Guidelines, adopted under Resolution G-14-03, stipulate that the agency 

implementing a project may request a time extension if the project will not be awarded within  

12 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 California Government Code  

Section 14529.8. 
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Reference No.:  2.8b.(3) 

August 17-18, 2016 

Attachment 

 

Page 1 of 1 

Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Acquisition and Development Program 
   

Project B 

 

Applicant 

County 

Project Number 

Project Description 

Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 

 

 

Allocation Date 

Resolution Number 

Number of Months Requested 

Extended Deadline 

Caltrans Recommendation 

1 Cameron Park Airport  

El Dorado County 

ED-6-14-1 

Cameron  Park Airport   

Runway Crack Repair and 

Slurry Seal Project 

 

$89,000 

 

 

6/25/2015 

FDOA-2014-09 

6 Months 

12/31/2016 

Support 

 

 Cameron Park Airport District (Cameron Park) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of 

contract award for the construction phase of the Runway Crack Repair and Slurry Seal Project.  

Cameron Park received the allocation in June 2015.  The County experienced a delay in completing the 

Plans Specifications & Estimate (PS&E) for the project.   

 

Cameron Park Airport is staffed by one employee. Cameron Park Airport has had to undergo multiple repairs 

in the past year to their lighting system, security gates, and fuel servicing equipment, delaying completion of 

the PS&E and thereby delaying the award of construction.     
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	Staff recommends the Commission accept the FEIR and approve the project for future consideration of funding.

	BACKGROUND:
	The City of Santa Ana is the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency for the Project.  The proposed Project involves the construction of a new east-west transit line in Orange County between the Santa Ana Regional Transit Center (SARTC...
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	The FEIR determined that impacts related to regional construction emissions and localized construction emissions would be significant and unavoidable during the first and second year of construction activities.
	The City found that there were several benefits that outweighed the unavoidable adverse environmental effects of the Project.  These benefits include overriding economic, legal, social and technological considerations that outweigh the identified sign...
	On July 21, 2016, the City confirmed that the FEIR remains valid and that there are no new identified impacts requiring mitigation since adoption.  The City also confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final environmental document is...
	The Project from Santa Ana to Garden Grove will create a transit system that integrates seamlessly with the community, provides connections to regional Metrolink and Amtrak commuter rail services at the SARTC, and is compatible with the established ur...
	 Improve transit connectivity within the study area;
	 Relieve congestion by providing alternative mobility options;
	 Be sensitive to the character of the community;
	 Increase transit options;
	 Improve transit accessibility to and within the study area; and
	 Provide benefits to the environment through improved air quality.
	Attachments
	 Resolution E-16-61
	 Project Location Map
	 Statement of Overriding Consideration

	Item 2 2c(4)_Res_OC_Streetcar KA edits
	 Orange County Streetcar Project
	1.2 WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report was completed pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines; and
	1.3 WHEREAS,  the project involves the construction of a new east-west transit line in Orange County between the Santa Ana Regional Transit Center (SARTC) in the City of Santa Ana and the Harbor/Boulevard/West Minister Avenue Intersection in the City ...
	1.4 WHEREAS,  the project is located in Orange County on the 4.15-mile route that connects the SARTC to Harbor Boulevard and Westminster Avenue in Garden Grove; and

	Item 2 2c(4)_NOD_OC_Streetcar KA edits
	NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

	Map
	Statement_Overriding

	51_2.2c(5)
	Item 2 2c(5)_Memo_ST89_Fanny Bridge KA edits
	ISSUE:
	Should the California Transportation Commission (Commission), as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for State Route 89 / Fanny Bridge Community Revitalization Project (Project) in Placer County for future conside...
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	CTC Meeting: August 17-18, 2016
	Reference No.: 4.23
	ISSUE:
	On March 17, 2016, the Commission adopted the 2017 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Guidelines. Subsequent to the adoption of the ATP Guidelines the number of projects receiving allocation extensions increased creating the opportunity to advance pr...
	RECOMMENDATION:

	Scope Amendments
	Section VI (Allocations) of the 2017 Active Transportation Program Guidelines states: “Any scope changes must be presented to Caltrans for consideration prior to allocation. Caltrans will make a recommendation of approval to the Commission for final a...
	Staff recommends the Commission approve the following policy and procedures for the Commission’s consideration of project scope changes:
	Implementing agencies must notify Caltrans in writing of proposed project scope changes. This notification must include the following:
	1. An explanation of the proposed scope change;
	2. The reason for the proposed scope change;
	3. The impact the proposed scope change would have on the overall cost of the project;
	4. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of the project to increase walking and bicycling as compared the benefits identified in the project application;
	5. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of the project to increase the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists as compared the benefits identified in the project application; and
	6. An explanation of the methodology used to develop the aforementioned estimates.
	Caltrans will review the proposed scope change and forward the proposed scope change with Caltrans’ written analysis and recommendation to the Commission for the Commission’s approval.
	Staff will present recommended scope changes deemed by staff to be minor changes, such as those with little or no impact to project benefits or which increase the benefits of the project, to the Commission as a part of the project allocation request. ...
	Advance Project Allocation
	Section VI of the guidelines states: “In order to ensure the timely use of all program funds, the Commission will, in the last quarter of the fiscal year, allocate funds to projects programmed in a future fiscal year on a first-come, first served basis.”
	Staff recommends the Commission approve the following policy on the advance allocation of projects programmed in future years as follows:
	Beginning in October, the Commission will advance project allocations for construction on a first come, first served basis, up to the amount of allocation extension requests approved the previous year. Projects requesting the advance allocation of con...
	1. The project is Ready-to-List (all necessary permits and agreements have been executed and all contract documents are complete);
	2. The project has a Right of Way certification 1 (all property has been acquired) or 2 (all property has been acquired and/or the implementing agency has the right to occupy or use the property); and
	3. The Commission, as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act, has approved, or will be concurrently approving, the project for future consideration for funding.

	BACKGROUND:
	The ATP was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking and walking. The Commission’s ATP Guidelines descr...
	The Commission adopted the Statewide and Small Urban and Rural components of the 2014 Active Transportation Program on August 20, 2014, and the MPO components on November 12, 2014 and December 10, 2014. In fiscal year 2014-15, 41 projects received all...

	ATP Policy on Amendments and Advances 0816 item 4-23 tab # RESOLUTION
	Scope Amendments
	Implementing agencies must notify Caltrans in writing of proposed project scope changes. This notification must include the following:
	1. An explanation of the proposed scope change;
	2. The reason for the proposed scope change;
	3. The impact the proposed scope change would have on the overall cost of the project;
	4. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of the project to increase walking and bicycling as compared the benefits identified in the project application;
	5. An estimate of the impact the proposed scope change would have on the potential of the project to increase the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists as compared the benefits identified in the project application; and
	6. An explanation of the methodology used to develop the aforementioned estimates.
	Caltrans will review the proposed scope change and forward the proposed scope change with Caltrans’ written analysis and recommendation to the Commission for Commission’s approval.
	Staff will present recommended scope changes deemed by staff to be minor changes, such as those with little or no impact to project benefits or which increase the benefits of the project, to the Commission as a part of the project allocation request. ...
	Advance Project Allocation
	The Commission will advance project allocations for construction on a first come, first served basis, up to the amount of allocation extension requests approved the previous year. Projects requesting the advance allocation of construction funding must...
	1. The project is Ready-to-List (all necessary permits and agreements have been executed and all contract documents are complete);
	2. The project has a Right of Way certification 1 (all property has been acquired) or 2 (all property has been acquired and/or the implementing agency has the right to occupy or use the property); and
	3. The Commission, as a Responsible Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act, has approved, or will be concurrently approving, the project for future consideration for funding.
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	ISSUE:
	RECOMMENDATION:

	BACKGROUND:
	Staff reviewed SCAG’s guidelines with respect to the areas for which the Commission provided flexibility and found those areas consistent with the statewide ATP guidelines. The following summarizes the areas proposed for amendment:
	Project Selection Criteria
	Supplemental Call for Projects
	As stated above, SCAG plans to hold a supplemental call for projects in their Planning and Capacity Building Projects category.  This supplemental application option will only be available to project sponsors that have not received an ATP award in pre...
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