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Regional  Planning Partnership I tem #2 

 
Action Summary 
October 24, 2012 

 
Attendance: 
Dan Allison, San Juan Unified School 

District 
Theresa Arnold, SACOG 
Matthew Baker, ECOS 
Jerry Barton, EDCTC 
Victoria S. Cacciatore, SACOG 
Scott Carson, FHWA 
Rick Carter, City of Elk Grove 
Jason Crow, CARB 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Cathy Hack, Sacramento County 

Environmental Review & Assessment 
Mark Heiman, SACOG 

Rick Helman, Caltrans 
Matt Jones, YSAQMD 
Amy Lee, SACOG 
Dave Melko, PCPTA 
Anne Novotny, El Dorado County 
Karina O’Connor, EPA 
Refugio Razo, Sacramento County DOT 
Larry Robinson, SMAQMD 
Brit Snipes, City of Rancho Cordova 
Lacey Symons-Holtzen, SACOG 
Sadie Smith, Caltrans 
Jeanie Ward-Waller, Safe Routes National 

Partnership 

1. Introductions and Information Sharing.  Ms. Arnold announced that the list of approved 
HSIP projects has been released. Of the 31 projects submitted from our region, 26 were 
awarded funding. Overall, the awarded projects will demonstrate a cost-benefit ratio of 
13.4:1 for the $111 million programed. Ms. Arnold added that an MTIP amendment would 
soon be underway to program the new projects.  
 
Ms. Arnold also shared that Caltrans recently updated the Inactive Project List. Project 
sponsors with inactive projects are encouraged to contact Local Assistance for Caltrans 
District 3 by November 21 to avoid having funds deobligated. 

2. Action Summary of August 22, 2012, Meeting.  Mr. Carter motioned to approve the action 
summary; Mr. Jones seconded the motion. The Partnership voted in favor of accepting the 
action summary and the motion carried. 

3. Caltrans District 3 Update to Corridor System Management Plans.  Mr. Helman 
informed the Partnership that Caltrans will be updating three Corridor System Management 
Plans (CSMPs) this year. Mr. Helman is responsible for updating the CSMPs for I-80/I-51 
from the Yolo-Solano County lines to Placer County, SR 49 from I-80 to SR 74, and SR 50 
from West Sacramento to Cedar Ridge. Mr. Helman explained that a CSMP is an integrated 
system and operations transportation management plan for all modes. These updates are 
needed to achieve integrated corridor management and will define the operations goals and 
objectives, update traffic data and key capital projects lists, prioritize capital projects, revise 
performance measures, and create internal consistency within Caltrans. 
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Mr. Helman notified the Partnership of the upcoming meetings and emails that will kick off 
the update process. He requested involvement and assistance from local jurisdictions and 
transit operators with the update process, specifically asking for any updates to transit plans, 
bicycle and/or pedestrian plans, or other related plans that were updated since 2009. 
 
Ms. Symons-Holtzen will send the CSMP – Transportation Network project list to the 
Partnership and other SACOG advisory groups to encourage participation in the CSMP 
updates. 

4. Update on Projects of Air Quality Concern in Eastern Solano County.  Mr. Jones of 
Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management District provided an update on the status of Projects of 
Air Quality Concern in Eastern Solano County. He explained that although Solano County is 
within jurisdiction of Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), it is part of the 
Sacramento air basin and the Sacramento region’s nonattainment areas for PM2.5 and ozone. 
Therefore, he has been tasked with monitoring projects that fall in this area of overlap and 
reporting quarterly to the Partnership. 

Mr. Jones informed the Partnership of Solano Transportation Authority’s HOV lane/Express 
Lane project between Vacaville and Fairfield. The I-80 Express Lane Conversion is along I-
80 between Red Top Road and Travis Air Force Base Parkway for the western segment and 
from Travis Air Force Base Parkway to the I-80/I-505 interchange for the eastern segment. 
The project proposes converting an HOV lane into an HOV Express Lane and adding another 
HOV Express lane to what is now the median. The western segment of the project should be 
completed by 2015; the easternmost segment by 2020. Mr. Jones determined the project was 
not a POAQC and shared his findings with MTC’s Air Quality Conformity Task Force. The 
Air Quality Conformity Task Force determined the project was not a POAQC at their 
September meeting. 

5. Delivery Plan 2012 Results and 2013 Process.  Ms. Arnold proposed that the 2013 Project 
Delivery Plan process replicate the 2012 process. If recommended by the Partnership, the 
proposed process will go to the Transportation Committee on November 15 and to the 
SACOG Board in December.  She added that a letter will be sent to local jurisdictions in next 
few weeks requesting a list of projects that they plan to deliver in 2013.  

Ms. Arnold discussed and efforts from SACOG staff to spread project delivery workloads 
throughout the year. She also noted that the delivery of projects is a factor in receiving 
funding in future funding rounds. The results of the 2012 SACOG Project Delivery Plan 
were shared with the Partnership. Ms. Arnold explained the assumptions used to determine 
whether a project failed, was late delivering, or was early delivering. The Partnership agreed 
that the assumptions, dates, and designations proposed by Ms. Arnold were appropriate. 

Ms. Arnold requested guidance regarding how to designate projects that planned to submit 
RFAs after August 1—given the assumptions used to determine whether a project delivered 
early or late, an RFA submitted after August 1 could not expect to obligate funds in the same 
federal fiscal year, making it unclear whether a project “failed” or not. The Partnership 
suggested that projects could be listed in the final 2012 SACOG Project Delivery Plan as 
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“rollover” projects, or could be omitted entirely and only listed in the delivery plan for the 
following year. 

Mr. Gandler motioned to recommend the proposed 2013 Project Delivery Plan process; Mr. 
Razo seconded the motion. The Partnership voted in favor of recommending the Plan and the 
motion carried. 

6. Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan.  Ms. Symons-Holtzen introduced 
the process for preparing the Regional Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan (Master 
Plan) in preparation for SACOG’s biannual Bicycle and Pedestrian Funding Program. During 
the last update of the Master Plan, the Transportation Committee requested the creation of 
policies to guide the selection of projects in the Master Plan, which would filter the projects 
eligible to apply for funding in the regional funding round. In response to that request, 
SACOG staff selected local jurisdiction staff to comprise the bicycle/pedestrian policy 
subcommittee.  

Ms. Symons-Holtzen explained the subcommittee’s process and introduced the draft Vision, 
Goals, Strategies, and Actions, and draft priorities for the 2014 Bike/Ped funding round. The 
Partnership discussed the implications of the draft policies and funding priorities, and 
inquired about the projects that would or would not be funded should the policies and 
priorities be approved. Mr. Cáceres observed that bicycle parking was not mentioned as a 
priority, though bicycle parking has been funded through past SACOG funding rounds. Ms. 
Arnold responded that the funding round has been used in the past as a way to fund larger 
projects that agencies would not be able to fund individually.  

The Partnership discussed which bicycle and pedestrian safety improvements could be 
combined with other transportation projects and discussed the current methods for 
determining if a project increased bicycle and pedestrian trips. It was noted that the policy 
intends to increase bicycle and pedestrian trips, but many agencies to not perform counts for 
bicycle and pedestrian travel. Ms. Symons-Holtzen explained that bike counts could be 
funded by SACOG’s Bicycle/Pedestrian funding program if it is included in the Master Plan. 

Ms. Symons-Holtzen requested that any comments or revisions regarding the policy be 
submitted to her prior to the Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee the following day. 
Following revisions from the SACOG advisory committees, the draft policies and priorities 
will go to the Transportation Committee in November and to the SACOG Board in 
December. 

7. SACOG SRTS Policy.  Ms. Symons-Holtzen described SACOG’s implementation of the 
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Transportation Control Measure (TCM) included in the 2009 
Sacramento Regional 8-Hour Attainment and Reasonable Further Progress Plan. She 
presented the draft policy element of the TCM to the Partnership for review. The workshop 
component of the TCM is scheduled to be held Thursday, December 13. 

Ms. Symons-Holtzen explained that the policy focuses on providing technical assistance and 
supporting local jurisdictions to be competitive applicants for SRTS funding. The policy does 
not intend for SACOG pursue SRTS grants and compete against local agencies. Members of 
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the Partnership commented on the draft policy, offering examples of robust programs and 
policies to compare the draft policy against and inquiring how the draft SRTS policy 
coordinated with the draft policies for the Master Plan.  

Ms. Ward-Waller mentioned that technical assistance and SRTS outreach to disadvantaged 
communities was particularly important to add to the draft policy, as the communities could 
benefit from the programs but are unaware of SRTS funding opportunities. She offered the 
Safe Routes to School Technical Assistance Resource Center within the California 
Department of Public Health as a source for more information. 

8. Other Matters.  Mr. Jones informed the Partnership that Solano County received a clean 
data finding for PM2.5 for the past three years. Mr. Allison noted that the next annual Safe 
Routes to School National Conference will be held in Sacramento in August 2013 and will 
provide a good resource to the community with regards to Safe Routes to School. 

9. Adjournment.  Mr. Robinson moved to adjourn the meeting; Mr. Gandler seconded the 
motion. The Partnership voted in favor of adjourning the meeting and the motion carried. 
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