
 
Technical Advisory Committee 

490 Mendocino Ave. #206, Santa Rosa, CA | 707.565.5373 | scta.ca.gov | rcpa.ca.gov 

MEETING AGENDA 
SCTA Headquarters Office 

2July 27, 2017 – 1:30 p.m. 
Sonoma County Transportation Authority 

Large Conference Room 
490 Mendocino Avenue, Suite 206 

Santa Rosa, California   95401 
 
ITEM 

1. Introductions 

2. Public Comment 

3. Approval of Minutes, May 25, 2017* 

4. Measure M DISCUSSION  

 4.1. Measure M Invoicing/Obligation Status* 

4.2. Potential Measure M Extension/Renewal 

a. Ad Hoc Staff Report 

b. MTC PCI Table 

c. Jurisdiction reported PCI Table 

4.3. Measure M FY17/18 Project Presentation Schedule to CAC* 

5. SB-1 Local Streets and Roads Funding Draft Guidelines Workshop Materials 

6. Regional Information Update DISCUSSION / ACTION 

6.1 TIP Revision Update Schedule* 

6.2 PMP Certification Status* 

6.3 Regional Informational Items* 

6.4 DRAFT Single Point of Contact Checklist Updated* 

6.5. Local Streets and Roads Working Group Work Plan workshop results* 

7. TFCA/TDA3 Quarterly Reports DISCUSSION 

8.  Rail Update DISCUSSION 

9. Draft SCTA Board Meeting Agenda for September 11, 2017 DISCUSSION 

10. Other Business / Comments / Announcements DISCUSSION 

11. Adjourn ACTION 
*Materials attached.     
**Materials handed out at meeting 
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The next S C T A meeting will be held September 11th, 2017 
The next TAC meeting will be held August 24, 2017 

 
Copies of the full Agenda Packet are available at www.sctainfo.org 

DISABLED ACCOMMODATION: If you have a disability that requires the agenda materials to be in an alternate format or that requires an interpreter or other person to assist 
you while attending this meeting, please contact SCTA at least 72 hours prior to the meeting to ensure arrangements for accommodation. 

SB 343 DOCUMENTS RELATED TO OPEN SESSION AGENDAS: Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the Technical Advisory Committee after 
distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the Sonoma County Transportation Authority office at 490 Mendocino Ave., Suite 206, during normal 
business hours. 

Pagers, cellular telephones and all other communication devices should be turned off during the committee meeting to avoid electrical interference with the sound 
recording system. 

TAC Voting member attendance – (6 Month rolling 2016/17) 
 

Jurisdiction December January February March April May July 

Cloverdale Public Works        

Cotati Public Works        

County of Sonoma DHS        

County of Sonoma PRMD        

County of Sonoma Regional Parks        

County of Sonoma TPW        

Healdsburg Public Works        

Petaluma Public Works & Transit        

Rohnert Park Public Works        

Santa Rosa Public Works        

Santa Rosa Transit        

Sebastopol Public Works        

SMART        

Sonoma County Transit        

Sonoma Public Works        

Windsor Public Works        

NB: June meeting was cancelled.  November and December meetings fell on holidays so a single TAC meeting was held in early 
December. 
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

Meeting Minutes of May 25, 2017

ITEM 

1. Introductions 
Meeting called to order by Larry Zimmer at 1:34 
p.m. 

Committee Members: Larry Zimmer, Chair, City of 
Petaluma; Dan Takatsuki, City of Sonoma; Kenyon 
Webster, City of Sebastopol; Rob Sprinkle, City of 
Santa Rosa; Brittany Lobo, Sonoma County 
Department of Health Services; Eydie Tacata, City 
of Rohnert Park; Alejandro Perez, Town of 
Windsor; Olesya Tribukait, Sonoma County 
Transportation and Public Works; Craig Scott, City 
of Cotati; Eric Jansen, City of Cloverdale; Elizabeth 
Tyree, Sonoma County Regional Parks; Mario 
Landeros, City of Healdsburg; Joe Rye, Petaluma 
Transit. 

Guest: Steve Birdlebough, Sonoma County 
Transportation and Land Use Coalition; Willard 
Richards, Sonoma County Transportation and 
Land Use Coalition. 

Staff: Seana Gause; James Cameron; Suzanne 
Smith; Chris Barney; Dana Turrey; Drew Nichols. 

2. Public Comment 
N/A 

3. Approval of Minutes, March 23, 2017* 
Approved as submitted. 

4. Measure M - DISCUSSION / ACTION 

 4.1. Measure M Invoicing/Obligation Status* 

Seana Gause described the status of Measure M 
invoice. This is included in the agenda packet. 

 

 4.2. Potential Measure M Extension/Renewal: 

James Cameron provided a draft handout on the 
PCI to the committee. The Measure M 
reauthorization Ad Hoc committee developed a 
strawman with 70% of funds to local roads. 
Scenarios were developed and discussed 
throughout March and April, incorporating input 
from the SCTA Board of Directors, TAC committee, 
and MTC. This handout describes the potential 
impact in each jurisdictions from the information 
received.  

The handout is a rough draft. Mr. Cameron 
described the PCI scenarios listed: funding without 
Senate Bill 1, funding with Senate Bill 1, and 
funding with Senate Bill 1 and Measure M 
reauthorization.  

A future discussion on the MOE will be needed in 
the future.  

Each jurisdiction summarized and commented on 
the submitted reports in the handout, and 
explained how they generated their Streetsaver 
data – either through internal staffing or through 
consultant. And how jurisdictions are tracking 
their data. 

Mr. Cameron requested the PCI information in a 
tabular format. 

Mr. Cameron continued on the topic of 
Maintenance of Effort, and provided a handout 



describing three years of data on road repairs – 
these years coincide with Senate Bill 1. The 
baseline is included to provide a rough framework 
for the future.  

 4.3. Potential Measure M Extension/Renewal:  

Dana Turrey presented information on possible 
transit service increase from Petaluma Transit, 
Sonoma County Transit, and Santa Rosa CityBus in 
relation to the Measure M reauthorization at 
funding levels of 10%, 15% and 20% of the 
possible ½ cent measure. Three scenarios were 
described. 

Operators were asked to look at 10% (current) 
funding, and after a discussion at the March Board 
of Directors meeting, operators considered what  
20% of funding from the measure would look like. 
The take away: the 10% do not help much with 
service and increase frequencies.  

Each alternative and scenario were described. 
Scenario C is the most realistic to meet the transit 
requirements.  

The document is still being worked on, and 
operators are continuing to develop descriptions, 
such as night service, expanded operations, etc.  

This will be discussed at the next Transit-TAC 
meeting on June 14th.  

Larry Zimmer asked how Senate Bill 1 relates to 
transit. 

Ms. Turrey responded Senate Bill 1 does not 
provide much for transit, especially for operators 
who use diesel fuel. The information requested 
from the Sonoma County operators did not 
consider Senate Bill 1 funding.  

 

5. Regional Information Update DISCUSSION / 
ACTION 

5.1  Single Point of Contact Sub-regional and 
Regional Training Workshops, May 31 in 
Napa and June 6 in Oakland.  

Seana Gause announced the regional and sub-
regional Single Point of Contact (SPOC) workshops 
sponsored by the Bay Area Partnership. 

A handout describing the SPOC check list was 
provided to the committee. This form will be 
required annually, or if the listed SPOC changes; 
and is a description of resources, responsibilities, 
and qualifications.  

Additionally, a spreadsheet to show federal aid 
projects and also maintain milestone dates. Each 
agency will be required to maintain this 
spreadsheet.  

The checklist is currently a draft, and Ms. Gause 
urged the committee to provide feedback during 
this period.  

 
 5.2. OBAG 2 proposed programming by 
funding year* 

Seana Gause described the funding scheduled for 
OBAG 2. MTC recommended the CMAs to program 
the first half of the funds by FY 2020, the remaining 
half after FY 2022.  

It’s requested that Windsor and Petaluma’s  
projects be programmed for Federal FY 2021 
instead of 2020 in order to meet obligated 
deadlines, and is proposed by Staff. 

Additionally, information was provided to the 
committee relating to a PCI report expected to be 
released. This report will be released when the 
Vital Signs report is released.  

Finally, a Highway Bridge Program spreadsheet 
was provided. MTC is looking for a status update.  

 

6. SB 743 update - DISCUSSION 

Chris Barney said the final guidance on Senate bill 
743 has not been released, however anticipated to 
be released soon. 



Mr. Barney spoke on continued work with the 
academic and the public community. Overall 
consensus on a  standardized approach has been 
developed yet.  

Environmental Impact Reports are anticipated to 
be challenged because there is no standard 
available yet.  

A draft county VMT map will be provided for the 
next month TAC meeting.  

 

7. Rail Update - DISCUSSION 

Seana Gause announced the next SMART Board 
meeting will be held on June 7 at the Operations 
Center, where the announcement of service launch 
is speculated.  

 

9. Draft SCTA Board Meeting Agenda for June 12, 
2017 – DISCUSSION* 

Proposed OBAG 2 money swap will be taken to the 
board. Some OBAG1 money will be used on one of 
the projects. 

Sonoma County Transit will present to the Board, 
MTC will present on vital signs, and the PDA 
investment strategy will be presented. 

 

10.  Other Business / Comments / Announcements 
- DISCUSSION 

11. Adjourn ACTION 
2:57 p.m. 

 
 



Sonoma County Transportation Authority
Measure M Appropriation/Invoice Status Report

FY 16/17

Project Sponsor Project Name
Measure M 
Program

Prior Apprp 
Balance

17/18 
Programmed 

17/18 Amount 
Apprp

Appropriation 
Date

Last Invoice 
Date

Balance 
Remaining Notes

Santa Rosa Hearn Avenue (Phase 3) LSP $2,156,029 $0 $0 7/10/17 $331,125 PAED
Santa Rosa Hearn Avenue (Phase 3) LSP $1,800,000 $1,800,000 2/6/17 $1,800,000 PSE
Santa Rosa Fulton Road Impvrovements LSP $0 $0 5/24/17
Sonoma County Airport Blvd LSP $0 $2,047,000 $0
Sonoma County Airport Blvd Landscaping PS&E LSP $82,728 3/27/17 4/17/17 $82,728 4/17/17 FINAL Invoice
Sonoma County Airport Blvd Landscaping CON LSP $740,000 3/27/17 $740,000
Sonoma County Airport Blvd Landscaping CON SUP LSP $53,140 3/27/17 $53,140
Sonoma County Airport Blvd Landscaping CON 101 $16,492 3/27/17 $16,492
Santa Rosa Santa Rosa Creek Trail Bike/Ped $0 $52,000 $0
Rohnert Park Access Across 101 Bike/Ped $0 $250,000 $0
Windsor Access Across 101 Bike/Ped $106,679 $0 $0 1/23/2017 $106,679
SoCo DHS SRTS (DHS) Bike/Ped $26,000 $10,000 $0 6/12/17 $26,000
SCBC SRTS (SCBC) Bike/Ped $20,025 $300,000 $0 7/6/17
SCBC BTW (SCBC) Bike/Ped -$8,697 $12,000 $0 7/10/17 7/6/17 accrued in 16/17, but approp is at July mtg
SoCo Regional Pks Sonoma Schellville Bike/Ped $17,438 $0 $0 2/3/17
Petaluma Petaluma River Trail Bike/Ped $0 $331,000 $0 $0 $32K prog'd in 16/17 not appropriated
SMART NWPRR Bike/Ped $414,896 $0 $0 7/10/17 $552,337 (PSE=$386,695.77); (PAED=$165,640.96)

$4,802,000 $0 $3,708,501 total remaining

projects that are approaching or past 6 months for invoicing or appropriation $576,342 Bike Ped Remaining

or projects that are programmed for 17/8  funds that have 

not appropriated said funds. $2,238,757 LSP Remaining
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Staff Report 
To:  Sonoma County Transportation Authority – Technical Advisory Committee  

From:  James R. Cameron, Director of Projects & Programming 

Item:  Potential Reauthorization Discussion: Local Streets and Roads - Maintenance of Effort 
(MOE) 

Date:  July 27, 2017 

 

 

Issue: 

What Local Streets and Roads Maintenance of Effort (MOE) Policy should the TAC recommend for the Measure 
M extension? 

Background: 

The Traffic Relief Act for Sonoma County, Measure M, is governed by the Public Utilities Code.  PUC 180200 
requires that “local governments maintain their existing commitment of local funds for transportation 
purposes."  The PUC does not specify how an existing commitment must be measured, in order to ensure 
compliance with the requirement. 

Until 2010, Sonoma County jurisdictions received Proposition 42 funds, which had specific MOE requirements.  
Since the Prop 42 requirements were more stringent than Measure M, there seemed little need for a Measure 
M policy to address maintenance of effort.  Once Proposition 42 funds ended, the SCTA acted to implement its 
own MOE policy.  The SCTA board approved Measure M Policy 14 on July 11, 2011, after Technical and Citizens 
Advisory Committee’s (TAC and CAC) review.  

Policy 14 (attached) requires that jurisdictions report the amount of local transportation funding, as a 
percentage of that jurisdiction’s overall general fund spending.  By analyzing the commitment as a 
percentage of general funds, as opposed to the actual amount of transportation funding, the policy considers 
the possibility that transportation spending may go down, if there is a decrease in general fund spending.  
However, if the general fund increases, transportation funding would be expected to be increased by the 
same percentage.   

The baseline percentage was set in FY11/12.  Annually after audits the SCTA board makes a determination of 
compliance with Public Utilities Code 180200 and Measure M Policy 14 Maintenance of Effort (MOE).  Since 
inception the SCTA Board accepted the recommendation from the TAC & CAC and determined all jurisdictions 
were in conformance because the county aggregate of all jurisdictions exceed the baseline aggregate of all 
jurisdictions.  This allows for some jurisdiction to not meet their baseline requirement. For example the Town 
of Windsor in consistently below their baseline because they built a large capital project on Shiloh in the 
baseline year causing them to have a large baseline percentage and they continue to be below the baseline in 
every subsequent year.  The Town consistently has one of the largest percentages of funding of all the 
jurisdictions and currently has the best pavement ratings in the county. 
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The current Policy has issues with one time funds being expended, one time general fund pass though dollars 
from the state as well as creating a more burdensome process on the jurisdictions for reporting expenditures 
direct to SCTA.  The State Controller’s Office (SCO) requires all SCTA jurisdiction to report discretionary 
expenditures in their annual Streets Report (for Cities) or Road Report (for the County).  SCTA staff 
recommends moving forward with a new policy that utilizes the reporting already required by the SCO. 

SB – 1 Maintenance of Effort Requirement 

SB-1 Legislation (attached) requires cities and counties to maintain their existing commitment of local funds 
for street, road, and highway purposes in order to remain eligible for an allocation or apportionment of funds.  
The city or county shall annually expend from its general fund for street, road, and highway purposes an 
amount not less than the annual average of its expenditures from its general fund during the 2009–10, 2010–
11, and 2011–12 fiscal years, as reported to the Controller.  The baseline average allow for exclusions of one 
time allocations that have been expended for street and highway purposes which may not be available on an 
ongoing basis. 

Members of the CAC have expressed concern that the SB-1 baseline is to low.  They have encouraged staff to 
pursue a stronger maintenance of effort requirement given that the baseline years are in and near the 
recession years.  Attached are numbers our member jurisdiction reported to the State Controller’s Office 

Future Policy for Consideration: 

To address issues with both the Measure M Policy and the SB-1 Legislation staff has researched other 
Jurisdiction requirements and come up with the follow Policy as a recommendation. 

Maintenance of Effort (MOE): Funds generated by the new sales tax Measure are to be used to supplement and 
not replace existing local revenues used for streets and highways purposes. The basis of the MOE requirement 
will be the average of expenditures of annual discretionary funds on streets and highways, as reported to the 
Controller pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section 2151 for the three most recent fiscal years before the 
passage of the Measure where data is available. The average dollar amount will then be increased once every 
three years by the construction cost index of that third year. Penalty for non-compliance of meeting the minimum 
MOE is immediate loss of all Local Streets Maintenance and Improvements funds until MOE compliance is 
achieved. The audit of the MOE contribution may be requested every five years, to be provided by the jurisdiction 
and completed by an independent certified public accountant (CPA). Any agency found to be in non-compliance 
may be required to provide annual audits for three years after they come back into compliance. 
 
Any local jurisdiction wishing to adjust its maintenance of effort requirement shall submit to the Authority a 
request for adjustment and the necessary documentation to justify the adjustment. The Authority staff shall 
review the request and shall make a recommendation to the Authority. Taking into consideration the 
recommendation, the Authority may adjust the annual average of expenditures reported pursuant to Streets and 
Highways Code Section 2151. The Authority shall make an adjustment if one or more of the following conditions 
exists: 

1. The local jurisdiction has undertaken one or more major capital projects during those fiscal years, 
that required accumulating unrestricted revenues (i.e., revenues that are not restricted for use on 
streets and highways such as general funds) to support the project during one or more fiscal years. 

2. A source of unrestricted revenue used to support the major capital project or projects is no longer 
available to the local jurisdiction and the local jurisdiction lacks authority to continue the 
unrestricted funding source. 
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3. One or more sources of unrestricted revenues that were available to the local jurisdiction is 
producing less than 95 percent of the amount produced in those fiscal years, and the reduction is not 
caused by any discretionary action of the local jurisdiction. 

4. The local jurisdiction Pavement Condition Index (PCI) is 70 or greater, as calculated by the 
jurisdiction Pavement Management System and reported to the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission. 

 
Policy Impacts: 

This would potentially set policy for individual jurisdictions to meet their baseline MOE commitment and 
consequences if the baseline MOE is not met. 

Fiscal Impacts: 

Outlines the specific way that jurisdictions could be required to maintain the level of their general funds 
commitment and ensures that that Sales Tax Measure Local Streets and Roads Funds are not supplanted by 
other funds. 

Staff Recommendation: 

Staff recommends that the TAC approve the new MOE policy to be sent for consideration at the SCTA Board.  
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MEASURE M - STRATEGIC PLAN POLICY 14 

The Traffic Relief Act for Sonoma County is governed by the Public Utilities Code.  PUC 180200 requires that 
“local governments maintain their existing commitment of local funds for transportation purposes.”  The 
Measure M Expenditure Plan states “consistent with California Public Utilities Code Section 180200, the SCTA 
intends that the additional funds provided governmental agencies by the Traffic Relief Act for Sonoma County 
shall supplement existing local revenues being used for public transportation purposes and that local 
jurisdictions maintain their existing commitment of local funds for transportation purposes.”  Measure M 
cooperative agreements for the Local Streets Rehabilitation Program also require maintenance of effort. 

For the Local Streets Rehabilitation Program funding, each local agency shall be responsible for identifying 
which of their accounts have local funds for transportation purposes.  For these purposes, expenditures 
would be calculated per fiscal year.  A fiscal year is defined as July 1 through June 30.  The baseline amount is 
transportation fund expenditures in FY11/12 which will be converted to percentage of general fund 
expenditure.  Expenditures for each subsequent year will be compared to the baseline to determine the same 
percentage of general fund expenditures is occurring.  Baseline percentages (FY11/12) and subsequent year 
percentages of discretionary fund expenditures on transportation shall be provided to SCTA by each 
jurisdiction no later than February 15, starting in February 2013.  This is to allow agency audits to be 
completed prior to submittal. 
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Measure M - Maintenance of Effort Calculations - % of Local Fund Expenditures on Transportation as a 
Percentage of the General Fund Expenditures 

Jurisdiction FY 11-12 (BASELINE) 

Transportation 
(A) 

General 
Fund (B) 

% 
(A/B) 

County of Sonoma* $7,510,980 $360,118,999 2.1% 

Cotati $96,726 $4,436,499 2.2% 

Cloverdale $162,404 $5,270,429 3.1% 

Healdsburg $916,656 $7,547,774 12.1% 

Petaluma $775,000 $32,472,271 2.4% 

Rohnert Park $558,407 $22,477,233 2.5% 

Santa Rosa $2,298,378 $117,000,000 2.0% 

Sebastopol $159,486 $4,884,137 3.3% 

Sonoma (City) $749,256 $11,838,835 6.3% 

Windsor $3,043,675 $13,108,791 23.2% 

TOTALS $16,270,968 $579,154,968 2.8% 

 

Jurisdiction FY15-16 Measure M Local 
Streets Rehab 

Estimated  
FY 17/18  Allocation 

Transportation 
(I) 

General 
Fund (J) 

% 
(I/J) 

County of Sonoma* $31,289,317 $444,252,316 7.0% $2,043,360 

Cotati $1,130,832 $5,793,152 19.5% $55,419 

Cloverdale $339,076 $6,123,709 5.5% $71,923 

Healdsburg $1,651,821 $13,302,709 12.4% $97,985 

Petaluma $1,320,000 $42,463,985 3.1% $445,093 

Rohnert Park $5,543,827 $35,655,055 15.5% $282,940 

Santa Rosa $3,165,358 $137,334,289 2.3% $1,290,914 

Sebastopol $325,848 $7,704,275 4.2% $57,904 

Sonoma (City) $1,594,155 $16,471,143 9.7% $82,168 

Windsor $2,112,932 $17,382,234 12.2% $206,923 

TOTALS $48,473,166 $726,482,867 6.7% $4,634,629 
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SB-1 LEGISLATION –  

Guidelines Pending 

 

2036. (a) Cities and counties shall maintain their existing commitment of local funds for street, road, and 
highway purposes in order to remain eligible for an allocation or apportionment of funds pursuant to Section 
2032. 

 

(b) In order to receive an allocation or apportionment pursuant to Section 2032, the city or county shall 
annually expend from its general fund for street, road, and highway purposes an amount not less than the 
annual average of its expenditures from its general fund during the 2009–10, 2010–11, and 2011–12 fiscal 
years, as reported to the Controller pursuant to Section 2151. For purposes of this subdivision, in calculating a 
city’s or county’s annual general fund expenditures and its average general fund expenditures for the 2009–
10, 2010–11, and 2011–12 fiscal years, any unrestricted funds that the city or county may expend at its 
discretion, including vehicle in-lieu tax revenues and revenues from fines and forfeitures, expended for street, 
road, and highway purposes shall be considered expenditures from the general fund. One-time allocations 
that have been expended for street and highway purposes, but which may not be available on an ongoing 
basis, including revenue provided under the Teeter Plan Bond Law of 1994 (Chapter 6.6 (commencing with 
Section 54773) of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the Government Code), may not be considered when 
calculating a city’s or county’s annual general fund expenditures. 

 

(c) For any city incorporated after July 1, 2009, the Controller shall calculate an annual average expenditure 
for the period between July 1, 2009, and December 31, 2015, inclusive, that the city was incorporated. 

 

(d) For purposes of subdivision (b), the Controller may request fiscal data from cities and counties in addition 
to data provided pursuant to Section 2151, for the 2009–10, 2010–11, and 2011–12 fiscal years. Each city and 
county shall furnish the data to the Controller not later than 120 days after receiving the request. The 
Controller may withhold payment to cities and counties that do not comply with the request for information 
or that provide incomplete data. 

 

(e) The Controller may perform audits to ensure compliance with subdivision (b) when deemed necessary. 
Any city or county that has not complied with subdivision (b) shall reimburse the state for the funds it 
received during that fiscal year. Any funds withheld or returned as a result of a failure to comply with 
subdivision (b) shall be reapportioned to the other counties and cities whose expenditures are in compliance. 

 

(f) If a city or county fails to comply with the requirements of subdivision (b) in a particular fiscal year, the city 
or county may expend during that fiscal year and the following fiscal year a total amount that is not less than 
the total amount required to be expended for those fiscal years for purposes of complying with subdivision 
(b). 

  

9



SB-1 Maintenance of Effort Baseline Average of FY10, 11, 12 and subsequent years 

State Control Reports available at: http://www.sco.ca.gov/aud_locinstr_annual_street.html 

 

Jurisdiction FY 10,11,12 
Average  

SB1 Baseline 

FY12-13 FY13-14 FY14-15  FY15-16 

SCO Streets & 
Roads 
EXPENDITURE 
Discretionary 
Table 5 or 11 

SCO Streets & 
Roads 
EXPENDITURE 
Discretionary 
Table 5 or 11 

SCO Streets & 
Roads 
EXPENDITURE 
Discretionary 
Table 5 or 11 

SCO Streets & 
Roads 
EXPENDITURE 
Discretionary 
Table 5 or 11 

SCO Streets & 
Roads 
EXPENDITURE 
Discretionary 
Table 5 or 11 

County of Sonoma* $6,252,295 $8,862,872 $13,845,515 $16,470,339 $9,525,034 

Cloverdale $151,515 $159,598 $0 $314,722 $112,680 

Cotati $47,566 $2,377 $345,957 $659,463  $356,568 

Healdsburg $0 $0 $0 $0  $0 

Petaluma $2,937,362 $777,118 $619,286 $4,573,657  $1,640,659 

Rohnert Park $945,324 $617,404 $562,522 $1,196,578 $608,640 

Santa Rosa $6,982,324 $4,887,027 $5,238,978 $6,347,563  $10,059,843 

Sebastopol $178,293 $158,454 $347,111 $229,537  $262,100 

Sonoma (City) $250,663 $65,935 $67,202 $876,821 $829,614 

Windsor $1,739,496 $2,899,861 $1,398,600 $1,485,318 $2,112,932 

TOTALS $19,484,837 $18,430,646 $22,425,171 $32,153,998 $25,508,070 
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AGENDA ITEM #5.a.ii ‐Measure M Ad Hoc
 ‐ July 10, 2017 
Measure M Sales Tax Extension Funding Scenario Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 

Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 1 2 3 (1+2) (1+2+3) 

Lane Mileage PCI 2017 PCI 2044 PCI 2044 PCI 2044 
Deferred Maintenance. 

2044 
Deferred Maintenance. 

2044 
Deferred Maintenance. 

2044 

All Existing 
Pavement 
Funds SB1 Revised 

Sales Tax 
Augmentation 2019 

Start Date 26 year‐avg. 
SUBTOTAL 

(Existing + SB1) GRAND TOTAL 
Cloverdale 65 59 29 46 67 47,713,142$ 31,062,138$ 10,810,394$ 150,000 206,328 $735,783 $356,328 $1,092,111 
Cotati 48 51 28 40 65 33,339,994$ 24,752,027$ 10,135,074$ 150,000 171,157 $579,132 $321,157 $900,290 
Healdsburg 93 62 27 43 66 68,326,614$ 46,892,705$ 15,764,339$ 230,000 272,208 $1,011,108 $502,208 $1,513,317 
Petaluma 396 45 29 37 58 280,121,382$ 233,119,087$ 113,033,760$ 1,500,000 1,374,537 $4,552,360 $2,874,537 $7,426,897 
Rohnert Park 227 71 49 58 80 88,209,423$ 67,650,751$ 3,089,272$ 1,585,000 958,695 $2,876,674 $2,543,695 $5,420,369 
Santa Rosa 1096 61 37 47 72 596,054,448$ 475,389,137$ 134,284,807$ 6,000,000 3,976,638 $13,177,635 $9,976,638 $23,154,273 
Sebastopol 47 56 37 47 73 26,373,677$ 19,231,372$ 4,304,202$ 200,000 177,063 $598,120 $377,063 $975,184 
Sonoma 68 73 75 80 83 5,650,772$ 1,475,841$ ‐$ 1,000,000 253,405 $859,205 $1,253,405 $2,112,610 
Sonoma County 2735 52 33 45 66 1,235,057,741$ 898,666,917$ 545,953,875$ 11,500,000 12,170,015 $20,929,464 $23,670,015 $44,599,479 
Windsor 171 78 49 61 81 52,700,023$ 26,980,063$ 1,507,011$ 600,000 621,133 $2,150,385 $1,221,133 $3,371,518 

Totals 56 35 46 68 2,433,547,216$ 1,825,220,038$ 838,882,734$ 22,915,000 20,181,181 $47,469,867 $43,096,181 $90,566,048 

Notes: 
Existing Funds should be held constant assuming MOE will be meet and other increases in Gas Tax may go to needs other than Pavement 
Existing Funds for Cloverdale and Healdsburg did not report so assumption made based on similar jurisdictions 
SB‐1 FY 19 estimate 
Sales Tax Augmentation starts in 2019 and is a 26 year average. 
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AGENDA ITEM #5.a.i ‐Measure M Ad Hoc 
‐ July 10, 2017 

DRAFT ‐May 25, 2017 SCTA ‐ TAC PCI.
 
TAC REQUEST: If LSR funds increased seven times what would your jurisdiction accomplish? 

Received input from: 

Jurisdiction Request 1 Request 2 Current 

PCI -2017 

Pre-SB-1 

PCI -2044 

SB-1 

PCI -2044 

SB-1+M+ 

PCI -2044 

#1 #2 #3 
Cloverdale Public Works Partial None 

Cotati Public Works None Complete 52 32 41 55 
Healdsburg Public Works None None 

Petaluma Public Works Complete Complete 45 30 39 62 
Rohnert Park Public Works Complete Complete 74 37 45 60 
Santa Rosa Public Works Complete Complete 61 31 39 57 
Sebastopol Public Works None Partial 

Sonoma Public Works Complete Complete 74 62 67 82 
Windsor Public Works Partial Complete 78 29 32 55 
County of Sonoma TPW Complete Complete 52 33 47 67 
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Staff Report 
To:   Sonoma County Transportation Authority – TAC and CAC 

From:  Seana L. S. Gause, Senior, Programming and Projects  

Item:  Measure M Project Update Schedule for FY 17/18 

Date:   July 27 & August 28 

 
Issue: 
On what schedule will the Measure M LSP, Rail, and Bike/Ped Projects be presented to the Citizens 
Advisory Committee (CAC)? 

Background: 
The CAC is tasked with public oversight of the implementation of Measure M.  The CAC review is 
meant to provide transparency of the project delivery process for the general public.  As such, each 
fiscal year Measure M project sponsors programmed to receive Measure M funds are scheduled to 
come before the CAC and discuss the status of their projects.  Specifically, how Measure M funds have 
been used on the project to date, how many dollars will be used in the future and for what purpose.  
Sponsors generally come before the CAC with a project status sheet, showing scope, schedule and 
cost of the project, matching funds being used (if any) and location of the proposed project. 

Below is a proposed schedule for the Measure M projects to be brought before the CAC for review: 
Project Name Project Sponsor Meeting Date 
116/121 Intersection Improvements SCTA August 28, 2017 
Bicycle Safety and Education SoCo DHS August 28, 2017 
Access Across 101 (Windsor) Windsor September 25, 2017 
-Open-  October 30, 2017 
Airport Blvd Improvements So Co TPW November 27, 2017 
Airport Blvd Landscape Improvements So Co TPW November 27, 2017 
Forestville Bypass (Roundabout) So Co TPW November 27, 2017 
  No Mtg in December 
Hearn Avenue Interchange Improvements Santa Rosa January 29, 2018 
Fulton Ave Improvements Santa Rosa January 29, 2018 
Santa Rosa Creek Trail  Santa Rosa January 29, 2018 
Sonoma Schellville Bike Trail So Co Reg Parks February 27, 2017 
Access Across 101 (Rohnert Park) Rohnert Park March 26,, 2018 
NWPRR/SMART Bike Trail SMART April 30, 2018 
  No Mtg in May 
Petaluma River Trail Petaluma June 25, 2018,  
Bike Safety and Education SRTS SCBC June 25, 2018 
Bike Safety and Education Bike Month SCBC June 25, 2018 

There are no meetings scheduled in December or May.   
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Policy Impacts: 
None, this action is consistent with policy 4.11 in the 2017 Measure M Strategic Plan. 

Fiscal Impacts: 
None 

Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the TAC and CAC review and consider approving the above listed schedule. 
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Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 
Local Streets and Roads Funding 

Draft Reporting Guidelines Workshop 
 

Tuesday, July 18, 2017 
9:00 AM to 12:00 PM 

 

Caltrans Headquarters Building 
1120 N Street, Room 2116 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Teleconference #: (877) 411-9748 
Participant Code: 5283660 

 

WebEx Link: https://d20u3150ea-caltrans.webex.com/meet/vtc.webex1dot.ca.gov 
WebEx Meeting ID: 920 031 916 

 

Online and Phone Participants Please Submit Questions during the workshop to CTC@dot.ca.gov 
 

Agenda 
 
 

1 Welcome and Introductions 
 

Laura Pennebaker, Associate Deputy Director 
California Transportation Commission 

2 Program Background 
 

Laura Pennebaker 
California Transportation Commission 

3 Overview of Draft Guidelines and 
Comments Received 

Laura Pennebaker 
California Transportation Commission 

4 Open Discussion of Draft Guidelines  All 

5 Next Steps  
 

Laura Pennebaker 
California Transportation Commission 

 
The Local Streets and Roads Funding Draft Reporting Guidelines may be found online at:  
http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/SB_1/063017_Draft_LSR_Program_Reporting_Guidelines.pdf. 
For more information including information on upcoming workshops, visit the Commission’s SB 1 
webpage at: http://catc.ca.gov/programs/SB1.html. More information about the California 
Transportation Commission may be found at: http://www.catc.ca.gov/. 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION STAFF CONTACT: Questions about the Local Streets and 
Roads Funding Draft Reporting Guidelines may be directed to Commission’s Associate Deputy Director, 
Laura Pennebaker, at (916) 653-7121 or Laura.Pennebaker@dot.ca.gov or Commission’s Deputy Director 
for Legislation and Finance, Eric Thronson at (916) 654-7179 or Eric.Thronson@dot.ca.gov.  
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July 18, 2017

Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017
Local Streets and Roads Funding

Draft Annual Reporting Guidelines Workshop 

:

Laura Pennebaker
Associate Deputy Director

California Transportation Commission

Questions on the phone or WebEx? 
Please email them to: ctc@dot.ca.gov

16
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July 18, 2017

• Provides new revenues so that cities and counties can address the 
enormous shortfall of funding needed to adequately maintain the 
existing network of local streets and roads which is necessary to 
protect our economy, our environment, and our quality of life. 

• Provides a balance of new revenues and reasonable reforms to 
ensure efficiency, accountability, and performance from each 
dollar invested in the transportation system.

Statutory Intent of SB 1: The Road 
Repair and Accountability Act of 2017

Local Streets and Roads Program:

17



July 18, 2017

• Provides new funding from Road Maintenance 
and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) for monthly 
apportionment to cities and counties by the State 
Controller to be used for road maintenance, 
rehabilitation and critical safety projects. 

• Requires basic annual project reporting to the 
Commission.

Program Overview – Local Streets and Roads

Local Streets and Roads Program:
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July 18, 2017

• Compiling and sharing 
general project information 

• Promoting transparency 
and accountability

• Reporting Guidelines

Commission’s Role

Local Streets and Roads Program:

19



July 18, 2017

• Apportion and Audit Funds
• Maintenance of Effort
• Detailed Expenditure 

Reporting – Local Streets and 
Road Annual Report

• Guidelines for Gas Tax 
Expenditures (update TBD)

State Controller’s Role

Local Streets and Roads Program:
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July 18, 2017

Draft Annual 
Reporting Guidelines

Local Streets and Roads Program:
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July 18, 2017

Annually, prior to receiving funds, a
proposed project list which contains 
the following:
• Proposed project description and 

location 
• Proposed schedule for completion, 

may include multi-year projects
• Estimated useful life of the 

improvement
• Projects must be in an 

adopted/amended city/county budget

Basic Annual Project Reporting

Local Streets and Roads Program:

[SHC Section 2034(a) and (b)]

Annually, upon completion of the FY, a 
project expenditure report which 
contains the following:
• Completed project description and 

location 

• Completion date

• Amount of funds expended on the project

• Estimated useful life of the improvement

• If applicable, a progress update on multi-
year projects

Cities and Counties are required to submit the following to the CTC:
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July 18, 2017

Program Structure

Local Streets and Roads Program :

Cities & Counties Prepare 
and Submit  RMRA 

Proposed Project List to 
CTC to become eligible for 

funds

CTC collects Proposed 
Project Lists, compiles and 
submits statewide list of 

eligible Cities & Counties to 
State Controller

State Controller allocates 
RMRA funding to Cities & 

Counties

Cities & Counties build 
projects, prepare and 

submit Completed RMRA 
Project Report to CTC

CTC collects Completed 
Project Reports, aggregates 

and shares project 
information with the 

Legislature and the public 

State Controller periodically 
audits Cities/Counties to 
enforce Maintenance of 

Effort requirement & use of 
RMRA funding

[SHC Sections 2030, 2034, 2036, 2037]
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July 18, 2017

• Worked closely with cities, counties and their 
representatives (i.e. League of California Cities and the 
California State Association of Counties)

• Collaborated with the State Controller’s Office Divisions 
of Local Programs and Audits

• Draft Guidelines released for public comment June 30th

with comments due July 14th.
• Final Guidelines are set for adoption August 16-17, 2017 

Draft Annual Reporting Guidelines 

Local Streets and Roads Program

24
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July 18, 2017

• Adjust project list due dates to better align with city/county budgeting processes
• Clarify that budget amendments are an allowable way to adopt project lists
• Level of detail in adopted budgets and project lists may vary
• Address multi-year projects in the guidelines and forms 
• Clarify certain terms such as estimated useful life and project completion
• Provide an online procedure for project reporting
• Consider a one-form format for the Project List and Expenditure Report that is completed in 

phases 
• Consider community input and needs, promote complete streets, safety for all system users, 

green infrastructure etc.
• Questions and Clarifications on the MOE calculation process, eligible uses and timing of funds 

etc. 

Summary of Comments Received

Local Streets and Roads Program
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July 18, 2017

• Level of project detail in adopted/amended budgets
• Program Schedule: FYs 17-18 and 18-19 
• Clarification of project reporting terms
• Content and Format of Standard Forms for Project 

List and Expenditure Report
• Others as requested

Areas for Discussion Today

Local Streets and Roads Program
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July 18, 2017

• Specific Accounting Requirements and Use of 
Funds

• Maintenance of Effort Calculation and Oversight
• Annual Streets and Roads Report Requirements
• The above items won’t be addressed in detail 

today but Commission staff will share feedback 
received to date with SCO

• Frequently Asked Questions are under 
development

• SCO Guidelines Update TBD

Areas under State 
Controller Jurisdiction 

Local Streets and Roads Program
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Draft Guidelines 
Discussion

Local Streets and Roads Program

Questions on the phone or WebEx? 
Please email them to: ctc@dot.ca.gov
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Next Steps

Local Streets and Roads Program

Questions on the phone or WebEx? 
Please email them to: ctc@dot.ca.gov
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July 18, 2017

Local Streets and Roads Program

* Commission staff is working with city and county representatives to develop a schedule for FY 18-19 that accommodates city and county budgeting processes, statutory 
clarification may needed in this area.

FY 17-18
Adoption of Final Guidelines Call for Project Lists August 16-17, 2017
Technical Assistance and Outreach to Cities/Counties August 18 – October 16, 2017
Project Lists due to Commission October 16, 2017
Commission Adopts List of Eligible Cities and Counties December 6-7, 2017
Commission Submits List to Controller December 6-7, 2017
Controller FY 17-18 Apportionments Begin Mid-January 2018
Completed Project Report Submitted to Commission for 2017 - 2018 Fiscal Year October 1, 2018
Commission Posts Statewide LSR Program Accountability Information Online December 1, 2018
FY 18-19
Guidelines Update as Needed TBD
Call for Project Lists TBD*
Commission Review, Approval & Adoption of List of Eligible Cities and Counties TBD*
Commission Submits Final List to Controller July 1, 2018
Controller FY 18-19 Apportionments Begin Mid-August 2018
Completed Project Report Submitted to Commission for 2018 - 2019 Fiscal Year October 1, 2019
Commission Posts Statewide LSR Program Accountability Information Online December 1, 2019

Revised Schedule
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July 18, 2017

Local Streets and Roads Program

Thank you!

Laura Pennebaker
California Transportation Commission

Laura.Pennebaker@dot.ca.gov
(916) 653-7121

Any Questions?
Questions on the phone? Please email them to: ctc@dot.ca.gov
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J:\PROJECT\Funding\TIP\2017 TIP Revisions\2017 TIP Revision Schedule\2017 TIP Revision Schedule 6-27-17.xlsx

REVISION TYPE REVISION 
NUMBER

REVISION 
REQUEST 

SUBMISSION 
DEADLINE

MTC 
APPROVAL* STATE APPROVAL* FEDERAL 

APPROVAL* APPROVAL STATUS
TIP REVISION

FINAL APPROVAL 
DATE

2017 TIP Update 17-00 Thu, Apr 14, 2016 Wed, Sep 28, 2016 Wed, Nov 16, 2016 Fri, Dec 16, 2016 Approved Fri, Dec 16, 2016

Amendment 17-03 Tue, Nov 1, 2016 Wed, Dec 21, 2016 Thu, Jan 19, 2017 Wed, Feb 8, 2017 Approved Wed, Feb 8, 2017

Admin Mod 17-01 Wed, Nov 23, 2016 Wed, Dec 21, 2016 N/A N/A Approved Wed, Dec 21, 2016

Admin Mod 17-02 Sun, Jan 1, 2017 Tue, Jan 31, 2017 N/A N/A Approved Tue, Jan 31, 2017

Amendment 17-06 Sun, Jan 1, 2017 Wed, Feb 22, 2017 Fri, Feb 24, 2017 Tue, Mar 14, 2017 Approved Tue, Mar 14, 2017

Admin Mod 17-04 Wed, Feb 1, 2017 Mon, Mar 6, 2017 N/A N/A Approved Mon, Mar 6, 2017

Amendment 17-08 Wed, Feb 1, 2017 Wed, Mar 22, 2017 Wed, Mar 29, 2017 Fri, Apr 14, 2017 Approved Fri, Apr 14, 2017

Admin Mod 17-05 Wed, Mar 1, 2017 Wed, Apr 5, 2017 N/A N/A Approved Wed, Apr 5, 2017

Amendment 17-10 Wed, Mar 1, 2017 Wed, Apr 26, 2017 Thu, May 11, 2017 Thu, Jun 8, 2017 Approved Thu, Jun 8, 2017

Amendment
(RTP Reconciliation) 17-14 Fri, Mar 31, 2017 Wed, Jul 26, 2017 TBD TBD Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-07 Sat, Apr 1, 2017 Fri, Apr 28, 2017 N/A N/A Approved Fri, Apr 28, 2017

Admin Mod 17-09 Mon, May 1, 2017 Fri, Jun 9, 2017 N/A N/A Approved Fri, Jun 9, 2017

Amendment 17-13 Mon, May 1, 2017 Wed, Jun 28, 2017 Estimated 4 weeks 
after MTC Approval

Estimated 4 weeks 
after State Approval Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-11 Thu, Jun 1, 2017 Fri, Jun 30, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

Amendment 17-16 Thu, Jun 1, 2017 Wed, Jul 26, 2017 Estimated 4 weeks 
after MTC Approval

Estimated 4 weeks 
after State Approval Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-12 Sat, Jul 1, 2017 Mon, Jul 31, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-15 Tue, Aug 1, 2017 Thu, Aug 31, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

Amendment 17-19 Tue, Aug 1, 2017 Wed, Sep 27, 2017 Estimated 4 weeks 
after MTC Approval

Estimated 4 weeks 
after State Approval Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-17 Fri, Sep 1, 2017 Fri, Sep 29, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-18 Sun, Oct 1, 2017 Tue, Oct 31, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

Amendment 17-22 Sun, Oct 1, 2017 Wed, Nov 15, 2017 Estimated 4 weeks 
after MTC Approval

Estimated 4 weeks 
after State Approval Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-20 Wed, Nov 1, 2017 Thu, Nov 30, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

Admin Mod 17-21 Fri, Dec 1, 2017 Fri, Dec 29, 2017 N/A N/A Pending Pending

N/A - Not Applicable / Not Required
The schedule is also available on the MTC's website at:  http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-invest/transportation-improvement-program

Note: * MTC has delegated authority to approve TIP administrative modifications, and may approve administrative modifications on, prior to, or after the tentative date listed

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

Tentative 2017 TIP REVISION SCHEDULE - Sorted by Revision Request Submission Deadline
June 27, 2017

TBD - To Be Determined

LSRWG 07.13.17 Page 6 of 32
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_PMP Certification Status Listing

Page 3 of 3

PMP Certification Expired
July 6, 2017 Expiring within 60 days

Certified

County Jurisdiction
Last Major 
Inspectionᵜ Certified

P-TAP 
Cycle

Certification Expiration 
Date

ᵜ  "Last Major Inspection" is the basis for certification and is indicative of the date the field inspection was completed.

Santa Clara Mountain View 9/30/2016 Yes 17 10/1/2018
Santa Clara Palo Alto 12/31/2015 Yes 15 1/1/2018
Santa Clara San Jose 10/31/2016 Yes 17 11/1/2018
Santa Clara Santa Clara 9/30/2016 Yes 18 10/1/2018
Santa Clara Santa Clara County* 12/31/2014 Yes* 17 1/1/2018
Santa Clara Saratoga 9/30/2016 Yes 17 10/1/2018
Santa Clara Sunnyvale 1/31/2017 Yes 17 2/1/2019

Solano Benicia 8/31/2014 Pending 18 4/30/2018
Solano Dixon 9/30/2014 Pending 18 4/30/2018
Solano Fairfield* 9/30/2014 Yes 15 10/1/2017
Solano Rio Vista 10/31/2015 Yes 18 11/1/2017
Solano Solano County 3/31/2017 Yes 4/1/2019
Solano Suisun City 6/30/2016 Yes 17 7/1/2018
Solano Vacaville 12/31/2015 Yes 16 1/1/2018
Solano Vallejo 10/31/2015 Yes 16 11/1/2017

Sonoma Cloverdale* 8/31/2014 Yes 15 9/1/2017
Sonoma Cotati 8/31/2014 Pending 18 4/30/2018
Sonoma Healdsburg 11/30/2015 Yes 16 12/1/2017
Sonoma Petaluma 8/31/2015 Pending 18 4/30/2018
Sonoma Rohnert Park 6/30/2015 Pending 18 4/30/2018
Sonoma Santa Rosa 4/30/2016 Yes 16 5/1/2018
Sonoma Sebastopol* 8/31/2014 Yes 15 9/1/2017
Sonoma Sonoma 11/30/2015 Yes 18 12/1/2017
Sonoma Sonoma County 11/30/2014 Pending 18 4/30/2018
Sonoma Windsor 7/31/2015 Pending 18 4/30/2018

Note: Updated report is posted monthly to:
http://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/PMP_Certification_Status_Listing.xlsx

(*) Indicates One-Year Extension. Note: PTAP awardees are ineligible for a one-year extension during the cycle awarded.

(^) Indicates previous P-TAP awardee, but hasn't fulfilled requirement; must submit certification prior to updating to current 
P-TAP award status.

LSRWG Item 2B

LSRWG 07.13.17 Page 9 of 32
33

http://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/PMP_Certification_Status_Listing.xlsx
PTAP 18 should have started already.  If you haven't heard from the consultant contact Christina.  If you are about to expire, each jurisdiction is eligible for one, one-year extension.  If not included in PTAP-18 and already have had an extension, out of luck.  Exception is if a jurisdiction does its own inspection (and is certified) then submit a certification letter and include the three scenarios.



  FHWA Approval of Architectural and Engineering (A&E) 

Consultants in a Management Support Role 

 FHWA - California Division would like to 'highlight' the approval action process in 
circumstances where a local public agency (LPA) elects to contract with an 
Architectural  and Engineers (A&E) consultant for professional services that include 
management activities. 

 Per the Stewardship and Oversight agreement between FHWA and Caltrans - in all 
situations where the LPA solicits for hire A&E consultants to act in a management 
support role, FHWA must approve the contract prior to execution.  As noted in the 
Stewardship and Oversight Agreement the delegation of the approval of A&E 
consultants to act in management support role is not allowed. 

 Management support roles may include, but are not limited to: 

• Providing oversight of an element of highway program/function
• Providing services on the behalf of the contracting agency
• Providing oversight of a project or series of projects
• Providing oversight of consultants and contractors on the behalf of the

contracting agency

After approval by FHWA, Caltrans will provide oversight of solicitation documents as 
well as revised consultant contracts prior to execution between the LPA and the A&E 
consultants.   

  Guidance and procedures on submittal of consultants in a management role contracts 
for FHWA approval will be provided in a follow up Office Bulletin. 

 Stay Up-to-date with Local Assistance through our Blog and Email Notifications 

The federal-aid process is continually changing.  Find the latest news by subscribing to the Caltrans Local 
Assistance Email List and by regularly visiting our blog, the LAB.  

LSRWG Item 2C(i)
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https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fr20.rs6.net%2Ftn.jsp%3Ff%3D001TBqHU_EK0zuC3n5sAaA-3gYCRIzgYB2_HVE5PItN9NvSd1AEhTMwOFJvr6uBzFs01lHMqFWz7Ar2VEXi_xOTCRxpR1rT-yR6NUFKEQE8mCvGrMC3c99X8qkIV6vPaU3rRviEbj4N4CF9SeuuFqIAYEGSSLRRQK8ZCD4djpSdoBWCtCaH_obu8i7pIv0CYAnx%26c%3DgdljFGIs1xZmSQtNgzXfZoUwOsI74ancn4DZMgumeKmwx7c9TE4FWQ%3D%3D%26ch%3DhJBr6VEk_laFuw6-YxUAssF_ynkVEO1EFSGyN1mcb5PXG_q-O-ZRPw%3D%3D&data=02%7C01%7Cacardoso%40octa.net%7Ccfe101b494914e1dd50608d4a477b8da%7C1e952f6cc8fc4e38b476ab4dd5449420%7C0%7C0%7C636314281491073132&sdata=CSZrVlwHY7MjHpk0tt9OIw8PHR244vobkELrRGki%2Beo%3D&reserved=0
Effective as of release date of memo.
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Innovative Deployments to Enhance Arterials (IDEA)  
Grant Opportunity Announcement

Program Overview 
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) invites eligible Bay Area public agencies to submit 
applications for consideration under a new regional initiative called, “Innovative Deployments to Enhance 
Arterials” (IDEA). MTC’s interest is to not only continually advance innovation to help us further improve 
the operations of our arterials systems, but also to enhance the readiness of the Bay Area for connected 
and automated vehicle technologies. IDEA is designed to provide a funding opportunity to support cities, 
counties and transit agencies to deploy advanced technologies along their arterials to enhance mobility, 
sustainability and safety across all modes. These advanced technologies for arterials may be mature, 
commercially‐available technologies that can be deployed on their own or integrated with newer, higher‐
risk connected and automated vehicle technologies. Federal funds available through IDEA are designed to 
assist agencies with project implementation through capital support and consultant technical assistance. 
Services to be performed by the consultants will be defined by MTC, in coordination with the grant 
recipients. 

Program Goals 
The core goals of IDEA are to:  

1) Improve travel time and travel time reliability along arterials for autos and transit vehicles;
2) Improve safety of motorists, transit riders, bicyclists, and pedestrians;
3) Decreasing motor vehicle emissions and fuel consumption; and
4) Improve knowledge of and proficiency in the use of advanced technologies for arterial operations.

Eligible Applicants/Projects 
Public agencies (cities, counties, and transit agencies) are eligible to apply for grant funding under IDEA.  

There will be two eligible project categories: Category 1 projects use mature, commercially‐available 
advanced technologies, and Category 2 projects use connected/automated vehicle technologies.   

Project Category  Brief Description 

Project Category 1: Mature, Commercially‐available Advanced Technologies 

Signal System Improvements  These projects improve traffic signal systems and the management of 
arterial operations to provide better mobility along the corridor. 

Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements  These projects make operational improvements to bicycle/pedestrian 
infrastructure to encourage active modes of transportation.  

Transit Improvements  These projects improve existing transit systems along high‐demand 
transit routes to encourage mode shifting.  

Other Improvements  These projects include improvements to arterial operations that are 
not necessarily covered in the categories above.  

Project Category 2: Connected/Automated Vehicle Technologies 

Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements  These projects or project elements would incorporate dynamic 
messaging between travelers, vehicles and infrastructure to enhance 
arterial operations.  

Multi‐Modal Intelligent 
Transportation Signal Systems 
(MMITSS) 

These projects would utilize the open source code for MMITSS as well 
as advanced communications and detection technologies to optimize 
signal operations by incorporating data from connected vehicles.   

Driving Optimization  These projects would utilize messaging between signal infrastructure 
and vehicles to affect driver behavior, which can lead to 
environmental improvements.  

LSRWG Item 2C.ii
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Grant Funding  
A total of $13 million in Surface Transportation Program/Congestion Management Air Quality (STP/CMAQ) 
funds is available: $8 million for Category 1 projects and $5 million for Category 2 projects. Both local cash 
and in‐kind matching funds will be required.   
 

Timeline 
 

Activity  Date 

MTC issues IDEA Grant Program Guidelines  July 14, 2017 

Regional Workshops for potential applicants*  August 2017 

Applications due    September 29, 2017 

MTC reviews applications and selects projects  October 2017 (tentative) 

* MTC will be hosting three workshops to provide prospective applicants with an overview of the IDEA 
Grant Program and to answer any questions applicants may have. 

 

Contact Information 
For general questions about the IDEA Grant Program Guidelines or about potential Category 1 project 
ideas, please contact Linda Lee, Arterial Operations Program Manager, at (415) 778‐5225 or 
llee@mtc.ca.gov.  For questions about potential Category 2 project ideas, please contact Robert Rich, 
Connected/Automated Vehicle Program Manager, at (415) 778‐6621 or rrich@mtc.ca.gov. 
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Grant workshop for mature technologies to be held remotely in NB EB and SB in late August.  Minimum grant amounts will prob be 250-500K.  Targeted to signal operators and transit operators who want to pair with signal operators.  Will likely stay away from civil improvements.  Likely mostly applicable to timing etc.  Not a lot of infrastructure improvements.  Focused on signal timing and hardware.  Minimum 10% match will be required.  



DRAFT
Agency:

SPOC Name: SPOC Email:

SPOC Title: SPOC Phone:

Date:

Local Public Agency Certification Review
SPOC acknowledges awareness of the following items adopted by the agency governing body in the Resolution of Local Support:

Agency will comply with the provisions and requirements of the Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution No. 3606, revised)

Agency has, and will retain the expertise, knowledge and resources necessary to deliver the FHWA-funded transportation projects,

Agency has assigned, and will maintain a SPOC for all FHWA and CTC-funded transportation projects to coordinate within and outside the agency

Agency has reviewed it's FHWA-funded projects and has adequate staffing resources to deliver and complete the PROJECT(s) within the schedule

Acknowledgement
SPOC acknowledges awareness of the following Agency requirements from the Regional Project-Funding Delivery Policy, MTC Resolution 3606:

 Assign and maintain a single point of contact for all FHWA-administered projects implemented by the agency.
 Maintain a project tracking status of major delivery milestones for all programmed and active FHWA-administered projects implemented by the agency
 Maintain all active FHWA-administered projects in good standing with respect to regional, state and federal delivery deadlines, and federal-aid requirements
 Maintain the expertise and staff resources necessary to deliver federal-aid projects within the funding timeframe, and meet all federal-aid project requirements
 Has demonstrated a good delivery record and delivery practices with past and current projects.


SPOC Certification
SPOC self-certifies the following:

SPOC has sufficient knowledge to navigate, or assist others to navigate the FHWA federal-aid process

SPOC has basic understanding of relationship between FMS/TIP/RTP 
SPOC has a Fund Management System (FMS) account

SPOC has read and understands the provisions of the Regional Project-Funding Delivery Policy, MTC Resolution 3606

SPOC will maintain and keep up to date, a spreadsheet of delivery milestones for all active FHWA-funded projects adminstered by the agency (attached)

SPOC will communicate FHWA and CTC-funded project delivery status, through construction award, to CMA contact at least on a quarterly basis

SPOC has ensured that current active listings in the federal TIP as of this date are correct with regards to cost, scope and schedule

SPOC will participate in at least ½ LSRWG/PDWG meetings on an annual basis (either in person or on phone) if agency has projects remaining for delivery.

SPOC will maintain the Unanticipated Delays Worksheet  (Link in development)

SPOC is aware of the November 1 RFA submittal deadline and January 31 federal obligation of funds (E-76/Authorization) delievery deadline.

SPOC has attended training or reviewed the SPOC training materials

I certify to the best of my knowledge the above is true:

Signature, Agency Single Point of Contact (SPOC) Date

Signature, Agency Department Director Date

J:\COMMITTE\Partnership\Partnership PDWG\Federal Efficiencies Subcommittee\[SPOC REVISED Checklist_070117.xlsx]SPOC Checklist 6/28/2017

CMA Representative:

Have staff and/or consultant(s) on board who have delivered FHWA-administered projects within the past five years and/or attended the federal-aid process 
training class held by Caltrans Local Assistance within the past 5 years, and have the knowledge and expertise to deliver federal-aid projects. 

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) Checklist
For agencies accessing federal transportation funds through the FHWA federal-aid process

Contact Information

To be ‘regionally qualified’ for regional discretionary funds, and for programming federal funds in the federal TIP, the local agency must comply with the following, in 
addition to any other regional, state and federal requirements:

To be completed and renewed annually or whenever a new Single Point of Contact is assigned
Email completed form to your CMA and MTC at SPOC-FES@mtc.ca.gov

MTC Resolution 3606 and SPOC information is located at:   http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-invest/federal-funding/project-delivery

SPOC has confirmed that the respective Project Manager(s) are aware of delivery milestone deadlines for FHWA-funded and/or CTC-funded projects scheduled for 
delivery (obligation/allocation of funds) within the current and following federal fiscal years.
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LSRWG item 4B 

 
 

TO: Local Streets and Roads Working Group DATE: July 13, 2017 

FR: Theresa Romell   

RE:    LSRWG Work Planning Workshop 

 
In the spring and early summer of 2017, MTC Regional Streets and Roads staff attended Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC) meetings in several Bay Area counties to consult with public works staff.  The purpose of these meetings was to 
gather input for the development of the Local Streets and Roads Working Group (LSRWG) work plan, as well as to 
encourage greater participation among local jurisdictions at working group meetings.  
 
The table below lists the dominant ideas/themes that were raised and discussed at the various county meetings.  Not all 
counties were visited on account of scheduling difficulties. 
 
 

County Potential Work Plan Items 

Contra Costa • Revise and re-issue the guide to trench cuts publication 
• Use working group meetings as a showcase for new products / technologies 

Marin • Legislative advocacy for initiatives that would benefit LSR such as SB231 (fee basis for storm 
water systems) 

• Coordinate / incent projects with multiple benefits such as paving projects with storm water 
run-off improvements and complete streets.   

Napa • Influence SB1 guidelines to maximize benefits and ensure consistency in condition 
assessments 

• Advocate to reduce regulations/bureaucracy that limit improvements  

San Mateo • Enhancements to StreetSaver  
• Assistance with materials procurement. 

Sonoma • Materials/contractor procurement 
• Incentives for cost effective technologies 
• Improve regional funding policies to allow for optimization of LSR funds 
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MTC staff believes that the above list of ideas can be summarized into three dominant themes: 
 

1.) Advocacy – This would include advocacy efforts by the working group and MTC in the area of funding policies, 
guidelines, regulations, legislation, and grant opportunities, for the benefit of local street and road maintenance 

2.) Technology – This could include the advancement of new paving technologies, asset management capabilities, 
training, and demonstration projects 

3.) Strategic Procurements – This theme would explore ideas for achieving economies of scale or streamlining 
processes for the procurement of paving materials and resources. 

 
The next Local Streets and Roads Working group meeting on July 13th will serve as a workshop to expand upon the 
themes listed above, or others that the working group participants deem important.  The workshop is intended to aid in 
the development of a work plan that will serve as the basis for future LSRWG meetings.  Please plan to come and 
participate. 
 
If you have any questions or would like to provide input on the work plan in advance of the meeting, please email me at 
tromell@mtc.ca.gov.  
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490 Mendocino Ave. #206, Santa Rosa, CA| 707.565.5373 | scta.ca.gov | rcpa.ca.gov 

Staff Report 
To:  SCTA Technical Advisory Committee 

From:  Dana Turréy, Transportation Planner 

Item:  Quarterly Status Report of TDA3 and TFCA Projects –FY 2017 Q4 

Date:  July 27, 2017 

 

 

Issue: 

This report provides the status of TDA3 and TFCA projects not yet fully expended as of June 30, 2017. 

 

Background: 

Transportation Development Act, Article 3 (TDA3) Projects 

Jurisdiction Project ID Programmed 
Amount 

Funds 
Expended 

Funds 
Remaining 

Funds 
Expire 

Santa Rosa 
SMART Crossing at 
Jennings 16-0010-01 $503,313 $0.00 $503,313 6/30/2018 

Santa Rosa Montecito Boulevard Bike 
Enhancements 17-0010-01 

$40,000  
$0.00 $40,000  6/30/2019 

Santa Rosa Citywide Green Bike Lane 
Transition Enhancements 17-0010-02 

$78,000  
$0.00 $78,000  6/30/2019 

Santa Rosa Citywide Pedestrian 
Enhancements 17-0010-03 

$47,000  
$0.00 $47,000  6/30/2019 

Sonoma 
County - TPW 

Bicycle Safety Education 
Campaign 17-0010-04 

$50,000  
$0.00 $50,000  6/30/2019 

Sonoma 
County - RP 

West County Trail – 
Forestville 17-0010-05 

$200,000  
$0.00 $200,000  6/30/2019 

Sebastopol Class 2 and 3 - Local 
Streets,  Class 2 - SR 116 17-0010-06 

$8,842  
$0.00 $8,842  6/30/2019 

 

Project costs must be incurred prior to the TDA3 expiration date (typically June 30). Sponsors must submit 
invoices no later than August 31 for any funds expiring June 30. Please submit invoices to MTC (Cheryl Chi 
CChi@mtc.ca.gov) and copy SCTA (Dana Turréy dana.turrey@scta.ca.gov).  
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Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Projects, County Program Manager Fund 

Jurisdiction Project ID Programmed 
Amount 

Funds 
Expended 

Funds 
Remaining 

Funds 
Expire 

Windsor 
Protective-Permissive Left 
Turn Phasing 15-SON-05 $132,941.84 $63,504.53 $69,437.31 12/19/2017 

Sonoma 
County Transit Transit Marketing Program 16-SON-02  $140,199.00  $113,067.23 $27,131.77 10/26/2017 

Petaluma 
Traffic Signal Coordination 
Timing Project 16-SON-05  $100,000.00  $20,356.18 $79,643.82 10/26/2017 

Santa Rosa 
CityBus 

Trip Reduction Incentive 
Programs 17-SON-01 $234,670.00 $49,833.41 $184,836.59 12/08/2018 

Santa Rosa 
Public Works 

Public Access EV 
Chargers, Courthouse 
Square 17-SON-02 $25,000.00  $0 $25,000.00  12/08/2018 

Sonoma 
County Transit Transit Marketing 17-SON-03 $71,265.00  $0 $71,265.00  12/08/2018 
Sonoma 
County Transit 

Airport Business Park 
Shuttle 17-SON-04 $70,000.00  $0 $70,000.00  12/08/2018 

Sebastopol 
Public Works 

Local Streets Bicycle Gap 
Closures 17-SON-05 $50,000.00  $0 $50,000.00  12/08/2018 

Petaluma 
Transit Youth Bus Pass Subsidy 17-SON-06 $13,000.00  $0 $13,000.00  12/08/2018 
Petaluma 
Transit Transit Marketing 17-SON-07 $67,731.00  $0 $67,731.00  12/08/2018 
Petaluma 
Transit Transit Signal Priority 17-SON-08 $52,724.26 $0 $52,724.26 12/08/2018 

 
Final Reports for TFCA projects completed before June 30, 2017 will be due to SCTA in October 2017. Interim 
Reports will be due for all other open projects in October 2017. 

Please submit all TFCA invoices by June 24 for any expenses incurred in that fiscal year. 

Action: 

Please contact Dana Turréy at dana.turrey@scta.ca.gov with any questions or corrections. 
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