Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission
Transportation Policy Workshop

AGENDA
Thursday, June 16, 2022
9:00 a.m.
REMOTE MEETING
Community TV Zoom

Web: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85763723127
Dial-in: +1 669 900 6833
Webinar ID: 857 6372 3127

Accessibility: See last page for details.
En Español: Para servicios de traducción al español, diríjase a la última página.
Agendas Online: Click below to receive notification via e-mail.
sccrtc.org/about/esubscriptions/
COMMISSION MEMBERSHIP
Caltrans (ex-officio)
City of Capitola
City of Santa Cruz
City of Scotts Valley
City of Watsonville
County of Santa Cruz
County of Santa Cruz
County of Santa Cruz
County of Santa Cruz
County of Santa Cruz
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District

Tim Gubbins
Jacques Bertrand
Sandy Brown
Randy Johnson
Eduardo Montesino
Greg Caput
Ryan Coonerty
Zach Friend
Manu Koenig
Bruce McPherson
Kristen Brown
Ari Parker
Mike Rotkin

The majority of the Commission constitutes a quorum for the transaction of
business.
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Roll call
Additions or deletions to consent and regular agendas
CONSENT AGENDA
All items appearing on the consent agenda are considered to be minor or
non-controversial and will be acted upon in one motion if no member of
the RTC or public wishes an item be removed and discussed on the
regular agenda. Members of the Commission may raise questions, seek
clarification or add directions to consent agenda items without removing
the item from the consent agenda as long as no other Commissioner
objects to the change.

MINUTES
3.

Approve draft minutes of the April 21, 2022 Transportation Policy
Workshop

4.

Approve draft minutes of the May 05, 2022 Regional Transportation
Commission meeting

5.

Accept draft minutes of the May 10, 2022 Elderly & Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee special meeting

POLICY ITEMS
No consent items
PROJECTS and PLANNING ITEMS
6.

Approve authorizing the Executive Director to amend the cooperative
agreement with the City of Santa Cruz for design, environmental review,
permitting, construction and maintenance of Segment 7 of the Monterey
Bay Scenic Sanctuary Trail (MBSST) Network on the Santa Cruz Branch
Rail Line Right of Way (Resolution)

7.

Accept the draft Santa Cruz County Regional Conservation Investment
Strategy (SCCRCIS)

8.

Approve authorizing the Executive Director to enter into an agreement
with Julian Tree Care for vegetation removal at the Capitola Trestle
along the Santa Cruz Branch Line (Resolution)
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Approve the RTC to serve as the Local Access Fund Administrator for the
Transportation Network Companies (TNC) Access for All Program and
authorize the Executive Director to enter into agreements with the
California Public Utilitities Commission (Resolution)

BUDGET AND EXPENDITURES ITEMS
10. Approve authorizing the Executive Director to amend the term of the

Master Agreements for Measure D formula funds allocated to recipients

11. Accept status report on Transportation Development Act (TDA) revenues
12. Accept status report on Measure D revenues
13. Approve Amendments to the Fiscal Years (FYs) 2021-22 and 2022-23

Budget and Work Program (Resolution)

14. Approve Fiscal Year 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA)

Claims for the Bike to Work (BTW) Program (Resolution)

15. Approve Fiscal Year 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA)

Claim from the RTC for Administration, Planning and Operations
(Resolution)

16. Approve Fiscal Year 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA)

Claims for Volunteer Center, Community Bridges, and Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District (Resolutions)

ADMINISTRATION ITEMS
17. Adopt Assembly Bill 361 Findings for Virtual and Hybrid Meetings
18. Accept Fiscal Year (FY) 2020-2021 Measure D Annual Report

INFORMATION/OTHER ITEMS
19. Accept correspondence log
20. Accept monthly meeting schedule
21. Accept letters from RTC committees and staff to other agencies

a. May 23, 2022 Letter to Caltrans Active Transportation Program
Grant Selection Committee re: support for the Santa Cruz Rail Trail
Segment 8 and 9 Construction
b. June 03, 2022 Letter to Caltrans Active Transportation Program
Grant Selection Committee re: support for “Safe Routes to
Downtown Watsonville” Project
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c. June 06, 2022 Letter to Caltrans Active Transportation Program
Grant Selection Committee re: support for Coastal Rail Trail
Segments 10 and 11
22. Accept information items

a.

May 16, 2022 Letter to Chair Sandy Brown from Representative
Anna Eshoo Re: the Boulder Creek Complete Streets Project and
enclosure
REGULAR AGENDA

23. Commissioner reports – oral reports
24. Director’s Report – oral report

(Guy Preston, Executive Director)

25. Caltrans report

a. Santa Cruz County project updates
26. PUBLIC HEARING 9:30 a.m.: Measure D: Community Bridges/Lift Line

Five-Year Plan
(Rachel Moriconi, Senior Transportation Planner)
a. Staff Report
b. Resolution

27. Adoption of the Findings, Statement of Overriding Considerations, and

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program as required by CEQA
Guidelines and adoption of the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP)
(Amy Naranjo, Transportation Planner)
a.
b.
c.
d.

Staff Report
Final EIR for the 2045 Santa Cruz County RTP Executive Summary
2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs EIR Resolution
2045 RTP Resolution
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28. Oral communications

Any member of the public may address the Commission on any item
within the jurisdiction of the Commission that is not already on the
agenda. The Commission will listen to all communication, but in
compliance with State law, it may not take action on items that are not
on the agenda.
Speakers are requested to state their name clearly so that it can be
accurately recorded in the minutes of the meeting.
29. Review of items to be discussed in closed session

CLOSED SESSION
30. Conference with Labor Negotiators (pursuant to Government Code

54957.6)

Commission Negotiators: Thomas Manniello & Roxanna Khan, Lozano
and Smith, Guy Preston and Yesenia Parra, RTC
Bargaining Units: Mid-Management Unit and Community of RTC
Employees (CORE)
OPEN SESSION
31. Report on closed session
32. Next meetings

The next RTC meeting is scheduled for Thursday, August 04, 2022 at 9:00
a.m. See agenda for location.
The next Transportation Policy Workshop meeting is scheduled for Thursday,
August 18, 2022 at 9:00 a.m. by Zoom teleconference.
HOW TO REACH US
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
1101 Pacific Avenue, Suite 250 Santa Cruz, CA 95060
phone: (831) 460-3200 / email: info@sccrtc.org
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LIVE BROADCASTS
Note: Due to technical difficulties, Community Television of Santa Cruz will be
unable to broadcast the RTC meeting live. The meeting will be recorded and
can be viewed later at www.communitytv.org. For questions, call (831) 4258848.
AGENDA PACKETS
Complete agenda packets and all documents relating to items on the open
session are posted online at https://sccrtc.org at least 72 hours prior to the
meeting. Sign up for E-News updates at sccrtc.org/about/esubscriptions/
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Items on the agenda: Written comments received by 9:00 a.m. on Wednesday
before the meeting will be posted to the RTC website by 2:00 p.m. that same
afternoon to allow time for Commissioner review. The opportunity to make
oral comments is offered prior to the discussion period of each item.
Items not on the agenda: Written comments on topics within the RTC’s
jurisdiction, but not on the agenda, that are received during the monthly
correspondence period will be posted to a public document. The
correspondence period cut-off is 12:00 p.m. on the second Monday prior to
the RTC meeting. A link to that document is provided in the Correspondence
Log of that month’s meeting. The opportunity to make oral comments to the
Commission on such topics is offered during Oral Communications.
COVID-19 REMOTE MEETING UPDATE
On September 16, 2021, Governor Newsom signed AB 361 into law, which
allows the RTC to hold virtual and/or hybrid meetings so long as the RTC
makes findings that the state of emergency continues to directly impact its
ability to meet safely in person. Information needed to log into the virtual
meeting is listed on the first page of the meeting’s agenda. Download the
Zoom app: https://zoom.us/download.
ACCESSIBILILTY
The Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission does not
discriminate on the basis of disability and no person shall, by reason of a
disability, be denied the benefits of its services, programs, or activities. This
meeting location is an accessible facility. If you wish to attend this meeting
and require special assistance in order to participate, please contact RTC staff
at 460-3200 (CRS 800/735-2929) at least three working days in advance of
this meeting to make arrangements. People with disabilities may request a
copy of the agenda in an alternative format. As a courtesy to those persons
affected, please attend the meeting smoke and scent-free.
SERVICIOS DE TRADUCCIÓN/ TRANSLATION SERVICES
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Si gusta estar presente o participar en esta junta de la Comisión Regional de
Transporte del Condado de Santa Cruz y necesita información o servicios de
traducción al español por favor llame por lo menos con tres días laborables de
anticipo al (831) 460-3200 para hacer los arreglos necesarios. (Spanish
language translation is available on an as needed basis. Please call (831) 4603200 at least three days in advance to make advance arrangements.
TITLE VI NOTICE TO BENEFICIARIES
The RTC operates its programs and services without regard to race, color and
national origin in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act. Any person
believing to have been aggrieved by the RTC under Title VI may file a
complaint by contacting the RTC at (831) 460-3200 or 1101 Pacific Avenue,
Suite 250, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 or online at www.sccrtc.org. A complaint
may also be filed directly with the Federal Transit Administration to the Office
of Civil Rights, Attention: Title VI Program Coordinator, East Building, 5th
Floor-TCR, 1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Washington, DC 20590.
AVISO A BENEFICIARIOS SOBRE EL TITULO VI
La RTC conduce sus programas y otorga sus servicios sin considerar raza,
color u origen nacional de acuerdo al Titulo VI del Acta Sobre los Derechos
Civiles. Cualquier persona que cree haber sido ofendida por la RTC bajo el
Titulo VI puede entregar queja con la RTC comunicándose al (831) 460-3200
o 1101 Pacific Avenue, Suite 250, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 o en línea al
www.sccrtc.org. También se puede quejar directamente con la Administración
Federal de Transporte en la Oficina de Derechos Civiles, Atención: Coordinador
del Programa Titulo VI, East Building, 5th Floor-TCR, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue, SE, Washington, DC 20590.

Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission
Transportation Policy Workshop

Draft MINUTES
Monday, April 21, 2022
9:00 a.m.
REMOTE MEETING
Community TV Zoom
Web: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84006098188
Dial-in: +1 669 900 6833
Webinar ID: 840 0609 8188

1.

Roll call.
The meeting was called to order at 9:01 a.m.

2.

Members present:
Jacques Bertrand
Sandy Brown
Kristin Brown
Mike Rotkin
Manu Koenig
Randy Johnson

Virginia Johnson (Alt)
Rob Quinn (Alt)
Larry Pageler (Alt)
Lowell Hurst (Alt)
Andy Schiffrin (Alt)
Felipe Hernandez (Alt)

Staff present:
Guy Preston
Luis Mendez
Yesenia Parra
Sarah Christensen
Riley Gerbrandt
Rachael Hughes
Rachel Moriconi
Tommy Travers

Shannon Munz
Tracy New
Brianna Goodman
Amy Naranjo
Grace Blakeslee
Krista Corwin
Keith Rayburn
Brian Zamora

Oral communications.

Received public comment from:
Barry Scott
3.

Additions or deletions to consent and regular agendas - none
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CONSENT AGENDA
No consent items
REGULAR AGENDA
4.

Transportation Funding Overview

Senior Transportation Planner Rachel Moriconi delivered a presentation on
how transportation programs and projects are funded in Santa Cruz County
and the RTC’s responsibility to administer transportation funds.
Commissioners discussed: changes to the public funding system (i.e.
Congressional earmarks, the relationship between the local match and the
grant’s competitiveness; Reagan-era changes to funding criteria, larger
urban areas tend to compete better for rail funding than non-urban areas,
reduction in transit funding, costs of electrifying a fleet); freight study
recently commissioned by the Association of Monterey Bay Area
Governments (AMBAG); Live Oak considered an opportunity zone for trail
funding; staff’s presentation informative and useful for the public; chickenand-egg problem with respect to rail trail funding takes political will to
overcome; rail funds pre-programmed; grants have strict criteria;
confidence in staff to position our community for grants that could fund
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) projects; correction of
a misinterpretation that Caltrans would have funded an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the passenger rail project; need for a business plan
to consider impact of tourism, transit, and distribution of goods on Santa
Cruz economy & equity; staff successful in obtaining grants; clarifying
position on availability of funds for rail; the role of staff in the decision not to
move forward with the business plan for passenger rail.
Staff responded to questions regarding: evaluating the deficiencies in
transportation equity within the county; risk-reward analysis performed
when planning to seek funds for potential major investments; with respect
to fluctuating gas prices, effect of SB1 on fuel tax funding; maintaining
sustainable transportation of goods while stimulating funding through sales
tax; amount of funding available for the Active Transportation Program
(ATP); RTC’s support for California Transportation Commission proposal to
increase ATP funds; competitiveness of the trail program for ATP grants.
Received public comment from:
Saladin Sale
Dianne D
Lani Faulkner
Sally for Rail and Trail
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5.

Measure D Financing Scenarios as a Strategy to Expedite Delivery of
Highway 1 and Coastal Rail Trail Projects

Executive Director Guy Preston, Senior Transportation Planner Grace
Blakeslee, Senior Transportation Engineer Sarah Christensen, and Director of
Budget and Finance Tracy New delivered a presentation. Melissa Schick and
David Leifer of KNN Public Finance provided a presentation on the cash flow
models based on the proposed projects. Ms. Blakeslee and Ms. Christensen
provided more information on other funding options, other considerations,
and next steps.
Staff responded to questions regarding: how the cash flow model takes an
anticipated recession into consideration; standards of planned bridge repair
in the interim trail scenario; effect of auxiliary lane/bus-on-shoulder project
on construction cost of bridge over highway 1 and funding the project
through the active transportation expenditure plan; progress of discussions
with Roaring Camp; how costs of mitigation indicated by the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) are accounted for in either project, specifically soil
remediation; clarification of cost estimates in either scenario with respect to
the Capitola Trestle; making a decision on the preferred scenario with
respect to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) & with respect to
pursuing grant funding; key decision is how much Measure D Active
Transportation regional funding would be available to project sponsors to
use as a grant match; whether the RTC would be responsible for
maintenance costs of the rail trail; feasibility of breaking segment
construction into phases to facilitate grant funding.
Rob Tidmore, project manager for Segments 10 and 11 for the County of
Santa Cruz, provided more information about strategies to maximize grant
funding for active transportation projects.
Commissioners discussed: Request to agendize a discussion of the costs of
maintenance for the rail trail with the local jurisdictions; Highway 1
interchange at Soquel also a significant chokepoint.
Executive Director Preston clarified that the grant cannot cover both
scenarios because the application requires a funding plan, and the funding
plans and costs for each scenario would differ greatly. Mr. Preston further
clarified that the Highway 1/Segment 12 project has one-build alternative
with optional phases and Ms. Christensen reiterated the timeline for major
decision points for the project.
Staff responded to questions regarding longevity and cost estimates for
repurposing and maintenance of the Capitola Trestle; annual maintenance
costs and cost sharing with the local jurisdictions; right-of-way costs.
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Received public comment from:
Barry Scott
Jacob Wysocki
David Dean
David Van Brink
Sally Arnold
Lani Faulkner, Equity Transit
Commissioners discussed: feasibility of the optional interim trail;
infrastructure is expensive and provides benefit to future residents; support
for bonding no matter which scenario is chosen; support for interim trail on
segment 12; remembering the needs of the most disadvantaged
communities; increase in construction costs will likely outweigh the interest
on bonding; request for staff to come back with information regarding how
well positioned we are to obtain grants for each of the proposed scenarios;
railbanking would render our multimodal project a single-mode project;
looking forward to the results of the Association of Monterey Bay Area
Governments’ (AMBAG) freight study.
6.

Review of items to be discussed in closed session.

Administrative Services Officer Yesenia Parra communicated that there
would be no reportable actions from the closed session item.
Received public comment from:
Krista Corwin, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Amy Naranjo, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Brianna Goodman, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Riley Gerbrandt, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Keith Rayburn, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Tommy Travers, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Rachael Hughes, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
Grace Blakeslee, Community of RTC Employees (CORE)
CLOSED SESSION
Administrative Services Officer Yesenia Parra left the meeting for the RAMM
portion of the closed session.
7.

Conference with Labor Negotiators (pursuant to Government Code
54957.6)

Commission Negotiators: Thomas Manniello, Lozano and Smith, Guy Preston
and Yesenia Parra, RTC
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Bargaining Units: Mid-Management Unit and Community of RTC Employees
(CORE)
Closed session adjourned at 1:00 p.m.
8.

Next meetings

The next RTC meeting will be held via Zoom teleconference on Thursday,
May 05, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.
The next Transportation Policy Workshop meeting will be held via Zoom
teleconference on Thursday, May 19 at 9:00 a.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Yesenia Parra
Administrative Services Officer
Attendees:
Barry Scott
Brian
Dandion1
David Dean
David <3 public transit
Dianne D
Equity Transit
Gina Cole
Heather Adamson, AMBAG
Jacob Wysocki
Jeanette Guire RC RR
Jim Mackenzie
Jodi Durrett
Johanna Lighthill
Joni Steele
Kristi
Linda Wilshusen
Peter Haworth
Rob Tidmore, County of Santa Cruz
Robin Sale, FORT
Saladin Sale R&T+RC
Sally for Rail and Trail
Tom Manniello
Trink Praxel
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Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission

Draft MINUTES
Thursday, May 5, 2022
9:00 a.m.
Remote Meeting
Community TV Zoom
Web: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81296262340
Dial-in: +1 669 900 6833
Webinar ID: 812 9626 2340

1.

Roll call.
The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m.
Members present:
Jacques Bertrand
Sandy Brown
Kristen Brown
Greg Caput
Randy Johnson
Manu Koenig
Ari Parker
Mike Rotkin
Staff present:
Guy Preston
Luis Mendez
Yesenia Parra
Tracy New
Sarah Christensen
Shannon Munz
Krista Corwin

Felipe Hernandez (Alt)
Lowell Hurst (Alt)
Bruce McPherson
Larry Pageler (Alt)
Robert Quinn (Alt)
Andy Schiffrin (Alt)
John Olejnik (Ex-Officio)

Grace Blakeslee
Stephanie Britt
Cindy Convisser
Riley Gerbrandt
Brianna Goodman
Amanda Marino
Rachel Moriconi
Amy Naranjo
Steven Mattas (RTC Counsel)
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2.

Oral communications.

Received public comment from:
David Van Brink
Brian Peoples, Trail Now
Saladin Sale
Barry Scott
Craig Chatterton
Michael Saint, Campaign for Sustainable Transportation
Barbara Chamberlain, Lions Club
Judy Gittelsohn
Robin Belkin
Tina Andreatta
Lani Faulkner
Rick Longinotti, Campaign for Sustainable Transportation
3.

Additions or deletions to consent and regular agendas.

Handouts for item 2, item 11, item 26, and item 28 were posted to the
website.
Director Preston communicated that the closed session item 30 was removed
from the agenda. One of the two handouts for item 28 were comments from
the public that were received on time but processed late due to inadvertently
ending up in the RTC’s spam box.
CONSENT AGENDA
Chair Brown pulled item 11 from the consent agenda.
Commissioner McPherson expressed appreciation to all partner agencies on
their cooperative efforts on item 12.
Commissioner Caput moved and Commissioner Rotkin seconded the motion
to approve the consent agenda with the exception of item 11. The motion
passed unanimously with Commissioners Bertrand, S. Brown, Johnson,
Caput, Koenig, McPherson, K. Brown, Parker, Rotkin, and Commissioner
Alternates Hurst, Schiffrin, and Quinn voting “aye.”
MINUTES
4.

Accepted draft minutes of the March 17, 2022 Interagency Technical
Advisory Committee meeting
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5.

Accepted draft minutes of the March 30, 2022 Measure D Taxpayer
Oversight Committee meeting

6.

Accepted draft minutes of the April 6, 2022 Measure D Taxpayer
Oversight Committee meeting

7.

Approved draft minutes of the April 07, 2022 Regional Transportation
Commission meeting

8.

Accepted draft minutes of the April 11, 2022 Bicycle Advisory
Committee meeting

9.

Accepted draft minutes of the April 12, 2022 Elderly & Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee meeting

10. Accepted draft minutes of the April 21, 2022 Interagency Technical

Advisory Committee

POLICY ITEMS
No consent items
PROJECTS and PLANNING ITEMS
11. Approve rejection of Bid for the Pajaro River Bridge Rehabilitation

Project along the Santa Cruz Branch Line – item was pulled from the
consent agenda and moved to the regular agenda as item 23a.

12. Approved authorizing the Executive Director to negotiate and enter into

a funding cooperative agreement with San Lorenzo Valley Unified School
District (SLVUSD) for the San Lorenzo Valley (SLV) Schools Complex
Circulation and Access Study (Resolution 48-22)

13. Approved the draft final fiscal year (FY) 2022-23 RTC work program

(Resolution 49-22)

BUDGET AND EXPENDITURES ITEMS
14. Accepted status report on Transportation Development Act (TDA)

revenues

15. Accepted status report on Measure D revenues

ADMINISTRATION ITEMS
16. Accepted FY 2020-21 Fiscal Audit for the SCCRTC
17. Adopted Assembly Bill 361 Findings for Virtual and Hybrid Meetings
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18. Approved nomination and appointment to the Bicycle Advisory

Committee (BAC)

INFORMATION/OTHER ITEMS
19. Accepted monthly meeting schedule
20. Accepted correspondence log
21. Accepted letters from RTC committees and staff to other agencies -none
22. Accepted information items

a. April 5, 2022 News Release: Caltrans District 5 Awarded $2.34
Million to Plan Sustainable Transportation Projects in Local
Communities
REGULAR AGENDA
23a. Approve rejection of Bid for the Pajaro River Bridge Rehabilitation
Project along the Santa Cruz Branch Line – item was pulled from the
consent agenda and moved to the regular agenda for discussion.
Senior Transportation Engineer Sarah Christensen delivered the staff report
and responded to questions from Commissioners regarding the grant funds
secured by the RTC to perform the rehabilitation; the bid exceeding the
amount of funding; and the responsibilities of the operator.
Received public comment from:
Barbara Chamberlain
Brian Peoples, Trail Now
Jessica Evans
Barry Scott
Saladin Sale
Lani Faulkner
Rosemary Sarka, Roaring Camp
Ryan Sarnataro
Jack Brown
Sally Arnold
Leah AC Frost
Jean Brocklebank
Commissioners discussed: RTC’s legal obligations met; appreciation to staff
for trying to make the project workable; rescoping the project; unwise to
shift Measure D-2016 funding to this project; frequency of inspections and
prioritization of safety and longevity; rail maintenance funds extremely
limited; desire to see phase 1 inspections; equity issues between San
Lorenzo bridge and Pajaro bridge; importance of the bridge as a pedestrian
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pathway; valuable connection between Pajaro and Watsonville; structural
elements of the rehabilitation.
Commissioner Rotkin motioned and Commissioner Bertrand seconded the
motion to approve the staff recommendation to reject the bid for the Pajaro
River Bridge Rehabilitation Project along the Santa Cruz Branch Line and
directed staff to continue discussions with Roaring Camp and other parties to
brainstorm ways of utilizing the grant funds to make the necessary repairs.
The motion passed with Commissioners Bertrand, S. Brown, Johnson,
Koenig, McPherson, K. Brown, Parker, Rotkin, and Commissioner Alternates
Hurst, Schiffrin, and Quinn voting “aye” and Commissioner Caput voting
“no.”
23.

Commissioner reports – items 23, 24, and 25 were taken out of
order after item 26 and 28.

Legal Counsel Steven Mattas reported that responses were provided as
confidential communication to all Commissioners for questions posed by
Commissioners Koenig and Commissioner Alternate Schiffrin regarding the
2022 Measure D ballot measure.
Commissioner Rotkin motioned, and Commissioner Koenig seconded the
motion to authorize public release of that confidential communication on the
current Measure D ballot measure. The motion passed unanimously with
Commissioners Bertrand, S. Brown, Koenig, McPherson, K. Brown, Parker,
Rotkin, and Commissioner Alternates Hurst and Hernandez voting “aye.”
24.

Director’s Report

Executive Director Guy Preston delivered the director’s report, providing
information on the recent press release regarding repairs at Manresa Beach
and a recent fire at the timber trestle at MP 0.86 on Monday, May 2, 2022.
25.

Caltrans report

Caltrans District 5 Deputy Director John Olejnik reported on the
groundbreaking event for the Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing and provided an
update on construction. Director Olejnik also reported on the memorial
ceremony for Caltrans construction workers and reminded the public to be
mindful of the cone zones when driving.
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26.

PUBLIC HEARING 9:30 a.m.: 2022 Unmet Transit and Paratransit
Needs List

Transportation Planner Amanda Marino delivered the staff report.
Commissioners discussed: potential challenges in Metro service to
accommodate a Kaiser medical facility planned for Live Oak; capacity for
bikes on Metro buses; Senior Council’s annual survey of needs & Area
Agency on Aging comprehensive survey; piggybacking individualized
paratransit & shared use of METRO vehicles; enhance door-to-door
paratransit & importance of elderly & disabled retaining their independence;
unmet needs list grows after decades of underinvestment in transit and
paratransit.
John Olejnik, Caltrans District 5 Senior Planner and Madeline Jacobson,
District 5 Transit Planner, provided more information on the importance of
bridging broadband gaps.
The public hearing opened at 9:48 a.m.
Received public comment from:
Brian Peoples, Trail Now
Michael Saint, Campaign for Sustainable Transportation
Barbara Chamberlain
Linda Wilshusen
The public hearing closed at 9:55 a.m.
Commissioner Rotkin motioned and Commissioner Alternate Schiffrin
seconded the motion to approve the staff recommendation to:
1. Adopt the 2022 Unmet Transit and Paratransit Needs List (Attachment
1), with revisions as appropriate, following the public hearing; and,
2. Consider unmet transit and paratransit needs as funding becomes
available.
3. Direct staff to add the broadband issues that were discussed by Ms.
Jacobson of Caltrans and to leave the scoring of that unmet need up to
staff’s discretion.
Motion passed unanimously with Commissioners Bertrand, S. Brown,
Johnson, Caput, Koenig, McPherson, K. Brown, Parker, Rotkin, and
Commissioner Alternates Hurst, Schiffrin, and Quinn voting “aye.”
27.

Presentation from the City of Capitola Department of Public Works The item was postponed to a later meeting.
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28. PUBLIC HEARING 10:30 a.m.: Measure D-2016 Highway Corridors

and Active Transportation – Five-Year Program of Projects

Executive Director Guy Preston introduced the staff report and presented
staff’s alternative recommendation.
Senior Transportation Planner Grace Blakeslee delivered a presentation on
Coastal Rail Trail development, funding requests from the local jurisdictions,
and programming for the Active Transportation investment category of
Measure D-2016. Senior Transportation Engineer Sarah Christensen
delivered a presentation on cycle 3 of the Watsonville-Santa Cruz Multimodal
Corridors project and programming for the Highway 1 Corridors investment
category for Measure D-2016. Director Preston delivered a presentation on
the two cash flow scenarios presented in the staff recommendation, the
funding capacity of Measure D-2016, and the potential to railbank the SCBL
from Lee Road in Watsonville to Davenport.
Director Preston responded to questions regarding: clarifying the
implications of the staff’s alternative recommendation; clarifying staff’s
recommendation with respect to the City & County of Santa Cruz’s grant
seeking for Segments 8-12; the need for bonding in order to program funds;
additional programming required for FY23 budget amendment includes cost
overrun on segment 7 and additional funding to complete the environmental
analysis for segments 8, 9, 10, and 11; operationalizing the
recommendation to “advance discussions to railbank the SCBL”; cost
estimates include trail only (excludes costs to rehabilitate the line for rail
service); costs to rehabilitate or replace the Capitola trestle; option to
complete the trail in segments as funding becomes available; keeping
options open until voters weigh in on the Greenway initiative on June 7;
ability of the City to maximize flexibility for building their segments of the
trail; terms of current & potential future maintenance agreements with local
jurisdictions; class standards of the segments & building for freight and/or
passenger rail; no need for a debate or a decision today between “rail with
trail” or “trail only.”
The public hearing opened at 12:39 p.m.
Received public comment from:
Robin Belkin
Saladin Sale
Brian (Trail Now)
Jessica Evans
Barry Scott
Deb Molina
Paula Bradley
Christina Watson
David Van Brink
4-7

Michael Saint
Rosemary Sarka
Jack Brown
Faina Segal
Kathryn Mizuno
Leah AC Frost
Kyle Kelley
Equity Transit
Ryan Sarnataro
Pauline Seales
Ann Kaplan
Unnamed Speaker
Charles Hicks
William Menchine
Magi Amma
The public hearing closed at 1:19 p.m.
Commissioner Alternate Schiffrin motioned and Commissioner Rotkin
seconded the motion to approve the alternate staff recommendation.
At the suggestion of Commissioner McPherson, the maker of the motion
added a friendly amendment to direct staff to return to the Commission for a
discussion on cost overruns and the seconder accepted the amendment.
Commissioner Koenig proposed a friendly amendment that a maintenance
agreement must be put in place with the partner agencies prior to
advertising for construction of any future segment.
The maker of the motion (Commissioner Alternate Schiffrin) proposed that
the discussion on maintenance take place at the September Commission
meeting and Commissioners Koenig and Rotkin agreed.
Commissioner Koenig proposed a friendly amendment to authorize grant
applications for segments 8-11 for either scenario while remaining silent on
the rail line to ensure maximum flexibility to implement either option in the
future.
Commissioners discussed and staff responded to a question regarding the
lack of the RTC’s authority to authorize the grant applications for Segments
8-11.
The maker of the motion (Commissioner Alternate Schiffrin) added an
amendment to direct staff to provide recommended language to the City and
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the County for their grant applications for Segments 8-11. Commissioners
Koenig and Rotkin accepted the amendment.
Commissioners discussed: fragile nature of the proposed compromise;
consistency of approach & formalizing the ability of the agencies to move
forward with either option; appreciation to staff for alternative
recommendation; potential to secure a railbanking agreement with Roaring
Camp that does not preclude future implementation of rail.
Engineer for the City of Santa Cruz Nathan Nguyen provided more
information on the City’s cycle 6 Active Transportation Plan construction
grant application and responded to a Commissioner’s question regarding
cost overruns.
Commissioners discussed: differentiation between cost overruns and longterm maintenance costs; equity of RTC allocations between North and South
County projects.
In response to a question from Commissioners, Director Preston provided
information on funds previously provided to the City of Watsonville for
Segment 18 and clarified that the City covered cost overruns for Segment
18.1.
Commissioners discussed: RTC’s track record on approving jurisdictional
requests for funds; concern about the gradual creep toward railbanking.
Director Preston reported what funds were provided to the City of
Watsonville for their segment & the significant utility needs of the City of
Santa Cruz’s project. Director Preston stated that staff will make a
recommendation (or not) if there is a need for additional funding during
construction, based on today’s decision not to include language on cost
overruns at this time.
Commissioners discussed: the motion on the table as modified friendly
amendments to be as follows:
1. Hold a public hearing on programming and financing options for
Measure D Highway Corridors and Active Transportation regional
investment categories;
2. Consider public and RTC Advisory Committee input; and
3. Adopt Resolution 50-22 to:
a. Program additional Measure D-Highway Corridors and Active
Transportation revenues to Highway 1 and Coastal Rail Trail
projects as shown in Exhibit A, without specifying alignment
preference. This includes programming additional Measure D4-9

regional funds for the Highway 1 Freedom to State Park Project,
Coastal Rail Trail Segments 7 through 12, as well as ongoing
program costs;
b. Commit to future actions to finance, if determined necessary to
meet funding commitments, in accordance with the Measure D Strategic Implementation Plan (SIP), Policy 4.5 (Attachment 2);
c. Amend the RTC FY23 budget to reflect approved programming
actions and reflect updated project schedule and cost
information for previously programmed projects;
4. Direct staff to advance discussions to railbank the SCBL, from Lee
Road in Watsonville to Davenport, as a measure to reduce RTC’s
financial exposure for either the interim or ultimate trail.
5. Direct staff to return with a discussion on [long term] maintenance
issues no later than September and a discussion on how to deal with
cost overruns.
6. Direct staff to provide recommended language to the City and County
for moving forward with the grant applications to allow for flexibility.
7. Require that a maintenance agreement be in place, prior to the
advertisement of future trail projects for construction.
The motion (Schiffrin/Rotkin) passed with Commissioners Bertrand, S.
Brown, Johnson, Koenig, McPherson, K. Brown, Parker, Rotkin, and
Commissioner Alternates Schiffrin and Quinn voting “aye.” Commissioner
Alternates Hurst and Hernandez voted “no.”
Commissioners discussed: historical cooperation between Commissioners
representing all parts of the county.
Chair Brown requested that staff respond to questions posed by members of
the public regarding: the potential risk for losing funding if the RTC does not
take action to move forward with the preferred alternative; a memo
explaining the RTC’s commitments to Progressive Rail for the first 7 miles of
the Coastal Rail Trail; mileage & cost comparisons between the interim and
ultimate alignment.
Chair Brown asked for information regarding whether commitments have
been met with Progressive Rail for first 7 miles of the rail line. Executive
Director Preston responded that the RTC has met its commitments with
regards to the first 7 miles of the rail line and staff will be sending a letter to
Progressive Rail for not maintaining that section of the rail line.
29. Review of items to be discussed in closed session
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Item 30 was removed from the agenda. There was no closed session.
The meeting adjourned at 1:59 p.m.

30.

Next meetings

The next RTC meeting is scheduled for Thursday, June 02, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.
See agenda for location.
The next Transportation Policy Workshop meeting is scheduled for Thursday,
May 19, 2022 at 9:00 a.m. by Zoom teleconference.
Respectfully Submitted,
Yesenia Parra
Administrative Services Officer
Attendees
Barbara Chamberlain
Brian (Trail Now)
Jessica for Ultimate Rail & Trail
Barry Scott
David dislikes bullies
Equity Transit
Fern Selzer
Linda Wilshusen
Michael Saint
Robin Belkin
Saladin Sale R&T
Tina Andreatta
(831)***-2319
Alissa Guther, TAMC
Ann
Ann Kaplan
Barry Pearlman
Batya Kagan
Ben Vernazza
Bill
BobFi
Brian
Buzz Anderson
Carolyn Brigit Flynn
Casey Beyer

Charles Hicks
Christina Watson
Clare Gallogly
Community tb
Cory
Craig
David Morris
Deb Molina
Deez1
Eva Brunner
Faina Segal
Gary
Gina Gallino Cole
Gracevoss[at]sbcglobal.net
Heather Adamson, AMBAG
Howard Cohen
Jacob Wyocki
Jayme
Jean Brocklebank
Jeanette Guire RC RR
Jeremy
Jesus Bojorquez
Jim MacKenzie
Jim Mulherin
Jim Tracey
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jm
Joanna
John Benza
John Urgo, Santa Cruz METRO
Joni Steele
Kate Elliot
Kathryn Mizuno
Keiran Kelly
Kota
Krisna Supatra-Campbell
Kristen Sandel
Lawrence Kaplan
Leah AC Frost
Linda Locklin-Coastal Commission
Magi Amma
Marc Yellin
Marcia Poms
Mark Johannessen
Mark Mesiti-Miler
Matt Farrell
Matt Machado
Meilin Obinata
Mike Guth
Nadene Thorne
Nancy Yellin
Natalie Goff
Nathan Nguyen
No More CZU Fires
Paul P
Paula Bradley
Pauline Seales
Peter Haworth
PK
Richard Marlais
Robin Musitelli
Ronnie Trubek
Rosemary Sarka
Ryan Sarnataro
Sally Arnold for trail AND rail
Shane Mckeithen
Stephanie Britt
Susan Cavalieri
Teresa Buika
Todd
Tony Calcagno
Travis Cary

Trink Praxel
Victoria McCharen
VM
WestCliffer831
Whitney Ramos
William Menchine
wilpfsc
(831)***-7526
(831)***-7526
(831)***-1540
(831)***-1416
Becky Taylor
Bonnie Adams
Deborah Still
Dena Taylor
Elizabeth Clifton-Doolin
Gary yes on D
Johanna Lighthill
Patricia Barnett
Susan Brutschy
Tane Tachyon
Todd Muck
Water Engineering
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Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s
Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee
(Also serves as the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council)

DRAFT MINUTES
1:30pm - 3:30pm
Tuesday, May 10, 2022
NOTE: Meeting was held via Zoom.
1.

Roll call
The meeting was called to order at 1:40 p.m.
Members present:
Tara Ireland, Social Service Provider-Persons of Limited Means
Lisa Berkowitz, CTSA (Community Bridges)
Jesus Bojorquez, CTSA (Lift Line)
Daniel Zaragoza, SCMTD (Metro)
Michael Pisano, Potential transit User (60+)
Caroline Lamb, Potential Transit User (Disabled)
Janet Edwards, 1st District
Veronica Elsea, 3rd District
Nadia Noriega, CTSA (Lift Line)
Patricia Fohrman, 4th District (Caput)
Unexcused absences:
Alex Weske, Social Service Provider – Disabled
Paul Elerick, 2nd District
Ed Hutton, 5th District
RTC staff present:
Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner
Rachel Moriconi, Senior Transportation Planner
Thomas Travers, Transportation Planner
Others present:
Wondimu Mengistu, Santa Cruz METRO
Douglas Underhill, Community Bridges Lift Line
Theresia Rogerson, Santa Cruz County Health Services Agency
Miranda Taylor, AMBAG
Anais Shenk, Santa Cruz County
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Jill Hough, Member of the public
2.

Introductions

3.

Oral communications

4.

Additions or deletions to consent and regular agendas - none
CONSENT AGENDA

5.

Approved minutes from April 12, 2022
A motion (Edwards/Bojorquez) was made to approve the minutes with
corrections to the date of the next E&D TAC meeting. The motion passed
with members Tara Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus Bojorquez, Daniel
Zaragoza, Michael Pisano, Caroline Lamb, Janet Edwards, Veronica Elsea,
Nadia Noriega, and Patricia Fohrman voting in favor.

6.

Received RTC Meeting Highlights

7.

Received Information Items
a. Central Coast ZEV Strategy Flyer

A motion (Lamb/Edwards) was made to move Item 8. FY 22/23 TDA
Funding Request for the Community Traffic Safety Coalition and the Ride
N Stride Program to the regular agenda. The motion passed with
members Tara Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus Bojorquez, Daniel Zaragoza,
Michael Pisano, Caroline Lamb, Janet Edwards, Veronica Elsea, Nadia
Noriega, and Patricia Fohrman voting in favor.
A motion (Edwards/Zaragoza) was made to approve the consent agenda.
The motion passed with members Tara Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus
Bojorquez, Daniel Zaragoza, Michael Pisano, Caroline Lamb, Janet
Edwards, Veronica Elsea, Nadia Noriega, and Patricia Fohrman voting in
favor.
REGULAR AGENDA
8.

(Moved from consent to regular agenda) FY 22/23 TDA Funding Request
for the Community Traffic Safety Coalition (CTSC) and the Ride N Stride
Program
Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner, communicated the staff
recommendation for the TDA claim for the Santa Cruz County Health
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Services Agency (HSA). Theresia Rogerson, HSA Staff, provided an
overview of the Community Traffic Safety Coalition (CTSC) and the Ride N
Stride Program TDA claim. The CTSC is encouraging E&D TAC members
to get involved and join the Vision Zero Task Force.
A motion (Edwards/Lamb) was made to recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission approve the HSA TDA claim. The motion
passed with members Tara Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus Bojorquez,
Daniel Zaragoza, Michael Pisano, Caroline Lamb, Janet Edwards, Veronica
Elsea, and Nadia Noriega voting in favor. Patricia Fohrman was not
present for the vote.
9.

Received Program Updates
a. Volunteer Center

Tara Ireland communicated that over the last quarter the Volunteer
Center had 75 volunteers serving 229 program participants. The
Volunteer Center is recruiting additional volunteers. For more
information on how to volunteer visit:
https://scvolunteercenter.org/volunteer/
b. Community Bridges – TDA Second Quarter Summary Report

Jesus Bojorquez presented the 2nd quarter summary report that
includes completing a total of 7,000 rides. Lift Line is in the process
of hiring two new drivers and is expected to be fully staffed by the
end of May.
c. Santa Cruz METRO

Daniel Zaragoza announced that METRO is in the process of hiring 3
new operators for ParaCruz and are currently recruiting new
operators. For more information on current job openings visit:
http://www.scmtd.com/en/agency-info/metro-employment
Mr. Zaragoza informed the committee that ridership is currently at
90% of pre-Covid 19 levels. METRO is estimating 60,000 rides to be
completed in 2022.
d. SCCRTC

Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner, announced the next Budget
Administration and Personnel (BAP) meeting will be scheduled in
August or September, and the specific date is yet to be determined.
Ms. Marino will send out a notice via email if it will occur before the
5-3

E&D TAC Minutes

May 10, 2022

4

next scheduled E&D TAC meeting.
Additionally, there will be a special June RTC meeting scheduled for
June 16th to follow the required timeline to adopt the Final EIR of
the Regional Transportation Plan. The next scheduled August E&D
TAC meeting is anticipated to be hybrid to allow both in person and
virtual attendance.
e. Pedestrian Ad-Hoc Subcommittee

i. Pedestrian Hazard Report

Chair Veronica Elsea informed the committee that the subcommittee
is continuing to monitor the Pedestrian Hazard Reports and
responses. Ms. Elsea identified the Cabrillo Host Lions Club’s
pedestrian hazard, and in response Caltrans will be installing an
accessible signal and yield sign at the corner of Soquel/Freedom
Blvd.
The subcommittee is additionally monitoring the public meetings of
local jurisdictions throughout Santa Cruz County. Ms. Elsea provided
an update on the projects they are monitoring including the update
to the Santa Cruz County Wireless Communication Ordinance. The
subcommittee is working to ensure that pedestrian pathways are not
obstructed by the placement of new electrical boxes.
10. FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act Funds for Community
Bridges Lift Line Paratransit Program
Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner, communicated the staff
recommendation for the TDA/STA claim for Community Bridges Lift Line.
Douglas Underhill, Chief Finance Officer at Community Bridges, provided
an overview of the Community Bridges Lift Line TDA/STA claim and
answered committee member’s questions and provided additional
information.
A motion (Ireland/Edwards) was made to recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission approve Community Bridges’ TDA/STA claim,
contingent upon approval by the City of Santa Cruz to act as the claimant.
The motion passed with members Tara Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus
Bojorquez, Daniel Zaragoza, Michael Pisano, Caroline Lamb, Janet
Edwards, Veronica Elsea, and Nadia Noriega voting in favor. Patricia
Fohrman was not present for the vote.
11. FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act Funds for the Santa Cruz
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Metropolitan Transit District
Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner, delivered the staff
recommendation for the TDA/STA claim for Santa Cruz Metro. Wondimu
Mengistu, Santa Cruz Metro staff, provided an overview of the Metro
TDA/STA claim.
A motion (Edwards/Pisano) was made to recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission approve Metro’s TDA/STA claim. The motion
passed with members Tara Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus Bojorquez,
Daniel Zaragoza, Michael Pisano, Caroline Lamb, Janet Edwards, Veronica
Elsea, and Nadia Noriega voting in favor. Patricia Fohrman was not
present for the vote.
12. FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act Funds for Volunteer Center
Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner, presented the staff
recommendation for the TDA claim for the Volunteer Center. Tara Ireland,
Volunteer Center staff, provided an overview of the Volunteer Center TDA
claim.
A motion (Edwards/Lamb) was made to recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission approve the Volunteer Center’s TDA claim,
contingent upon approval by the City of Santa Cruz to act as the
claimant. The motion passed unanimously, with members Tara Ireland,
Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus Bojorquez, Daniel Zaragoza, Michael Pisano,
Caroline Lamb, Janet Edwards, Veronica Elsea, and Nadia Noriega voting
in favor. Patricia Fohrman was not present for the vote.
13. Measure D: Community Bridges/Lift Line Five-Year Plan
Rachel Moriconi, RTC Senior Transportation Planner, communicated the
staff recommendation for the Measure D Community Bridges/Lift Line 5
year plan. Douglas Underhill, Chief Finance Officer at Community Bridges,
provided an overview of the Transit for Seniors and People Living with
Disabilities investment category funds.
A motion (Edwards/Lamb) was made to recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission approve the Measure D: Community Bridges/Lift
Line Five-Year Plan. The motion passed unanimously, with members Tara
Ireland, Lisa Berkowitz, Jesus Bojorquez, Daniel Zaragoza, Michael Pisano,
Caroline Lamb, Janet Edwards, Veronica Elsea, and Nadia Noriega voting in
favor. Patricia Fohrman was not present for the vote.
14. 2022 Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan
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Development Process
Miranda Taylor, AMBAG Staff, presented an overview of the 2022
Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan
(Coordinated Plan) development process. Committee members provided
feedback on the development of the Draft 2022 Coordinated Plan.
No action taken.
15. The Draft County of Santa Cruz General Plan Sustainability Update
Anais Shenk, Santa Cruz County Staff, delivered a presentation of
components of The Draft Sustainability Policy and Regulatory Update to
the County’s General Plan/Local Coastal Program and modernization of
the County Code with emphasis on safety, accessibility, and pedestrian
elements. Committee members asked questions and provided feedback
relating to design guidelines, street standards, safety, ADA accessible
pedestrian crossings, sidewalk connectivity, and accessibility to transit
facilities in new developments.
No action taken.
Meeting adjourned at approximately 3:42 pm.
The next E&D TAC meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, August 9, 2022 at 1:30
p.m. NOTE: Teleconference may be necessary due to COVID-19.
Respectfully submitted, Amanda Marino, Staff
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission / Transportation Policy
Workshop

FROM:

Riley Gerbrandt, Associate Transportation Engineer

Amendment No. 2 to the Cooperative Agreement with the City of
Santa Cruz for Coastal Rail Trail Segment 7 between Natural
Bridges Drive and Pacific Avenue
_____________________________________________________________
RE:

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) adopt a
resolution (Attachment 1) authorizing the Executive Director to negotiate
and execute Amendment No. 2 to the Cooperative Agreement (Exhibit A to
Attachment 1) between the City of Santa Cruz for design, environmental
review, permitting, construction and maintenance of Coastal Rail Trail
Segment 7 (Natural Bridges to Pacific Avenue) along the Santa Cruz Branch
Line (SCBL).
_______________________________________________________________________
BACKGROUND
In November 2013, the RTC adopted the Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic
Trail (MBSST) Network Master Plan and certified a programmatic
Environmental Impact Report. The 32-mile Coastal Rail Trail serves as the
spine of the 50-mile MBSST Network and will connect to Monterey County’s
system of existing and planned trails. The MBSST, also referred to as the
Coastal Rail Trail, will provide transportation, recreation, commuter and
coastal access opportunities for bicyclists and pedestrians. For planning and
project delivery purposes, the MBSST is separated into 20 segments, with 16
segments along the SCBL right-of-way.
RTC is working closely with partner agencies to develop Coastal Rail Trail
projects between Davenport and the City of Watsonville. The City of Santa
Cruz is the project sponsor for Segment 7 between Natural Bridge Drive (MP
22.2) and Pacific Avenue at the wharf (MP 20.1). On February 2, 2017, the
City of Santa Cruz and the RTC entered into a Cooperative Agreement for
the Design, Environmental Review, Permitting, Construction and
Maintenance of Coastal Rail Trail Segment 7, outlining the terms and
conditions for development, construction, and implementation of Segment 7
along the SCBL right-of-way.
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The City of Santa Cruz is delivering Segment 7 in two phases. Phase 1 of the
project completed construction in December 2020. The City of Santa Cruz
Council recently awarded the Segment 7, Phase 2 construction contract to
Anderson Pacific Engineering Construction Inc. and authorized the City
Manager to execute Amendment No. 2 to the Cooperative Agreement for the
project.
The RTC approves and regularly updates the 2016-Measure D 5-year
Program of Projects, which includes amounts of Measure D-Active
Transportation revenues programmed for design, construction, maintenance,
and operations of the MBSST within the City of Santa Cruz. On May 5, 2022
the Commission approved the 5-year Program of Projects for the Active
Transportation category of Measure D which included funds for Coastal Rail
Trail Segment 7.
DISCUSSION
When completed, Coastal Rail Trail Segment 7 will comprise a 12-foot wide
to 16-foot wide paved multi-use trail from Natural Bridges Drive (MP 22.2)
to Pacific Avenue at the wharf (MP 20.1) in the City of Santa Cruz. The
project involves construction of the paved multi-use trail, surface and
subsurface drainage improvements, retaining walls, a bridge across Arroyo
Seco Creek, curb ramps, street crossings and striping, lighting, fiber optic
conduits within utility trenches, landscaping, and fencing. Segment 7, Phase
1 from Natural Bridges Drive to California Street was completed in December
2020. Segment 7, Phase 2 from California Street to Pacific Avenue at the
wharf will start construction in late summer 2022 and is estimated to
complete construction in 2023.
The Segment 7 Cooperative Agreement with the City of Santa Cruz describes
roles and responsibilities for preconstruction, construction, maintenance, and
operation activities over a 20-year term. Amendment No. 1 to the Segment
7 Cooperative Agreement approved Phase 1 of the project and provided
additional funding to deliver Phase 1 of the project.
The Segment 7 Cooperative Agreement follows an old cooperative
agreement format, which includes the responsibility for maintenance. Staff
is considering recommending future stand-alone maintenance agreements.
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Draft Amendment No. 2 proposes revisions to maintenance requirements,
updates to the project’s funding table and more detail for invoicing
procedures. Draft Amendment No. 2 replaces the list of specific trail
improvements to be maintained by the City of Santa Cruz with plans
showing the City of Santa Cruz’s maintenance and management obligations.
The City of Santa Cruz will maintain and manage the trail side of the SCBL
right-of-way between (and inclusive of) the fence that the separates the trail
from the tracks and the outer edge of the SCBL right-of-way. The scope of
maintenance responsibilities includes signage and striping (except railroad
No Trespassing signs), all smooth wire and chain link fencing, removable
bollards, paved multi-use trail, landscaping, vegetation maintenance and
management, trash removal, graffiti abatement, drainage system, open soil
areas, trash and recycling receptables, retaining walls, fiber optic
connections and cabinets; security cameras; bike/pedestrian counter
systems; bike share stations; trail lighting and electrical systems; and paved
parking areas.
On May 5, 2022, the Commission approved the 2016-Measure D 5-year
Program of Projects for the Active Transportation Category that included
funding for Segment 7 in FY21/22 through FY 26/27. The Commission
programmed $2,150,000 for Segment 7, Phase 2 construction in FY22/23;
$110,000 for RTC project management, oversight, outreach, and technical
support during project delivery FY21/22 through FY23/24; and $345,000
from FY21/22 through FY26/27 for trail maintenance and operations in the
City of Santa Cruz.
Draft Addendum No. 2 establishes that the RTC will contribute 50% of the
cost of trail maintenance and operations expenses that the City of Santa
Cruz incurs, up to the amounts shown in the Measure D 5-Year Program of
Projects. Future maintenance funding will depend on the capacity of Measure
D with respect to the overall expenditure plan priorities subject to adoption
of the Measure D-Active Transportation 5-Year Program of Projects by the
Commission.
RTC staff recommends the RTC adopt a resolution (Attachment 1) to
authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and execute
Amendment No. 2 to the Segment 7 Cooperative Agreement
(Exhibit A to Attachment 1) with the City and Santa Cruz, subject to
approval as to form by legal counsel.
Next Steps
Construction of Coastal Rail Trail Segment 7 will begin this summer. Future
funds for maintenance of trail segments will be subject to Commission
adoption of the 2016-Measure D Program of Projects for the Active
Transportation Category. Staff plans to return to the September RTC
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meeting with additional information regarding trail maintenance
responsibilities and funding with respect to the projected capacity of the
Measure D Active Transportation Category.
The Cooperative Agreement with the City of Santa Cruz for Coastal Rail Trail
Segments 8 and 9 (Pacific Avenue to 17th Avenue) is pending and will be
recommended by staff for Commission approval at a future RTC meeting.
FISCAL IMPACTS
There are no new fiscal impacts associated with executing Amendment No. 2
to the Cooperative Agreement with the City of Santa Cruz for Coastal Rail
Trail Segment 7. On May 5, 2022, the Commission approved the 2016Measure D 5-year Program of Projects for the Active Transportation Category
that included funding for Segment 7 in FY21/22 to FY26/27. Sufficient
Measure D programming and budget capacity exists to fund Amendment
No. 2 to the Cooperative Agreement with the City of Santa Cruz for Coastal
Rail Trail Segment 7.
SUMMARY
Draft Amendment No. 2 to the Cooperative Agreement for Segment 7 of the
Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network provides more detail on
Project invoicing procedures and maintenance responsibilities, and it updates
the funding table for the project. Staff recommends the Regional
Transportation Commission (RTC) adopt a resolution to authorize the
Executive Director to negotiate and execute Amendment No. 2 to the
Segment 7 Cooperative Agreement.

Attachments:
1. Resolution
A)
Draft Amendment No. 2 to the Cooperative Agreement with the
City of Santa Cruz for design, environmental review, permitting,
construction and maintenance of Coastal Rail Trail Segment 7
between Natural Bridges Drive and Pacific Avenue
\\RTCSERV2\Shared\TPW\TPW 2022\0622\Consent Agenda\Seg7Ph2 Coop Amendment\pieces\SR_AmendNo2Seg7CoopAgree-CitySC.doc
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ATTACHMENT 1

RESOLUTION NO. ______
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner ______
duly seconded by Commissioner ______
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO NEGOTIATE AND
EXECUTE AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT BY AND
BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ AND THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION FOR DESIGN, ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW, PERMITTING,
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF SEGMENT 7 OF THE MONTEREY BAY
SANCTUARY SCENIC TRAIL NETWORK (NATURAL BRIDGES TO PACIFIC AVENUE)
ON THE SANTA CRUZ BRANCH RAIL LINE RIGHT-OF-WAY
WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) purchased the
Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line (Branch Line) in October 2012 for preservation,
continuation of freight and recreational rail service, implementation of additional
recreational rail service, potential future passenger rail service and construction of
a bicycle and pedestrian trail;
WHEREAS, the RTC is charged with implementing the Santa Cruz County
portion of the 2-county Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail (MBSST) Network;
WHEREAS, the RTC adopted an award-winning MBSST Master Plan that
defines the alignment and development of the Santa Cruz County’s 50-mile bicycle
and pedestrian trail system, and certified a programmatic Environmental Impact
Report in November 2013;
WHEREAS, the spine of the trail will be built within or adjacent to the 32mile RTC-owned railroad right-of-way from Davenport to Pajaro, with the trail
separated into 20 segments for planning and project delivery purposes with 16 of
these segments along the rail right-of-way;
WHEREAS, on March 24, 2014 the City of Santa Cruz Council adopted the
MBSST Network Master Plan;
WHEREAS, on February 2, 2017, the City of Santa Cruz and the RTC
entered into a Cooperative Agreement for the Design, Environmental Review,
Permitting, Construction and Maintenance of Segment 7 of the Monterey Bay
Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network, which outlined the terms and conditions for
development, construction, and implementation of Segment 7 of the Monterey Bay
Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network (“MBSST”) on the Santa Cruz Branch Line right-ofway, with the City of Santa Cruz as the project sponsor responsible for the design,
environmental review, permitting and construction work associated with the
Project and is also responsible for maintenance of Project improvements, as
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described in the Cooperative Agreement;
WHEREAS, on February 12, 2018, the City of Santa Cruz and the RTC
executed Amendment No. 1 to the Cooperative Agreement to approve and provide
for additional funding for the Project;
WHEREAS, on May 10, 2022 the City of Santa Cruz Council adopted a
resolution to award the construction contract for Phase 2 of the Project and to
authorize the City Manager to execute Amendment No. 2 to the Cooperative
Agreement;
WHEREAS, on May 5, 2022 the RTC approved the Measure D 5-year
Program of Projects for the Active Transportation Category which includes funding
for Coastal Rail Trail Segment 7; and
WHEREAS, an amendment to the Cooperative Agreement is needed to
update the Project’s funding table, provide more detail on invoicing procedures for
the Project and on maintenance responsibilities;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION THAT:
The Executive Director is authorized to negotiate and execute Amendment No. 2 to
the Cooperative Agreement By and Between the City of Santa Cruz and the
Regional Transportation Commission for design, environmental review, permitting,
construction and maintenance of Segment 7 of the Monterey Bay Scenic Sanctuary
Trail Network (Natural Bridges to Pacific Avenue) and the Santa Cruz Branch Rail
Line right-of-way, subject to approval as to form by RTC legal counsel.
AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

ATTEST:

____________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair
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____________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Distribution: RTC Fiscal, RTC Project Manager, City of Santa Cruz Project Manager
\\rtcserv2\shared\tpw\tpw 2022\0622\consent agenda\seg7ph2 coop amendment\att-1-coopamendno2-citysc-res.docx
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EXHIBIT A

AMENDMENT NO. 2
TO THE COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ AND THE SANTA
CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION FOR DESIGN, ENVIRONMENTAL
REVIEW, PERMITTING, CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF SEGMENT 7 OF THE MONTEREY
BAY SANCTUARY SCENIC TRAIL NETWORK (NATURAL BRIDGES TO PACIFIC AVENUE) ON THE
SANTA CRUZ BRANCH RAIL LINE RIGHT OF WAY
THIS SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF SANTA
CRUZ (“CITY”) AND THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
(“RTC”) (referred to herein as “Second Amendment”) is made this _______ day of __________
2020 by and between the City and RTC, (sometimes referred together as the “Parties”) who
agree as follows:
RECITALS
WHEREAS, on February 2, 2017, City and RTC entered into that certain Cooperative
Agreement (“Coop Agreement”) for the Design, Environmental Review, Permitting, Construction
and Maintenance of Segment 7 of the Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network (“Project”)
whereby the Parties outlined the terms and conditions for development, construction, and
implementation of Segment 7 of the Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network (“MBSST”) on
the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line (Rail Line) right of way ; and
WHEREAS, the City has completed the environmental review, right of way, and design
work for the Project; and
WHEREAS, on February 12, 2018, City and RTC entered into Amendment No. 1 to the
Coop Agreement to approve and provide for additional funding for the Project; and
WHEREAS, the Project will be constructed and implemented in two phases. Phase 1
consists of a paved multiuse bicycle/pedestrian trail along the rail right-of-way between Natural
Bridges Drive (MP 22.2) to intersection of California St and Bay St (MP 20.9) and Phase 2 consists
of a paved multiuse bicycle/pedestrian trail between the intersection of California Street and Bay
Street (MP 20.9) to Pacific Avenue at the wharf (MP 20.1) as depicted in more detail in
Attachment 1, attached hereto and incorporated herein; and
WHEREAS, the RTC approves and regularly updates a Measure D, 5-year Program of
Projects, which includes amounts of Measure D-Active Transportation revenues programmed for
maintenance and operations of the rail trail in the City of Santa Cruz; and
WHEREAS, the Coop Agreement outlines conditions and obligations for both Phase 1 and
Phase 2 of the Project; and
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WHEREAS, City and RTC now desire to further amend the Coop Agreement to (1) provide
more detail on invoicing procedures for the Project, and (2) provide more detail on maintenance
responsibilities; and
WHEREAS, a Post-Construction Site Environmental Management Plan has been developed
for Segment 7 that provides details on responsibilities associated with annual inspections and
maintaining the integrity of the protective cap to prevent exposure to deeper residual
contaminants,
NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the promises and other good and
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, City and
RTC hereby agree to amend the Coop Agreement as follows:
1. Revise designation of “Railway” to St Paul & Pacific Railroad or most current rail operator
throughout.
2. Section 2 of the Coop Agreement (Funding and Invoicing) shall be amended by replacing
the existing section in whole with the following:
Section 2. Funding and Invoicing:
a. Funding Breakdown. The funding/spending summary for preconstruction and
construction, attached and incorporated herein as Attachment 2, provides the breakdown
of funding for Phase 1 and 2 combined and an estimate of the funding by Phase.
Additionally, pursuant to the annual revision and RTC approval of the "5-year Program of
Projects" from the Santa Cruz County Transportation Improvement Plan Measure
("Measure D"): Active Transportation/Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network
(Coastal Rail Trail) regional investment category, the RTC has agreed to contribute to trail
maintenance and operations expenses that the City incurs, up to the amounts shown in
the Measure D 5-year Program of Projects for the “Trail maintenance and operations in
Santa Cruz”. All maintenance costs agreed upon by the RTC is dependent upon Measure D
funding availability and approval of the funds in the Measure D-Active Transportation 5Year Program of Projects.
b. Payment, Invoicing, and Accounting.
i.
ii.

RTC and City agree to provide the funds identified in the Funding Summary
(Attachment 2). RTC and City agree to mutually seek additional funding as needed
to fully fund the Project, including trail maintenance and operation expenses.
RTC will pay City for construction capital costs on a reimbursement basis. RTC shall
remit payment for eligible expenditures (see Attachment 2 – Funding and Spending
Summary) within forty-five (45) calendar days of receipt of invoices from City.
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iii.

iv.
v.

vi.
vii.

viii.
ix.
x.

xi.

xii.

City will invoice RTC for reimbursement of construction capital costs on an actual
cost basis in proportion to the amount contributed to that project component by
each fund type. Federal Earmark and STIP funds will be invoiced first, followed by
spending of Measure D Regional funds and the City of Santa Cruz funds that are
allocated for construction capital on a proportional basis.
The RTC shall pay the City for up to 50% of actual maintenance and operation
expenditures up to the amounts shown in the latest approved Measure D Five-Year
Plan on an actual cost basis.
Use of Measure D revenues are subject to all conditions set forth in the Measure D
Ordinance, Expenditure Plan, fund agreements, guidelines, and policies, which are
incorporated herein by this reference. Unused funds are subject to reprogramming in subsequent 5-year plan updates.
City will invoice RTC for no more than 50% of the trail maintenance costs on an
actual cost basis up to the amounts programmed in the latest Measure D Five-Year
Plan.
Direct costs associated with the delivery of programs and projects associated with
Measure D funds including direct staff costs, consultant costs, and construction
costs are eligible uses of Measure D funds. RTC does not allow indirect costs,
unless the City submits for RTC approval an independently audited and approved
Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP). This may include, but not be limited to, the
ICAP prepared for other state or federal programs.
Beginning within 30 days of execution of this Amendment, City will submit to RTC
monthly or quarterly invoices for the prior month's or quarter’s expenditures.
After all work for the Project is complete, City will submit a final accounting for all
costs.
RTC and the Measure D Taxpayer Oversight Committee shall have the ability to
audit expenditures and invoices claimed by City under this Agreement to ensure
compliance with this Agreement and the Measure D Ordinance and Expenditure
Plan. RTC shall provide at least a 30-day notice to City prior to conducting an audit.
City shall set up and maintain an appropriate system of accounts to report on
Measure D regional funds received.
1. City must account for Measure D regional funds separately for each
program or project, and from any other funds received from the
RTC.
2. The accounting system shall provide adequate internal controls and
audit trails to facilitate an annual compliance audit for Measure D
funds and the respective usage and application of said funds.
3. RTC and its representatives, agents and nominees shall have the
absolute right at any reasonable time to inspect and copy any
accounting records related to such funds following a 30-day notice,
except to the extent specifically prohibited by applicable law.
City shall, by December 31st of each year, submit to RTC separate independently
audited financial statements for the prior fiscal year ending June 30 of Measure D
regional funds received and used, including any interest earnings. The audit, which
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xiii.

shall be made available to the public, shall report on evidence that the expenditure
of funds is in accordance with the Expenditure Plan adopted by the voters. Failure
to submit the annual report may result in RTC withholding Measure D funds from
City until the report is submitted.
Both parties agree to actively seek funding to reimburse the City and RTC for
maintenance costs incurred within the immediately preceding three (3) years.
Nothing in this agreement shall prevent RTC and City to obtain maintenance funds
from other private or public sources.

3. Section 9 of the Coop Agreement (Maintenance) shall be replaced in whole with the
following:
Section 9. Maintenance: After final completion and acceptance of the Project by the City,
the City shall be responsible for maintenance and management of the trail side of the Rail
Line right-of-way from Natural Bridges Drive to Pacific Ave and Beach St at the
roundabout. This area is designated as the area of the trail along the rail corridor between
and inclusive of the fence that separates the trail from the tracks and the outer edge of
the Rail Line right of way limit on the trail side of the tracks from Natural Bridges Drive to
Pacific Ave and Beach St at the roundabout. Maintenance responsibilities exclude railroad
gates, railway-related traffic control systems and flashers. The City will perform the
maintenance and management obligations depicted in Attachment 3, Plans of City of
Santa Cruz Maintenance Areas, attached hereto and incorporated herein. Where drainage
structures cross under the fence line, each party will be responsible for maintaining
drainage, including clearing obstructions, on their respective side of the fence line. Except
to the extent specified in Attachment 3, the City is not otherwise responsible for any
drainage maintenance, weed abatement, vegetation management, or trash collection in
the track areas controlled or to be maintained by the Railway, RTC, or other third party.
a. Barring any substantial budgetary constraints, The City’s maintenance and
management duties shall be for a term of 30 years following the completion and
acceptance of the Project.
b. City’s maintenance and management duties shall be limited to only the areas as
specified on Attachment 3 and its maintenance duties shall not be expanded to
repair, remedy or cure any defects or conditions attributable to Railway, RTC or
other third party, except use by the public. Maintenance responsibilities for
artwork installed along the trail is addressed in a separate agreement. City may
avail itself of any and all legal remedies, including the right to seek reimbursement,
from any party responsible for causing damage or contributing to the defective
condition of the items for which City has agreed to maintain.
c. A protective soil cap has been installed as part of the Project for mitigation of
arsenic and hexavalent chromium that were detected above background or
screening levels respectively. As part of the deed restriction on Segment 7 of the
coastal rail trail, an annual inspection is required to document cap integrity and
confirm that the cap has not been removed, damaged or penetrated. For RTC’s
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convenience, the City will perform the annual inspection and submit to CSCEHD
and RTC as part of the reimbursable maintenance responsibilities in accordance
with the requirements specified in the Segment 7 Post-Construction Site
Environmental Management Plan. RTC, to the extent permitted by law, will
defend, indemnify, and hold harmless City, its officials, officers, employees, and
agents from any claims, damages, or liability relating to the inspection of the soil
cap except to the extent such claims, damages, or liability stems from the City’s
negligent or wrongful acts or omissions. City shall have no duty to repair any
damage to the soil cap, except in proportion to and to the extent that the damage
to the soil cap was proximately caused by the City, its employees or agents.
d. City is authorized to install plants, trees, benches or other non-artwork features to
create a park-like setting in areas along the trail at the City’s own cost and expense
and with RTC administrative approval which is consistent with the use of Measure
D funds. RTC has sole discretion to deny approval of the proposed features,
including but not limited to the potential for excess maintenance and repair costs.
The City will notify RTC and CSCEHD of any planned work in the Project area that
will cause disturbance of soil below the protective cap and comply with the
requirements in the Segment 7 Post-Construction Environmental Management
Plan. The City agrees to maintain these features in a clean and orderly condition,
with the Parties sharing the cost of maintenance and repair. The obligations and
responsibilities associated with Trail artwork are contained in a separate
agreement between the Parties.
e. City has the discretion to prioritize and limit its maintenance duties and costs
related to this Project based on the amounts shown in the latest approved
Measure D Five-Year Plan and due to other budgetary constraints.
Notwithstanding the City’s discretion to prioritize its maintenance duties provided
above, the City remains fully obligated, to the extent permitted by law, to defend,
indemnify, and hold harmless RTC, its officials, officers, employees, and agents
from any claims, damages, or liability relating to the City’s performance or nonperformance of all of the maintenance duties specified in this Section 9, except to
the extent such claims, damages, or liability stems from RTC’s negligent or
wrongful acts or omissions.
All terms which are defined in the Coop Agreement shall have the same meaning when used in this
Second Amendment, unless specifically provided herein to the contrary. All other terms,
conditions and provisions in the Coop Agreement remain in full force and effect. If there is a
conflict between the terms of this Second Amendment and the Coop Agreement, the terms of the
Coop Agreement will control unless specifically modified by this Second Amendment.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties have executed this Second Amendment on the dates
indicated below.
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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DATED:
By: Guy Preston, Executive Director
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DATED:
By: Steve Mattas, RTC General Counsel
CITY OF SANTA CRUZ
DATED:
By: Matt Huffaker
Title: City Manager
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DATED:
By: City Attorney

ATTACHMENTS:
1. ATTACHMENT 1 Maps of Phase 1 and Phase 2 for Segment 7 Project
2. ATTACHMENT 2 Funding/Spending Summary
3. ATTACHMENT 3 Plans of City of Santa Cruz Maintenance Areas
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ATTACHMENT 1
Maps of Phase 1 and Phase 2 for Segment 7 Project on MBSST

Segment 7, Phase 1 Project Site

Segment 7, Phase 2 Project Site
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ATTACHMENT 2
Funding/Spending Breakdown Table
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ATTACHMENT 3
Plans of City of Santa Cruz Maintenance Areas
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GENERAL CITY RAIL TRAIL MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES WITHIN SCCRTC RIGHT-OF-WAY (GREEN HATCH AREA):
1. ALL SIGNS AND STRIPING (EXCEPT RAILROAD NO TRESSPASSING SIGNS)
2. SMOOTH CABLE FENCE
3. AC AND CONCRETE TRAIL (CITY TO PERFORM ANNUAL PROTECTIVE SOIL CAP INSPECTION)
4. LANDSCAPE, TRASH REMOVAL, AND GRAFFITI ABATEMENT
5. TRASH & RECYCLING RECEPTACLES (2)
6. SOLDIER PILE AND CONCRETE/TIMBER LAGGING RETAINING WALLS, WALL DRAINAGE, WALL GUTTERS AND V-DITCHES, WALL GROUND
ANCHORS (TIEBACKS), AND CABLE RAIL FENCE AT TOP OF WALL
7. TIGHT MESH FENCE
8. FIBER OPTIC CONNECTION, CABLES, CABINETS, AND PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX EVERY OTHER LIGHT POLE)
9. SECURITY CAMERAS
10. WALL AND TRAIL STORM DRAIN SYSTEMS
11. BIKE/PED COUNTER SYSTEMS
12. BIKE SHARE STATIONS (IF INSTALLED)
13. TRAIL LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, INCLUDING PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX PER LIGHT POLE)
14. WEED ABATEMENT AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT
15. REMOVABLE BOLLARDS AND POST-AND-CHAIN
NOTE: MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF ALL GROUNDS,
16. PAVED PARKING AREAS
FEATURES, AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON CITY PROPERTY, CITY
17. AB SHOULDER PAVING
PERMANENT EASEMENTS, AND CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY IS THE FULL
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ.
18. STANDARD CHAIN LINK FENCE & EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCE
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Santa Cruz, CA 95060
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SYMBOL DESCRIPTION
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE

RELOCATED ROAD SIGN

B/CD-1.05

WF-R

RIGHT

10-01

R1-1 STOP

B/CD-1.05

WF-L

LEFT

10-02

CUSTOM MAINTENANCE ROAD SIGN

A&B/CD-1.05

WF-S

STRAIGHT

10-03

W11-15 BIKE/PEDESTRIAN, W16-7P ARROW

B/CD-1.05

WF-I1

INFORMATIONAL

WF-I2

INFORMATIONAL

STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS
11-01

4" YELLOW THERMOPLASTIC SOLID BIKE PATH CENTERLINE
MARKING

11-02

4" WHITE THERMOPLASTIC SOLID TRAFFIC STRIPE

11-03

THERMOPLASTIC BIKE LANE PAVEMENT MARKING

11-04

BIKE LANE SYMBOL WITH PERSON

D/CD-1.04

11-05

BIKE LANE ARROW

C/CD-1/04

11-06

4" WHITE THERMOPLASTIC DASHED LINE

C/CD-1.07
NOTE: PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER CALTRANS
STANDARDS SEE SPECIFICATIONS FOR
PLAN LIST, STRIPING AS SHOWN.
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GENERAL CITY RAIL TRAIL MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES WITHIN SCCRTC RIGHT-OF-WAY (GREEN HATCH AREA):
1. ALL SIGNS AND STRIPING (EXCEPT RAILROAD NO TRESSPASSING SIGNS)
2. SMOOTH CABLE FENCE
3. AC AND CONCRETE TRAIL (CITY TO PERFORM ANNUAL PROTECTIVE SOIL CAP INSPECTION)
4. LANDSCAPE, TRASH REMOVAL, AND GRAFFITI ABATEMENT
5. TRASH & RECYCLING RECEPTACLES (2)
6. SOLDIER PILE AND CONCRETE/TIMBER LAGGING RETAINING WALLS, WALL DRAINAGE, WALL GUTTERS AND V-DITCHES, WALL GROUND
ANCHORS (TIEBACKS), AND CABLE RAIL FENCE AT TOP OF WALL
7. TIGHT MESH FENCE
8. FIBER OPTIC CONNECTION, CABLES, CABINETS, AND PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX EVERY OTHER LIGHT POLE)
9. SECURITY CAMERAS
10. WALL AND TRAIL STORM DRAIN SYSTEMS
11. BIKE/PED COUNTER SYSTEMS
12. BIKE SHARE STATIONS (IF INSTALLED)
13. TRAIL LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, INCLUDING PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX PER LIGHT POLE)
14. WEED ABATEMENT AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT
15. REMOVABLE BOLLARDS AND POST-AND-CHAIN
NOTE: MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF ALL GROUNDS,
16. PAVED PARKING AREAS
FEATURES, AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON CITY PROPERTY, CITY
17. AB SHOULDER PAVING
PERMANENT EASEMENTS, AND CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY IS THE FULL
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ.
18. STANDARD CHAIN LINK FENCE & EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCE
C I T Y
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A
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RAIL TRAIL SEGMENT 7 PHASE 2
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SYMBOL DESCRIPTION
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE

RELOCATED ROAD SIGN

B/CD-1.05

WF-R

RIGHT

10-01

R1-1 STOP

B/CD-1.05

WF-L

LEFT

10-02

CUSTOM MAINTENANCE ROAD SIGN

A&B/CD-1.05

WF-S

STRAIGHT

10-03

W11-15 BIKE/PEDESTRIAN, W16-7P ARROW

B/CD-1.05

WF-I1

INFORMATIONAL

WF-I2

INFORMATIONAL

STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS
11-01

4" YELLOW THERMOPLASTIC SOLID BIKE PATH CENTERLINE
MARKING

11-02

4" WHITE THERMOPLASTIC SOLID TRAFFIC STRIPE

11-03

THERMOPLASTIC BIKE LANE PAVEMENT MARKING

11-04

BIKE LANE SYMBOL WITH PERSON

D/CD-1.04

11-05

BIKE LANE ARROW

C/CD-1/04

11-06

4" WHITE THERMOPLASTIC DASHED LINE

C/CD-1.07
NOTE: PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER CALTRANS
STANDARDS SEE SPECIFICATIONS FOR
PLAN LIST, STRIPING AS SHOWN.
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GENERAL CITY RAIL TRAIL MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES WITHIN SCCRTC RIGHT-OF-WAY (GREEN HATCH AREA):
1. ALL SIGNS AND STRIPING (EXCEPT RAILROAD NO TRESSPASSING SIGNS)
2. SMOOTH CABLE FENCE
3. AC AND CONCRETE TRAIL (CITY TO PERFORM ANNUAL PROTECTIVE SOIL CAP INSPECTION)
4. LANDSCAPE, TRASH REMOVAL, AND GRAFFITI ABATEMENT
5. TRASH & RECYCLING RECEPTACLES (2)
6. SOLDIER PILE AND CONCRETE/TIMBER LAGGING RETAINING WALLS, WALL DRAINAGE, WALL GUTTERS AND V-DITCHES, WALL GROUND
ANCHORS (TIEBACKS), AND CABLE RAIL FENCE AT TOP OF WALL
7. TIGHT MESH FENCE
8. FIBER OPTIC CONNECTION, CABLES, CABINETS, AND PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX EVERY OTHER LIGHT POLE)
9. SECURITY CAMERAS
10. WALL AND TRAIL STORM DRAIN SYSTEMS
11. BIKE/PED COUNTER SYSTEMS
12. BIKE SHARE STATIONS (IF INSTALLED)
13. TRAIL LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, INCLUDING PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX PER LIGHT POLE)
14. WEED ABATEMENT AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT
15. REMOVABLE BOLLARDS AND POST-AND-CHAIN
NOTE: MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF ALL GROUNDS,
16. PAVED PARKING AREAS
FEATURES, AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON CITY PROPERTY, CITY
17. AB SHOULDER PAVING
PERMANENT EASEMENTS, AND CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY IS THE FULL
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ.
18. STANDARD CHAIN LINK FENCE & EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCE
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KEYNOTE SCHEDULE
SYMBOL DESCRIPTION
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NOTES

SYMBOL DESCRIPTION
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE

RELOCATED ROAD SIGN

B/CD-1.05

WF-R

RIGHT
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R1-1 STOP
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WF-L

LEFT

10-02

CUSTOM MAINTENANCE ROAD SIGN

A&B/CD-1.05

WF-S

STRAIGHT

10-03

W11-15 BIKE/PEDESTRIAN, W16-7P ARROW

B/CD-1.05

WF-I1

INFORMATIONAL

WF-I2

INFORMATIONAL

STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS
11-01

4" YELLOW THERMOPLASTIC SOLID BIKE PATH CENTERLINE
MARKING

11-02

4" WHITE THERMOPLASTIC SOLID TRAFFIC STRIPE

11-03

THERMOPLASTIC BIKE LANE PAVEMENT MARKING

11-04

BIKE LANE SYMBOL WITH PERSON

D/CD-1.04

11-05

BIKE LANE ARROW

C/CD-1/04

11-06

4" WHITE THERMOPLASTIC DASHED LINE

C/CD-1.07
NOTE: PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER CALTRANS
STANDARDS SEE SPECIFICATIONS FOR
PLAN LIST, STRIPING AS SHOWN.
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GENERAL CITY RAIL TRAIL MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES WITHIN SCCRTC RIGHT-OF-WAY (GREEN HATCH AREA):
1. ALL SIGNS AND STRIPING (EXCEPT RAILROAD NO TRESSPASSING SIGNS)
2. SMOOTH CABLE FENCE
3. AC AND CONCRETE TRAIL (CITY TO PERFORM ANNUAL PROTECTIVE SOIL CAP INSPECTION)
4. LANDSCAPE, TRASH REMOVAL, AND GRAFFITI ABATEMENT
5. TRASH & RECYCLING RECEPTACLES (2)
6. SOLDIER PILE AND CONCRETE/TIMBER LAGGING RETAINING WALLS, WALL DRAINAGE, WALL GUTTERS AND V-DITCHES, WALL GROUND
ANCHORS (TIEBACKS), AND CABLE RAIL FENCE AT TOP OF WALL
7. TIGHT MESH FENCE
8. FIBER OPTIC CONNECTION, CABLES, CABINETS, AND PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX EVERY OTHER LIGHT POLE)
9. SECURITY CAMERAS
10. WALL AND TRAIL STORM DRAIN SYSTEMS
11. BIKE/PED COUNTER SYSTEMS
12. BIKE SHARE STATIONS (IF INSTALLED)
13. TRAIL LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, INCLUDING PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX PER LIGHT POLE)
14. WEED ABATEMENT AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT
15. REMOVABLE BOLLARDS AND POST-AND-CHAIN
NOTE: MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF ALL GROUNDS,
16. PAVED PARKING AREAS
FEATURES, AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON CITY PROPERTY, CITY
17. AB SHOULDER PAVING
PERMANENT EASEMENTS, AND CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY IS THE FULL
RESPONSIBILITY
OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ.
18. STANDARD CHAIN LINK FENCE & EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCE
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GENERAL CITY RAIL TRAIL MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES WITHIN SCCRTC RIGHT-OF-WAY (GREEN HATCH AREA):
1. ALL SIGNS AND STRIPING (EXCEPT RAILROAD NO TRESSPASSING SIGNS)
2. SMOOTH CABLE FENCE
3. AC AND CONCRETE TRAIL (CITY TO PERFORM ANNUAL PROTECTIVE SOIL CAP INSPECTION)
4. LANDSCAPE, TRASH REMOVAL, ANDWF-SL
GRAFFITI ABATEMENT
5. TRASH & RECYCLING RECEPTACLES (2)
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6. SOLDIER PILE AND CONCRETE/TIMBER LAGGING RETAINING WALLS, WALL DRAINAGE, WALL GUTTERS AND V-DITCHES, WALL GROUND
ANCHORS (TIEBACKS), AND CABLE RAIL FENCE AT TOP OF WALL
7. TIGHT MESH FENCE
8. FIBER OPTIC CONNECTION, CABLES, CABINETS, AND PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX EVERY OTHER LIGHT POLE)
9. SECURITY CAMERAS
10. WALL AND TRAIL STORM DRAIN SYSTEMS
11. BIKE/PED COUNTER SYSTEMS
12. BIKE SHARE STATIONS (IF INSTALLED)
13. TRAIL LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS, INCLUDING PULL BOXES (ONE PULL BOX PER LIGHT POLE)
14. WEED ABATEMENT AND VEGETATION MANAGEMENT
15. REMOVABLE BOLLARDS AND POST-AND-CHAIN
NOTE: MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF ALL GROUNDS,
16. PAVED PARKING AREAS
FEATURES, AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON CITY PROPERTY, CITY
17. AB SHOULDER PAVING
PERMANENT EASEMENTS, AND CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY IS THE FULL
18. STANDARD CHAIN LINK FENCE & EXISTING CHAIN LINK FENCE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ.
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission / Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Grace Blakeslee, Senior Transportation Planner and Stephanie Britt,
Transportation Planning Technician

RE:

Draft Santa Cruz County Regional Conservation Investment Strategy

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) receive this
report on the draft Santa Cruz County Regional Conservation Investment Strategy
(SCCRCIS), review the draft SCCRCIS, and provide input prior to the close of the
comment period on August 16, 2022.
BACKGROUND
Assembly Bill 2087 (Levine, 2016) created the Regional Conservation Investment
Strategy (RCIS) to serve as a conservation planning tool to promote the
conservation of species, habitats, and other natural resources. The RCIS is a
voluntary, nonbinding document, and does not create, modify, or affect the land
use requirements or standards. In May 2019, the Wildlife Conservation Board
(WCB) awarded the RTC a grant to create an RCIS for Santa Cruz County. The RTC
and the Santa Cruz County Resource Conservation District (RCD) entered into an
agreement to develop the Santa Cruz County RCIS (SCCRCIS). The RCD provides
resources to help protect, conserve, and restore natural resources through
information, education, and technical assistance programs. The RCD is leading all
technical aspects of the SCCRCIS and RTC is leading outreach efforts and
evaluation of potential transportation project mitigation needs. The SCCRCIS builds
upon prior planning efforts including the Integrated Watershed Restoration Program
(IWRP), the Conservation Blueprint, and the Early Mitigation for Transportation
Projects MOU.
The SCCRCIS will provide a comprehensive regional conservation strategy that
enables protection of the region’s focal species and other conservation elements.
The regional conservation strategy and associated conservation actions can inform
compensatory mitigation, including advanced environmental mitigation efforts, for
transportation and other major infrastructure projects in Santa Cruz County.
Opportunities for advanced mitigation can reduce project risk and support timely
transportation project delivery. An approved RCIS will allow RTC to enter Mitigation
Credit Agreements (MCAs), which are an advanced mitigation planning tool that
creates mitigation credits in advance of project impacts by implementing
conservation or enhancement actions to achieve RCIS goals.
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Early identification of opportunities for compensatory mitigation and advanced
mitigation, including MCAs, could benefit regional transportation projects including,
but not limited to, Highway 1 improvements, Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail
projects, and rail line maintenance, repairs, and rehabilitation. Projects
implemented by local jurisdictions may also benefit from opportunities for advanced
mitigation.
Statewide, six RCIS documents have been completed and approved by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). The approved RCIS documents
and documents submitted for approval are located at:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Planning/Regional-Conservation/Documents.
DISCUSSION
The Regional Transportation Commission, in coordination with the Santa Cruz
County Resource Conservation District, worked with the RCIS Steering Committee,
stakeholders and a technical advisory committee to develop the Draft Santa Cruz
County Regional Conservation Investment Strategy (SCCRCIS). The Draft Santa
Cruz County Regional Conservation Investment Strategy includes:
Environmental Setting
The SCCRCIS Environmental Setting describes the existing land uses, existing
conservation plans, the natural environmental including ecoregions, aquatic
systems and natural communities and describes the Santa Cruz County RCIS’s
approach to conservation elements. Identification of natural communities and focal
and non-focal species is a key component of the SCCRCIS. The RTC and RCD
worked closely with CDFW to prepare a conservation approach focused on natural
communities, which differs from previously adopted RCIS’s that derive conservation
actions from only analyzing focal species.
Conservation Strategy & Actions
The SCCRCIS conservation strategy and actions sections identify the goals,
objectives, and priority conservation actions for species and their natural
communities. This section helps inform what activities and investments will have
the greatest conservation benefits.
The conservation strategies promote the protection of focal and non-focal species
within their natural communities. The goal is to conserve the habitats that these
species rely on and to address any stressors that may affect them. As such, the
conservation strategy outlines the goals and objectives that will best support their
habitats. By investing in the persistence and integrity of the natural communities,
the conservation element helps connect projects to the landscape, protect local
biodiversity, and promote both water quality and quantity.
The actions portion of the RCIS strategy lists the steps that can be taken to achieve
its conservation goals. The actions can be funded through a variety of existing
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mechanisms such as mitigation funding, government grants, public funds,
philanthropy, and tax incentives. The RCIS facilitates the conservation strategies
through monitoring and adaptive management. The high value conservation and
habitat enhancement opportunities that are identified help develop projects that
address impacts and prioritize mitigation efforts.
Public Review of the Draft RCIS
The draft Regional Conservation Investment Strategy (RCIS) is available
for public review on RTC’s website from May 27th to August 16, 2022. RTC
staff invites Commissioners and the public to provide input on the draft RCIS in
writing by e-mailing comments to rcis_santacruzcounty@sccrtc.org and
rcis@wildlife.ca.gov. In addition, a public workshop will be held on June 29 at 5:30
via Zoom to inform the public about the SCCRCIS content and answer questions.
Visit www.sccrtc.org/rcis for the link to the public workshop.
Transportation Mitigation Needs Assessment
An understanding of the potential impacts will inform advanced mitigation planning
efforts by helping to connect potential project impacts with compensatory
mitigation that address conservation priorities. Modeled after the Caltrans Advanced
Mitigation Needs Assessment, the RTC analyzed the spatial distribution of natural
resources and footprints of transportation projects listed in the 2045 Regional
Transportation Plan that are expected to involve construction in non-developed
areas or near waterways. This provided high-level information about potential
impacts of planned projects on habitats. Design modification and avoidance
strategies were not considered in the analysis and are expected to reduce potential
impacts. Similar to the Caltrans Advanced Mitigation Planning process, the next
step is to identify “species of mitigation need”. Species of mitigation need are those
species for which extensive planning and resources may be required to identify and
implement mitigation measures. RTC staff is monitoring the development of the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife Mitigation Credits Agreement guidelines
to inform opportunities for advanced mitigation.
The transportation mitigation needs assessment does not provide a project level
assessment of impacts, scoping, environmental analysis, or permitting for
transportation projects. Transportation projects still need to go through
environmental and permitting processes and must demonstrate avoidance and
minimization prior to compensation.
FISCAL IMPACT
The SCCRTC secured a Proposition 68 grant from the Wildlife Conservation Board
(WCB) in the amount of $594,000 to produce the SCCRCIS. The RTC matched the
grant funds with $51,000 in Measure D funds ($17,340 from the Active
Transportation, $8,160 from the Rail and $25,500 from the Highway 1 categories).
These funds have been included in the RTC approved budgets accordingly as the
work has proceeded. There are no additional fiscal impacts.
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SUMMARY
The SCCRCIS will provide a comprehensive regional conservation strategy that
enables the protection of the region’s natural communities, focal species, and other
conservation elements. The regional conservation strategy and associated
conservation actions can inform compensatory mitigation. This includes advanced
environmental mitigation efforts for transportation and other major infrastructure
projects in Santa Cruz County. An approved RCIS will also allow the RTC to enter
Mitigation Credit Agreements (MCAs), these are an advanced mitigation tool that
creates mitigation credits in advance of project impacts. Thus, they implement both
conservation and enhancement actions consistent with the SCCRCIS goals. An
assessment of mitigation needs for Santa Cruz County planned transportation is
currently being completed alongside of the SCCRCIS development. Once finalized,
the SCCRCIS will be a tool to support delivery of transportation and other major
infrastructure projects by identifying potential actions for compensatory mitigation
in advance of project delivery.
The draft Regional Conservation Investment Strategy (RCIS) is available for public
review on RTC’s website from May 27th to August 16, 2022. Commissioners and
the public are invited to a public workshop will be held on June 29 at 5:30 via Zoom
Input on the draft RCIS should be made in writing by e-mailing comments to
rcis_santacruzcounty@sccrtc.org and rcis@wildlife.ca.gov. Visit www.sccrtc.org/rcis
for the link to the public workshop.
Attachments:
Attachment 1: The Draft Santa Cruz County Regional Conservation Investment
Strategy Report is available at www.sccrtc.org/rcis

S:\EarlyMitigationPlanning\StaffReports\2022\Final_RCIS_StaffReport.docx
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission/Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Brian Zamora, Junior Transportation Engineer & Sarah
Christensen, Senior Transportation Engineer

RE:

Contract award for vegetation removal from the Capitola Trestle
along the Santa Cruz Branch Line

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) adopt
a resolution (Attachment 1) authorizing the Executive Director to enter into
an agreement with Julian Tree Care (Exhibit A) for a total amount not to
exceed $28,500 for vegetation removal at the Capitola Trestle along the
Santa Cruz Branch Line.
BACKGROUND
The Santa Cruz Regional Transportation Commission plans to remove heavy
vegetation surrounding the substructure of the Capitola Bridge to perform
bridge inspections and maintenance activities. Various members of the
bridge cannot be inspected due to current conditions due to vegetation
covering the bridge.
In 2019, by resolution, the RTC elected to become subject to the procedures
of the California Uniform Public Construction Cost Accounting Act
(CUPCCAA), which allows the RTC to procure construction contractors for
public projects up to $200,000 through an informal bidding process.
DISCUSSION
On April 29, 2022, the RTC released a Request for Bids (RFB) for qualified
construction contractors on the RTC’s CUPCCAA list and through BidExpress
soliciting services for vegetation removal from the Capitola Trestle. RTC staff
held a pre-bid meeting on site with contractors on May 5, 2022.
The overall purpose of this RFB is to remove vegetation covering the
Capitola Trestle at Milepost (MP) 15.89a and 15.89b in preparation for
inspections and maintenance activities. Two complete and responsive bids
were received by Community Tree Service at $32,527 and Julian Tree Care
at $28,500.
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The work will involve removing vegetation from the substructure of the
bridge which includes various bents and bracings. The work is anticipated to
be performed over the summer and to only last a few working days. A
section of the bridge spans directly over Capitola Ave therefore it is
anticipated that there will be a need for lane/shoulder closures as well as an
encroachment permit from the City of Capitola. The contractor’s scope of
work includes obtaining the Encroachment Permit which includes a traffic
control plan prior to start of work. Staff will notify the affected entities of the
specific dates the work will occur weeks prior to commencement.
Staff recommends adopting a resolution (Attachment 1) authorizing
the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with Julian Tree
Care (Exhibit A) for a total amount not to exceed $28,500 for
vegetation removal at the Capitola Trestle.
FISCAL IMPACT
The RTC’s budget for the Santa Cruz Branch Line provides funds for corridor
encroachments and preventative maintenance activities. There is sufficient
capacity remaining in the current fiscal year’s budget, and there is enough
remaining programming capacity in this years’ Measure D approved FiveYear Program of Projects to fund this work; therefore, there are no new
fiscal impacts associated with the proposed contract to maintain vegetation
along the Santa Cruz Branch Line.
SUMMARY
Staff solicited bids from qualified contractors to remove vegetation from the
Capitola Trestle through the RTC’s informal bidding process. Two bids were
received. Staff recommends entering into a contract with Julian Tree Care
for the needed vegetation removal at the Capitola Trestle.
ATTACHMENTS:
1) Resolution
a) Draft Agreement with Julian Tree Care
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ATTACHMENT 1

RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO EXECUTE A
CONTRACT WITH JULIAN TREE CARE IN THE AMOUNT OF $28,500 FOR
VEGETATION REMOVAL AT THE CAPITOLA TRESTLE ALONG THE SANTA CRUZ
BRANCH LINE
WHEREAS, the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
(RTC) purchased the Santa Cruz Branch Line (SCBL) in October 2012;
WHEREAS; in July of 2018 the Commission entered into an Administration,
Coordination and Licensing (ACL) Agreement with St. Paul and Pacific Railroad
(SPPR) a company of Progressive Rail which designates SPPR as the new railroad
operator, with Section 5 of the ACL agreement requiring that the Commission
complete initial repairs to the freight easement property;
WHEREAS; staff solicited bids for vegetation removal from the Capitola
Trestle;
WHEREAS; Two bids were received from Community Tree Service for
$32,527 and Julian Tree Care for $28,500;
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION THAT:
The Executive Director is authorized to negotiate and enter into an agreement
with Julian Tree Care for vegetation removal from the Capitola Trestle with a bid
amount of $28,500 subject to legal review as to form.
AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

____________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair
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ATTEST:
______________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
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EXHIBIT A
Contract No. 2145
INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT
CONSTRUCTION BY INFORMAL BIDDING
This contract for independent contractor services (the
“Contract”) is entered into on __________________, by and between
the SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION, hereinafter called COMMISSION, and JULIAN TREE
CARE, INC., hereinafter called CONTRACTOR. The parties agree as
follows:
1.
SERVICES. In accordance with the terms and conditions set
forth in this Contract, CONTRACTOR agrees to perform all services
described in the Scope of Services, attached as Exhibit A, which is
incorporated herein for the benefit of the COMMISSION (hereinafter
“the project”). In the event of a conflict in or inconsistency between
the terms of this Contract and Exhibit A, this Contract shall prevail.
2.
COMPENSATION. The COMMISSION agrees to pay
CONTRACTOR an amount not to exceed $28,500.00 for the removal of
vegetation as outlined in Scope of Services (Exhibit A) after receipt
and contract manager approval of invoices, according to Exhibit B
Bidder’s Cost Proposal, upon the satisfactory completion of projects
and compliance with all requirements as directed by the Commission
contract manager.
A.
Invoices. CONTRACTOR shall submit invoices once a
month, based on the cost for services performed and reimbursable
costs incurred prior to the invoice date. CONTRACTOR shall have
ninety (90) days after the completion of work to invoice COMMISSION
for all amounts due and outstanding as governed by this Contract. In
the event CONTRACTOR fails to invoice COMMISSION for all amounts
due within such ninety (90) day period, CONTRACTOR shall waive its
right to collect payment from COMMISSION.
B.
Payment. COMMISSION shall make monthly payments,
based on invoices received, for services satisfactorily performed, and
for authorized reimbursable costs incurred.
C.
Reimbursable Expenses. Transportation and
subsistence expenses claimed for reimbursement shall not exceed the

S:\CONTRACT\CurrentContracts\Rail\Julian Tree Care TP2125\Contract TP2125

8-5

rates authorized to be paid rank and file STATE employees under
current State Department of Personnel Administration (DPA) rules.
D.
Payment of Taxes. CONTRACTOR is solely responsible
for the payment of employment taxes incurred under this Contract and
any similar federal or state taxes.
E.
Retention. If this Contract is for the creation,
construction, alteration, repair or improvement of any public structure,
building, road or other improvement of any kind and the total
compensation payable under this Contract will exceed $5,000 (five
thousand dollars), five percent (5%) retention shall be withheld from
progress payments and released as provided by Public Contract Code
sections 9203 and 7107.
3.
TERM. The term of this Contract shall be through December 31,
2022.
4.
TERMINATION FOR CAUSE OR CONVENIENCE.
COMMISSION may terminate this Contract at any time by giving thirty
(30) days’ written notice to the CONTRACTOR. CONTRACTOR may
terminate this Contract for cause, after providing COMMISSION thirty
(30) days’ written notice and opportunity to cure, specifying in detail
the cause for termination.
5.
INDEMNIFICATION FOR DAMAGES, TAXES AND
CONTRIBUTIONS. To the fullest extent permitted by applicable law,
CONTRACTOR shall exonerate, indemnify, defend, and hold harmless
COMMISSION (which for the purpose of paragraphs 5 and 6 shall
include, without limitation, its officers, agents, employees and
volunteers) from and against:
A.
Any and all claims, demands, losses, damages, defense
costs, or liability of any kind or nature which COMMISSION may
sustain or incur or which may be imposed upon it as a result of, arising
out of, or in any manner connected with the CONTRACTOR’S
performance under the terms of this Contract, excepting any liability
arising out of the sole negligence of the COMMISSION. Such
indemnification includes any damage to the person(s), or property(ies)
of CONTRACTOR and third persons. Such obligations to defend, hold
harmless and indemnify the COMMISSION shall not apply to the extent
that such Liabilities are caused by the sole negligence, active
negligence, or willful misconduct of the COMMISSION.
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B.
Any and all Federal, State and Local taxes, charges, fees,
or contributions required to be paid with respect to CONTRACTOR and
CONTRACTOR’S officers, employees and agents engaged in the
performance of this Contract (including, without limitation,
unemployment insurance, social security and payroll tax withholding).
COMMISSION shall provide timely notice to CONTRACTOR of thirdparty claims relating to this Contract, as required by applicable law.
CONTRACTOR acknowledges that 31 U.S.C. Chap. 38 (Administrative
Remedies for False Claims and Statements) applies to CONTRACTOR’S
actions pertaining to this contract.
6.
INSURANCE. CONTRACTOR, at its sole cost and expense, for
the full term of this Contract (and any extensions thereof), shall obtain
and maintain, at minimum, compliance with all of the following
insurance coverage(s) and requirements. Such insurance coverage
shall be primary coverage as respects COMMISSION and any insurance
or self-insurance maintained by COMMISSION shall be considered in
excess of CONTRACTOR’S insurance coverage and shall not contribute
to it. If CONTRACTOR normally carries insurance in an amount greater
than the minimum amount required by the COMMISSION for this
Contract, that greater amount shall become the minimum required
amount of insurance for purposes of this Contract. Therefore,
CONTRACTOR hereby acknowledges and agrees that any and all
insurances carried by it shall be deemed liability coverage for any and
all actions it performs in connection with this Contract. Insurance is to
be obtained from insurers reasonably acceptable to the COMMISSION.
If CONTRACTOR utilizes one or more subcontractors in the
performance of this Contract, CONTRACTOR shall obtain and maintain
Contractor’s Protective Liability Insurance as to each subcontractor or
otherwise provide evidence of insurance coverage from each
subcontractor equivalent to that required of CONTRACTOR in this
contract, unless CONTRACTOR and COMMISSION both initial here:
/ ____.
A.

Types of Insurance and Minimum Limits

(1) Worker’s Compensation in the minimum
statutorily required coverage amounts. This insurance coverage shall
be required unless the CONTRACTOR has no employees and certifies to
this fact by initialing here:
/ ____.
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(2) Automobile Liability Insurance for each of
CONTRACTOR’S vehicles used in the performance of this Contract,
including owned, non-owned (e.g., owned by CONTRACTOR’S
employees), leased or hired vehicles, in the minimum amount of
$1,000,000 combined single limit per occurrence for bodily injury and
property damage. This insurance coverage is required unless the
CONTRACTOR does not drive a vehicle in conjunction with any part of
the performance of this Contract and CONTRACTOR and COMMISSION
both certify to this fact by initialing here
/ ____.
(3) Comprehensive or Commercial General Liability
Insurance coverage at least as broad as the most recent ISO form CG
00 01 or equivalent, with a minimum limit of $2,000,000 per
occurrence and $4,000,000 aggregate, including coverage for: (a)
products and completed operations; (b) bodily and personal injury, (c)
broad form property damage, (d) contractual liability, and (e) crossliability.
(4) Railroad Protective Liability insurance, or
equivalent Commercial General Liability Insurance that does not
exclude work on railroads, naming only SCCRTC and St. Paul & Pacific
Railway as the insured with a combined single limit of $2,000,000 per
occurrence with a $4,000,000 aggregate. If project approach includes
work on the railroad the CONTRACTOR and COMMISSION both certify
this fact by initialing here: ____/ ____.
B.

Other Insurance Provisions

(1) If any insurance coverage required in this
Contract is provided on a “Claims Made” rather than “Occurrence”
form, CONTRACTOR agrees that the retroactive date thereof shall be
no later than the date first written above (in the first paragraph on
page 1), and that it shall maintain the required coverage for a period
of three (3) years after the expiration of this Contract (hereinafter
“post Contract coverage”) and any extensions thereof. CONTRACTOR
may maintain the required post Contract coverage by renewal or
purchase of prior acts or tail coverage. This provision is contingent
upon post Contract coverage being both available and reasonably
affordable in relation to the coverage provided during the term of this
Contract. For purposes of interpreting this requirement, a cost not
exceeding 100% of the last annual policy premium during the term of
this Contract in order to purchase prior acts or tail coverage for post
Contract coverage shall be deemed to be reasonable.
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(2) All policies of Comprehensive or Commercial
General Liability Insurance shall be endorsed to cover the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission, its officials, employees,
agents and volunteers as additional insureds with respect to liability
arising out of the work or operations and activities performed by or on
behalf of CONTRACTOR, including materials, parts or equipment
furnished in connection with such work or operations. Endorsements
shall be at least as broad as ISO Form CG 20 10 11 85, or both CG 20
10 10 01 and CG 20 37 10 01, covering both ongoing operations and
products and completed operations.
(3) All required insurance policies shall be
endorsed to contain the following clause:
“This insurance shall not be canceled until after thirty (30) days’ prior
written notice (10 days for nonpayment of premium) has been given
to:
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Attn: Administrative Services Officer
1101 Pacific Avenue, Suite 250
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Should CONTRACTOR fail to obtain such an endorsement to any policy
required hereunder, CONTRACTOR shall be responsible to provide at
least thirty (30) days’ notice (10 days for nonpayment of premium) of
cancellation of such policy to the COMMISSION as a material term of
this Contract.
(4) CONTRACTOR agrees to provide its insurance
broker(s) with a full copy of these insurance provisions and provide
COMMISSION on or before the effective date of this Contract with
Certificates of Insurance and endorsements for all required coverages.
However, failure to obtain the required documents prior to the work
beginning shall not waive the CONTRACTOR’S obligation to provide
them. All Certificates of Insurance and endorsements shall be
delivered or sent to:
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Attn: Contract Coordinator
1101 Pacific Avenue, Suite 250
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
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Email: contracts@sccrtc.org
(5) CONTRACTOR hereby grants to COMMISSION a
waiver of any right of subrogation which any insurer of said
CONTRACTOR may acquire against the COMMISSION by virtue of the
payment of any loss under such insurance. CONTRACTOR agrees to
obtain any endorsement that may be necessary to affect this waiver of
subrogation, but this provision applies regardless of whether or not the
COMMISSION has received a waiver of subrogation endorsement from
the insurer.
(6) Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions.
CONTRACTOR shall disclose to and obtain the approval of
COMMISSION for the self-insured retentions and deductibles before
beginning any of the services or work called for by any term of this
Agreement. Further, if the CONTRACTOR’S insurance policy includes a
self-insured retention that must be paid by a named insured as a
precondition of the insurer’s liability, or which has the effect of
providing that payments of the self-insured retention by others,
including additional insureds or insurers do not serve to satisfy the
self- insured retention, such provisions must be modified by special
endorsement so as to not apply to the additional insured coverage
required by this agreement so as to not prevent any of the parties to
this agreement from satisfying or paying the self-insured retention
required to be paid as a precondition to the insurer’s liability.
Additionally, the certificates of insurance must note whether the policy
does or does not include any self-insured retention and also must
disclose the deductible.
7.
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. During the
performance of this contract, CONTRACTOR agrees as follows:
A.
CONTRACTOR shall not discriminate against any employee
or applicant for employment because of race, color, religion, sex,
sexual orientation, gender identity, or national origin. CONTRACTOR
shall take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed,
and that employees are treated during employment without regard to
their race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, or
national origin. Such action shall include, but not be limited to the
following: Employment, upgrading, demotion, or transfer; recruitment
or recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates of pay or other
forms of compensation; and selection for training, including
apprenticeship. CONTRACTOR agrees to post in conspicuous places,
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available to employees and applicants for employment, notices to be
provided setting forth the provisions of this nondiscrimination clause.
B.
CONTRACTOR shall, in all solicitations or advertisements
for employees placed by or on behalf of CONTRACTOR, state that all
qualified applicants will receive consideration for employment without
regard to race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity,
or national origin.
C.
CONTRACTOR shall not discharge or in any other manner
discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment
because such employee or applicant has inquired about, discussed, or
disclosed the compensation of the employee or applicant or another
employee or applicant. This provision shall not apply to instances in
which an employee who has access to the compensation information of
other employees or applicants as a part of such employee's essential
job functions discloses the compensation of such other employees or
applicants to individuals who do not otherwise have access to such
information, unless such disclosure is in response to a formal
complaint or charge, in furtherance of an investigation, proceeding,
hearing, or action, including an investigation conducted by the
employer, or is consistent with CONTRACTOR'S legal duty to furnish
information.
D.
CONTRACTOR shall send to each labor union or
representative of workers with which he has a collective bargaining
agreement or other contract or understanding, a notice to be provided
advising the said labor union or workers' representatives of
CONTRACTOR'S commitments under this section, and shall post copies
of the notice in conspicuous places available to employees and
applicants for employment.
E.
CONTRACTOR shall comply with all provisions of Executive
Order 11246 of September 24, 1965, and of the rules, regulations, and
relevant orders of the Secretary of Labor.
F.
CONTRACTOR shall furnish all information and reports
required by Executive Order 11246 of September 24, 1965, and by
rules, regulations, and orders of the Secretary of Labor, or pursuant
thereto, and shall permit access to his books, records, and accounts by
any federal agency administering a federally assisted construction
contracts program as defined pursuant to 41 CFR § 60-1.3 (hereinafter
the “administering agency”) and the Secretary of Labor for purposes of
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investigation to ascertain compliance with such rules, regulations, and
orders.
G.
In the event of CONTRACTOR'S noncompliance with the
nondiscrimination clauses of this contract or with any of the said rules,
regulations, or orders, this contract may be canceled, terminated, or
suspended in whole or in part and CONTRACTOR may be declared
ineligible for further Government contracts or federally assisted
construction contracts in accordance with procedures authorized in
Executive Order 11246 of September 24, 1965, and such other
sanctions may be imposed and remedies invoked as provided in
Executive Order 11246 of September 24, 1965, or by rule, regulation,
or order of the Secretary of Labor, or as otherwise provided by law.
H.
CONTRACTOR shall include the portion of the sentence
immediately preceding paragraph (A) and the provisions of paragraphs
(A) through (H) in every subcontract or purchase order unless
exempted by rules, regulations, or orders of the Secretary of Labor
issued pursuant to section 204 of Executive Order 11246 of September
24, 1965, so that such provisions will be binding upon each
subcontractor or vendor. CONTRACTOR shall take such action with
respect to any subcontract or purchase order as the administering
agency may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions, including
sanctions for noncompliance. Provided, however, that in the event a
contractor becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a
subcontractor or vendor as a result of such direction by the
administering agency, CONTRACTOR may request the United States to
enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United States.
8.
INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR STATUS. CONTRACTOR and
COMMISSION have reviewed and considered the principal test and
secondary factors below and agree that CONTRACTOR is an
independent contractor and not an employee of COMMISSION.
CONTRACTOR is responsible for all insurance (workers compensation,
unemployment, etc.) and all payroll related taxes. CONTRACTOR is
not entitled to any employee benefits. COMMISSION agrees that
CONTRACTOR shall have the right to control the manner and means of
accomplishing the result contracted for herein.
PRINCIPAL TEST: The CONTRACTOR rather than COMMISSION
has the right to control the manner and means of accomplishing the
result contracted for.
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SECONDARY FACTORS: (a) The extent of control which, by
agreement, COMMISSION may exercise over the details of the work is
slight rather than substantial; (b) CONTRACTOR is engaged in a
distinct occupation or business; (c) In the locality, the work to be done
by CONTRACTOR is usually done by a specialist without supervision,
rather than under the direction of an employer; (d) The skill required
in the particular occupation is substantial rather than slight; (e) The
CONTRACTOR rather than the COMMISSION supplies the
instrumentalities, tools and work place; (f) The length of time for
which CONTRACTOR is engaged is of limited duration rather than
indefinite; (g) The method of payment of CONTRACTOR is by the job
rather than by the time; (h) The work is part of a special or permissive
activity, program, or project, rather than part of the regular business
of COMMISSION; (i) CONTRACTOR and COMMISSION believe they are
creating an independent contractor relationship rather than an
employer-employee relationship; and (j) The COMMISSION conducts
public business.
It is recognized that it is not necessary that all secondary factors
support creation of an independent contractor relationship, but rather
that overall there are significant secondary factors that indicate that
CONTRACTOR is an independent contractor.
By their signatures on this Contract, each of the undersigned
certifies that it is his or her considered judgment that the
CONTRACTOR engaged under this Contract is in fact an independent
contractor.
9.
SUBCONTRACTING. CONTRACTOR shall not subcontract any
portion of the performance contemplated and provided for herein
without prior written approval of the COMMISSION. Where written
approval is granted by the COMMISSION, CONTRACTOR shall
supervise all work subcontracted by CONTRACTOR in performing the
Services; shall be responsible for all work performed by a
subcontractor as if CONTRACTOR itself had performed such work; the
subcontracting of any work to subcontractors shall not relieve
CONTRACTOR from any of its obligations under this Contract with
respect to the Services; and CONTRACTOR is obligated to ensure that
any and all subcontractors performing any Services shall be fully
insured in all respects and to the same extent as set forth under
Section 6, to COMMISSION’s satisfaction.
10. RIGHT OF ENTRY AGREEMENT. CONTRACTOR shall obtain a
right of entry agreement with St. Paul & Pacific Railway (SPPR) in
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which 30-45 days are needed for SPPR to process this request. SPPR
guidelines for obtaining a right of entry agreement are included as
Exhibit C.
11. SAFETY TRAINING. CONTRACTOR agrees to abide by all
safety laws, regulations and requirements associated with working on
and in the vicinity of a railroad track, and all conditions of entry that
may be required by St. Paul & Pacific Railway to avoid interference
with its rights, including but not limited to all terms and conditions set
forth in the attached Exhibit C, incorporated herein. CONTRACTOR,
subcontractors, and/or authorized agents shall be required to complete
the railroad safety training prior to commencing work within the right
of way.
12. NONASSIGNMENT. CONTRACTOR shall not assign the Contract
without the prior written consent of the COMMISSION.
13. ACKNOWLEDGMENT. CONTRACTOR shall acknowledge in all
reports and literature that the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission has provided funding to the CONTRACTOR.
14. RETENTION AND AUDIT OF RECORDS. CONTRACTOR shall
retain records pertinent to this Contract for a period of not less than
five (5) years after final payment under this Contract or until a final
audit report is accepted by COMMISSION, whichever occurs first.
CONTRACTOR hereby agrees to be subject to the examination and
audit by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission,
the Auditor General of the State of California, or the designee of either
for a period of five (5) years after final payment under this Contract.
All reports, data, maps, models, charts, studies, surveys, photographs,
memoranda, plans, studies, specifications, records, files, or any other
documents or materials, in electronic or any other form, that
CONTRACTOR prepares or obtains in accordance with this Agreement
and that relate to the matters covered under the terms of this Contract
shall be the property of the COMMISSION.
During the term of this Agreement, either party (the “Disclosing
Party”) may disclose confidential, proprietary or trade secret
information (the “Information”), to the other party (the “Receiving
Party”). The Receiving Party shall hold the Disclosing Party’s
Information in confidence and shall take all reasonable steps to
prevent any unauthorized possession, use, copying, transfer or
disclosure of such Information. CONTRACTOR understands that
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COMMISSION is a public agency and is subject to the laws that may
compel it to disclose information about CONTRACTOR’S business.
15. PRESENTATION OF CLAIMS. Presentation and processing of
any or all claims arising out of or related to this Contract shall be made
in accordance with the provisions contained in Chapter 1.05 of the
Santa Cruz County Code, which by this reference is incorporated
herein.
16. ATTORNEY’S FEE. If a Party to this Contract brings any action,
including an action for declaratory relief, to enforce or interpret the
provision of this Contract, the prevailing Party shall be entitled to
reasonable attorneys’ fees in addition to any other relief to which that
Party may be entitled. The court may set such fees in the same action
or in a separate action brought for that purpose.
17. VENUE. In the event that either Party brings any action against
the other under this Contract, the Parties agree that trial of such
action shall be vested exclusively in the state courts of California in the
County of Santa Cruz or in the United States District Court for the
Northern District of California.
18. ATTACHMENTS. This Contract includes the following
attachments:
Exhibit A: Scope of Services
Exhibit B: Bidder’s Cost Proposal
Exhibit C: St. Paul & Pacific Railway Right of Entry Agreement and
Guidelines
19. PREVAILING WAGE. This contract is subject to the Prevailing
Wage provisions and provisions relating to certified payroll records and
apprenticeship of the Labor Code of California and Department of
Industrial Relations regulations. There shall be paid to each worker of
the CONTRACTOR, or any of his subcontractors engaged in work on
the project, not less than the prevailing wage rate regardless of any
contractual relationship that may be alleged to exist between
CONTRACTOR or subcontractor of such worker. Holiday and overtime
work, when permitted by law, shall be paid at a rate of at least one
and one-half (1 ½) times the above specified rate of per diem wages,
unless otherwise specified. Non-compliance during the term of the
contract will be considered a material breach and may result in
termination of the Agreement or pursuit of other legal or
administrative remedies. To the fullest extent permitted by law,
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CONTRACTOR shall indemnify and hold COMMISSION harmless against
any claims, or demands, or liability arising from failure to comply with
all applicable requirements under the Prevailing Wage and related
requirements.
20. LICENSE, REGISTRATION, AND CSLB NOTICE.
CONTRACTOR shall maintain all required licenses throughout the term
of this Contract. CONTRACTOR shall be registered with the
Department of Industrial Relations pursuant to Labor Code section
1725.5. NOTICE: CONTRACTOR IS required by law to be licensed
and regulated by CONTRACTOR’S State License Board which has
jurisdiction to investigate complaints against contractors if a complaint
regarding a patent act or omission is filed within four years of the date
of the alleged violation. A complaint regarding a latent act or omission
pertaining to structural defects must be filed within 10 years of the
date of the alleged violation. Any questions concerning a contractor
may be referred to the Registrar, Contractors’ State License Board,
P.O. Box 26000, Sacramento, California 95826.
21. WARRANTY. In addition to any and all warranties provided or
implied by law or public policy, CONTRACTOR warrants that all
Services (including but not limited to all equipment and materials
supplied in connection therewith) shall be free from defects in design
and workmanship, and that CONTRACTOR shall perform all Services in
accordance with all applicable engineering, construction and other
codes and standards, and with the degree of high professional skill
normally exercised by or expected from recognized professional firms
engaged in the practice of supplying services of a nature similar to the
Services in question. CONTRACTOR further warrants that, in addition
to furnishing all tools, equipment and supplies customarily required for
performance of work, CONTRACTOR shall furnish personnel with the
training, experience and physical ability, as well as adequate
supervision, required to perform the Services in accordance with the
preceding standards and the other requirements of this Contract. In
addition to all other rights and remedies which COMMISSION may
have, COMMISSION shall have the right to require, and CONTRACTOR
shall be obligated at its own expense to perform, all further services
which may be required to correct any deficiencies which result from
Contractor’s failure to perform any Services in accordance with the
standards required by this Contract. Moreover, if, during the term of
this Contract (or during the one (1) year period following the term
hereof), any equipment, goods or other materials or Services used or
provided by CONTRACTOR under this Contract fail due to defects in
material and/or workmanship or other breach of this Contract,
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CONTRACTOR shall, upon any reasonable notice from COMMISSION,
replace or repair the same to COMMISSION's satisfaction. Unless
otherwise expressly permitted, all materials and supplies to be used by
CONTRACTOR in the performance of the Services shall be new and
best of kind. Contractor hereby assigns to City all additional
warranties, extended warranties, or benefits like warranties, such as
insurance, provided by or reasonably obtainable from suppliers of
equipment and material used in the Services.
22. INTEGRATION; INCORPORATION. This Contract, including
all the exhibits attached hereto, represents the entire and integrated
agreement between COMMISSION and CONTRACTOR and supersedes
all prior negotiations, representations, or agreements, either written or
oral. All exhibits attached hereto are incorporated by reference herein.
23. SEVERABILITY. If a court of competent jurisdiction finds or
rules that any provision of this Contract is invalid, void, or
unenforceable, the provisions of this Contract not so adjudged shall
remain in full force and effect.
24. MISCELLANEOUS. This written Contract, along with any
attachments, is the full and complete integration of the parties’
agreement forming the basis for this Contract. The parties agree that
this written Contract supersedes any previous written or oral
agreements between the parties, and any modifications to this
Contract must be made in a written document signed by all parties.
The unenforceability, invalidity or illegality of any provision(s) of this
Contract shall not render the other provisions unenforceable, invalid or
illegal. Waiver by any part of any portion of this Contract shall not
constitute a waiver of any other portion thereof. Any arbitration,
mediation, or litigation arising out of this Contract shall occur only in
the County of Santa Cruz, notwithstanding the fact that one of the
contracting parties may reside outside of the County of Santa Cruz.
This Contract shall be governed by, and interpreted in accordance
with, California law.
25. COUNTERPARTS. This Agreement may be executed in multiple
counterparts, each of which shall be an original and all of which
together shall constitute one agreement.
The Parties have executed this Contract as of the date signed by the
COMMISSION.
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SIGNATURE PAGE
Contract No. 2145
INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT
CONSTRUCTION BY INFORMAL BIDDING
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands the
day and year first above written.
1. CONTRACTOR:

2. SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION:

By
Julian Cabrera
Owner

By
Guy Preston
Executive Director

Date

Date

Julian Tree Care, Inc.
561 Juliga Woods Street
Richmond, CA 94804
(510) 256-7009
Juliantreecare@gmail.com
3.APPROVED AS TO FORM:

4. APPROVED AS TO INSURANCE:

By
Steve Mattas
RTC Council

By
Yesenia Parra
RTC Administrative Services Officer

Date

Date

Distribution:
RTC Administrative Services Officer, RTC Contract Manager,
CONTRACTOR
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EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES
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EXHIBIT B
RATE SHEET
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EXHIBIT C
ST. PAUL & PACIFIC RAILWAY RIGHT OF ENTRY
AGREEMENT AND GUIDELINES
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission/Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner

RE:

Transportation Network Companies (TNC) Access for All Access Fund
Administrator

RECOMMENDATION
RTC staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) adopt
the attached resolution authorizing the RTC to serve as the Local Access Fund
Administrator for the Transportation Network Companies (TNC) Access for All
Program to improve the accessibility of transportation for persons with disabilities in
Santa Cruz County and authorizing the Executive Director to enter into the
necessary documents with the California Public Utilities Commission.

BACKGROUND
The California Public Utilities Commission created the TNC Access for All Program to
implement Senate Bill (SB) 1376 (Hill: 2018) which directed the Commission to
establish a program relating to accessibility for persons with disabilities, including
wheelchair users who need a wheelchair accessible vehicle (WAV).
The California Public Utilities Commission made Decision 19-06-033 which requires
transportation network companies (such as Uber and Lyft) to collect an “access fee”
in the amount of $0.10 from each completed TNC trip, and defined geographic
areas as individual counties for the purpose of fee collection and redistribution to
“access providers” that establish on-demand transportation programs to meet the
needs of persons with disabilities.
In Decision 20-03-007, the California Public Utilities Commission authorized Local
Access Fund Administrators (LAFAs) to develop WAV programs locally, using Access
Fund moneys collected by the Commission, and tasked the Consumer Protection
and Enforcement Division to develop program rules for the selection of LAFAs,
disbursement of funds, and compliance with data reporting.

DISCUSSION
Access Fund Administrators are to assist the CPUC’s Consumer Protection and
Enforcement Division (CPED) by administering the local wheelchair accessible
vehicle (WAV) program, and by contracting with and obligating available funds to
eligible Access Providers. Access Providers are organizations or entities that directly
provide, or contract with a separate organization or entity to provide, on-demand
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transportation to meet the needs of persons with disabilities, including individuals
who need access to a WAV.
Decision 20-03-007 limits the entities that may serve as AFAs to metropolitan
planning organizations (MPOs), regional transportation planning agencies (RTPAs),
and county transportation commissions (CTCs). For multi-county MPOs like AMBAG,
MTC, SACOG, and SCAG, the individual RTPA or local CTC with jurisdiction over
each member county shall be eligible to apply as a AFA for that geographic area if
the MPO declines to apply. AMBAG notified RTC staff that they have declined to
apply to be an AFA for our region. The RTC is the only entity that can assume the
role of Access Fund Administrator in Santa Cruz County. If the RTC chose not to
assume this role, the State would create a program on the RTC’s behalf. This would
likely lead to a program that does not meet the specific needs of our community as
they would create one program for all geographic regions that choose not to take
on the role of Access Fund Administrator. Ensuring accessible on demand WAV ride
share services is also listed as a high need on the 2022 Final Unmet Transit and
Paratransit needs list approved at the May 2022 RTC meeting.
Upon approval to serve as the Access Fund Administrator, the RTC would develop a
program in compliance with the guidelines set out by the CPUC and with
consultation from the Elderly and Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee
(E&D TAC). It is anticipated that the approved Local Access Fund Administrators
would be notified in July 2022 and the first fund distribution would occur in
September 2022.
Approved AFAs will be required to establish a process for Access Provider
solicitation; select, contract with and obligate available funds to eligible Access
Providers by July 1, 2023, as outlined in the Program Requirements (Attachment
1); and begin obligating Access Fund moneys to selected Access Providers by July 1
of the following year on an annual basis. AFAs shall continue to obligate Access
Fund moneys to selected Access Providers annually until all Access Funds have
been liquidated.

FISCAL IMPACT
The current available funds for Funding Year 22-23 (Attachment 2) is $134,239
which includes a carryover of Funding Year 21–22 funds in the amount of $96,717.
Of the amount allocated, up to 15% can be used for administration of the program.
These funds are subject to change each funding year depending on the number of
TNC rides taken in Santa Cruz County.
Serving as a TNC Access for All AFA will add work to the RTC and impact RTC
resources. The 15% of funds available for administration is designed to address
that impact. However, depending on the funds that are generated, that 15% may
not always cover the impact of RTC resources. The RTC has other funds which can
be used to cover any fiscal impacts not covered by the 15% allowance. RTC staff
would include the needed resources for the program as part of the RTC’s annual
budget and would identify when the program funds are insufficient to cover the cost
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of administering the program. The FY 2022-23 Budget Amendment includes the
budget for this program.

SUMMARY
Staff recommends that the RTC approve serving as the Access Fund Administrator
for the TNC Access for All Program in Santa Cruz County to meet the unmet need to
provide on-demand transportation service for persons with disabilities, including
persons who need a wheelchair-accessible vehicle.
Attachments:
1. Resolution approving to serve as an AFA
2. TNC Access For All Program Overview & Requirements for Access Fund
Administrators
3. AFA Program Notice of Funding Availability 22-23 Funding Year

I:\E&DTAC\TNC ACCESS FOR ALL\RTC SR\TNC AFA SR.DOCX
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Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO.

Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of
duly seconded by
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF THE CERTIFICATION TO
SERVE AS THE LOCAL ACCESS FUND ADMINISTRATOR (LAFA) FOR THE ACCESS FOR ALL
PROGRAM FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
WHEREAS, the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission is an eligible
Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) and may receive state funding from the
Access For All Program to administer a funding program for local Access Providers for
on-demand wheelchair accessible vehicle (WAV) transportation projects; and
WHEREAS, the statutes related to state-funded transit projects require a local or
regional administering agency to abide by various regulations; and
WHEREAS, Senate Bill 1376 (2018) designated the California Public Utilities Commission
(Commission) as the administrative agency for the Access For All Program; and
WHEREAS, the Commission has developed the Access for All Program Overview &
Requirements for Access Fund Administrators (AFAs), for the purpose of selecting Local
AFAs (LAFAs), and administering and distributing Access Funds to eligible local Access
Providers of on-demand WAV transportation; and
WHEREAS, the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission authorizes the
Executive Director, to execute required documents and any amendments thereto.
WHEREAS, the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission wishes to serve as
the LAFA for the county of Santa Cruz.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission that as the Access Fund recipient agrees to comply with
all conditions and requirements set forth in the Certification document and applicable
statutes, regulations, and Program Requirements for the Access for All Program.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s Executive Director is authorized to execute all required
documents of the Program and any amendments thereto with the Commission.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission that it hereby authorizes the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission to serve as the LAFA of the Access for All Program for
the county of Santa Cruz.
PASSED AND ADOPTED BY the governing board of the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission on this 16th day of June 2022.
AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS
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ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS

____________________________
Sandy Brown, Chair
ATTEST:
____________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Distribution: RTC Fiscal
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Attachment 2

Consumer Protection and
Enforcement Division

TNC ACCESS FOR
ALL PROGRAM

Program Overview &
Requirements for Access Fund
Administrators (AFAs)
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PROGRAM OVERVIEW
Authority and Purpose
The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC or Commission) created the transportation
network company (TNC) Access for All Program to implement Senate Bill (SB) 1376 (Hill: 2018),
which directed the Commission to establish a program relating to the accessibility of TNC
services for persons with disabilities, including wheelchair users who need a wheelchairaccessible vehicle (WAV). 1
The purpose of the TNC Access for All Program is to incentivize the expansion and availability of
on-demand transportation service for people with disabilities statewide. This document is the
Access for All Program Overview & Requirements (“Program Requirements”) for Access Fund
Administrators (AFAs). Consistent with D.21-03-005, the term AFA is used to generally refer to
both the Local Access Fund Administrators (LAFAs) and the Statewide Access Fund
Administrator (SAFA) unless noted otherwise. This document specifies the Commission’s
procedures for selecting LAFAs; the operational, fiscal, and reporting requirements for entities
serving as an AFA; and the requirements for Access Providers chosen to provide on-demand
transportation to meet the needs of persons with disabilities.

History and Structure
In early 2019, the Commission opened order instituting rulemaking (OIR) R.19-02-012 to
address the issues related to the implementation of SB 1376. The rulemaking is currently
divided into four tracks:
•

•

•

•

1

Track 1 (D.19-06-033) – set the Access Fee amount of $0.10 to be collected from each
completed TNC trip and defined geographic areas as individual counties for the
purpose of fee collection and redistribution (58 in total).
Track 2 (D.20-03-007) – established the offset and exemption requirements and
process; response time standards and other criteria for TNCs; and defined and
identified eligible entities to serve as Local Access Fund Administrators (LAFAs).
Track 3 (D.21-03-005) – defined “on-demand” as it relates to WAVs; adjusted metrics
for TNCs’ offset eligibility; set requirements for Access Providers and local and
statewide AFAs; and addressed other accessibility issues.
Track 4 (D.21-11-004) – refined requirements for TNCs to be eligible for Offsets and
Exemptions; modified eligibility requirements for Access Providers; clarified eligible
WAV expenses must exclude WAV fare revenues received by TNCs; identified
additional accessibility issues to be addressed in this proceeding; defined “Community
WAV demand” for Annual Benchmarks Report; and modified CPED’s reporting
schedule. .

California Public Utilities Code §5440.5 (a)(1).
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The Access for All Program provides two mechanisms to meet the statute’s overall goal of
expanding and improving on-demand WAV transportation service in California: one through
TNCs’ investments, and the other through local Access Providers. In the first mechanism, TNCs
invest Access Fee revenue to expand or improve on-demand WAV service in each county or
geographic area. In return, they can file offset requests on a quarterly basis with the
Commission. Approval of their request allows the TNCs to keep some of the Access Fee revenue
they collect, equal to the amount they invest in WAV service in a particular county in a
particular quarter, so long as the WAV service meets performance requirements set by the
Commission. This part of the Program is already being implemented via the Commission’s
advice letter process.
In the second mechanism, the Commission sets aside the remaining moneys (not claimed by
TNCs in the offset process) in a fund called the Access Fund. These funds can then be
distributed to local Access Providers through AFAs. Access Providers are identified by AFAs as
providers that are able to provide WAV service similar to that of TNCs but require additional
financial resources to do so. In Track 2, the Commission concluded that local transportation
planning agencies (Metropolitan Planning Organizations; Regional Transportation Planning
Agencies; and County Transportation Commissions) are best equipped and positioned to
administer the Access Fund at the local level. The Commission recognizes that these transit
agencies may choose not to apply or may not qualify to be an AFA, or that selected transit
agencies will not cover all geographic areas of the state. Therefore, the Commission set forth a
parallel process for Commission staff to solicit and retain an independent entity to act as a
Statewide Access Fund Administrator (SAFA), which may be a private or non-profit entity to
serve as the AFA in geographic areas where there is no selected AFA. Consequently, the
Commission delegated AFAs the role of distributing funds to Access Providers in each county.

Access Fee and Access Fund
In Track 1 of Decision D.19-06-033, the Commission required TNCs2 to collect an “Access Fee” in
the amount of $0.10 for each TNC trip 3 and to remit the total fees collected to the Commission
on a per geographic area 4 and quarterly basis beginning the third quarter of 2019.
The fees collected from TNCs are then deposited in the Commission’s TNC Access for All Fund
(“Access Fund”) for distribution to Access Providers that establish on-demand transportation
programs or partnerships to meet the mobility needs of persons with disabilities, including
individuals who need a WAV, in each geographic area. TNCs may “offset” the fees due to the

“Transportation Network Company” means an organization, including, but not limited to, a corporation, limited
liability company, partnership, sole proprietor, or any other entity, operating in California that provides
prearranged transportation services for compensation using an online-enabled application or platform to connect
passengers with driver using a personal vehicle. See California Public Utilities Code §5431(c).
3
See Commission Decision D.19-06-033.
4
Commission Rulemaking R.19-02-012 designated each county in California as a geographic area.
2
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Commission by the amounts they spend quarterly to improve WAV service in each geographic
area, so long as they meet certain requirements set by the Commission. 5

Access Fund Administrators (AFAs)
Consistent with D.21-03-005, the term AFA is used to generally refer to both the Local Access
Fund Administrators (LAFA) and the Statewide Access Fund Administrator (SAFA) unless noted
otherwise. In Track 2 (Decision D.20-03-007), the Commission authorized Access Fund
Administrators (AFAs), 6 to develop local WAV programs using Access Fund moneys collected by
the Commission. D.20-03-007 also tasked CPUC’s Consumer Protection and Enforcement
Division (CPED) with developing these Program Requirements for: the selection of LAFAs; AFAs’
disbursement of funds; and AFA compliance with data reporting requirements. AFAs are to
assist CPED by administering the local WAV program, and by contracting with and obligating
available funds to eligible Access Providers. Access Providers 7 are organizations or entities that
directly provide, or contract with a separate organization or entity to provide, on-demand
transportation to meet the needs of persons with disabilities, 8 including individuals who need
access to a WAV.

Eligibility to Serve as a LAFA
Decision D.20-03-007 limits the entities that may serve as LAFAs to metropolitan planning
organizations (MPOs), regional transportation planning agencies (RTPAs), and county
transportation commissions (CTCs). Currently, there are 18 MPOs and 21 RTPAs, covering
California’s 58 counties, as shown in Table 1 below. Other than AMBAG, 9 MTC, 10 SACOG, 11 and
SCAG, 12 the CTCs, RTPAs, and MPOs are all single-county entities. Moreover, except for El
Dorado and Placer counties, no county spans more than one MPO or RTPA. 13 For multi-county
MPOs like AMBAG, MTC, SACOG, and SCAG, the individual RTPA or local CTC with jurisdiction
over each member county shall be eligible to apply as a LAFA for that geographic area if the
MPO declines to apply.

See Commission Decision D.20-03-007.
See Commission Decision D.21-03-005.
7
See Commission Decision D.21-11-004 Ordering Paragraph 12 for eligibility requirements.
8
California Public Utilities Code §5431.5 (a).
9
AMBAG (Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments) consists of 3 counties: Monterey, San Benito and Santa
Cruz.
10
MTC (Metropolitan Transportation Commission) consists of 9 counties: Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San
Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Solano and Sonoma.
11
SACOG (Sacramento Area Council of Governments) consists of 6 counties: El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter,
Yolo and Yuba.
12
SCAG (Southern California Association of Governments) consists of 6 counties: Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange,
Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura.
13
The only exceptions are El Dorado and Placer Counties. Most of these two areas are under the jurisdiction of the
Sacramento Area Council of Governments while small portions are under the Tahoe Metropolitan Planning
Organization (TMPO) of Nevada.
5
6
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Each geographic area may only be served by a single LAFA (geographic areas not served by a
LAFA shall be served by the SAFA). In the event overlapping eligible entities apply to become a
LAFA for the same area, the MPO will be given preferential consideration, followed by the
county-level RTPA or CTC. Furthermore, Access Fees collected in one county must stay in that
county. As such, if an MPO representing multiple counties is selected as a LAFA, current
program rules require the MPO to ensure county-level expenditures do not exceed county-level
fund balances.
Given the discrete number of eligible entities, the entities listed below are considered
“conditionally selected” as a LAFA, contingent upon their agreement to accept and fulfill the
requirements established by the Commission for LAFAs in a process described in this Program
Requirements document.
Table 1: Entities Conditionally Selected as LAFAs

Entity Name

Entity Type

Geographic Areas Covered

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
(AMBAG)

MPO

Monterey, San Benito, Santa Cruz

Butte County Association of Governments (BCAG)
Fresno Council of Governments (FresnoCOG)
Kern Council of Governments (KCOG)
Kings County Association of Governments (KCAG)

MPO, RTPA
MPO, RTPA
MPO, RTPA
MPO, RTPA

Butte
Fresno
Kern
Kings

Madera County Transportation Commission
(Madera CTC)
Merced County Association of Governments
(MCAG)

MPO, RTPA

Madera

MPO, RTPA

Merced

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)

MPO, RTPA

Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa,
San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara,
Solano, Sonoma

Sacramento Area Council of Governments
(SACOG)

MPO, RTPA

El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter,
Yolo, Yuba

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG)

MPO, RTPA
MPO, RTPA

San Diego
San Joaquin

San Luis Obispo Council of Governments
(SLOCOG)
Santa Barbara County Association of Governments
(SBCAG)
Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning
Agency (SCRTPA)
Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG)
Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG)

MPO, RTPA

San Luis Obispo

MPO, RTPA

Santa Barbara

MPO, RTPA

Shasta

MPO, RTPA
MPO, RTPA

Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange,
Riverside, San Bernardino, Ventura
Stanislaus

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA)

MPO, RTPA

Parts of El Dorado and Placer

Tulare County Association of Governments (TCAG)

MPO, RTPA

Tulare
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Entity Name

Entity Type

Geographic Areas Covered

Calaveras County COG

RTPA

Calaveras

Humboldt County Association of Governments
Lake County Area Planning Council
Mendocino COG

RTPA
RTPA
RTPA

Humboldt
Lake
Mendocino

Tuolumne County Transportation Council

RTPA

Tuolumne

Del Norte Local Transportation Commission (LTC)

RTPA

Del Norte

Modoc CTC

RTPA

Modoc

Siskiyou County LTC

RTPA

Siskiyou

Tehama County LTC

RTPA

Tehama

Trinity County LTC

RTPA

Trinity

Nevada CTC
Inyo County LTC

RTPA
RTPA

Nevada
Inyo

Mono LTC

RTPA

Mono

Alpine LTC

RTPA

Alpine

Amador CTC

RTPA

Amador

Mariposa LTC

RTPA

Mariposa

Sierra LTC

RTPA

Sierra

Plumas CTC

RTPA

Plumas

Colusa CTC

RTPA

Colusa

Lassen CTC

RTPA

Lassen

Glenn CTC

RTPA

Glenn

Summary of Roles and Responsibilities of an AFA
The primary role of an AFA is to administer the Access for All Program in the geographic area(s)
within its jurisdiction. Specifically, Decision D.20-03-007 tasks AFAs with developing local WAV
programs and contracting with and obligating available funds to eligible Access Providers in
accordance with criteria adopted by the Commission and outlined in these Program
Requirements. An AFA has the following responsibilities:
1. Submit an application to the Commission certifying that Access Fund moneys will be
obligated and liquidated in accordance with the requirements established by the CPUC
2. Submit an Affidavit certifying all is true and correct under penalty of perjury and
agreeing to be subject to the CPUC rules and jurisdiction
3. Establish a process for Access Provider solicitation
4. Select Access Providers to receive Access Fund moneys based on criteria adopted by the
Commission and outlined in these Program Requirements
5. Obligate available Access Fund moneys to selected Access Providers
6. Submit a Consolidated Quarterly Report to the Commission in a format specified by
CPED based on the Quarterly Reports submitted to the AFA by Access Providers
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7. Submit annual and other quarterly reports to ensure that progress is made toward the
broader goals and objectives of the program and SB 1376 (see ANNUAL PHASE VI –
REPORTING OBLIGATIONS (Recurring and Ongoing))

Anticipated Program Funding Schedule
The Access for All funding cycle is divided into six annual phases, which are discussed
individually in detail in the following sections.
Phase I – Access Fund Balance Notification anticipated by January 30 each year: Commission
Staff will provide a Notice of Funding Availability of Access Fund balances by geographic area to
all AFAs and posted here by January 30 each year.
Phase II – LAFA Application Submission due by May 3, 2021 and April 1 for following years:
Each eligible entity shall review the Program Requirements and certify that it agrees to follow
them throughout the duration of its role as a LAFA. This certification process is only required
once for each LAFA; each year, new LAFAs must make this certification by May 3, 2021 and April
1 for the following years for new applicants not already established as a LAFA.
Phase III – LAFA Application Review and Award anticipated by July 1 each year: Each year, CPUC
is required to approve LAFAs by July 1. Only eligible entities that are not already LAFAs are
required to submit application materials; currently approved and active LAFAs must only
confirm to CPED (email to TNCAccess@cpuc.ca.gov) by April 1 that they intend to continue as a
LAFA into the next funding year. Once LAFAs are awarded, each LAFA will be required to sign a
Consent Form agreeing to the terms stated in the Commission Resolution. In addition, the LAFA
must obtain an approval from its governing board via a resolution authorizing the execution of
the certification to serve as the LAFA. The Consent Form must be emailed to CPUC staff within
15 days of Resolution approval. A signed form must be received for CPUC staff to initiate the
distribution process of Access Funds to the LAFA. LAFAs’ Board Resolution must also be
submitted 15 days after Commission Resolution approving the LAFA to avoid any delay in the
distribution of funding by September 30. If the Board Resolution is submitted after the 15 days,
the LAFA may not receive funding until after September 30. See Appendix C: 2022 Funding Year
Calendar for the due date.
Phase IV – Fund Distribution to AFAs anticipated by September 30 each year: After the
Commission approves the LAFA’s application and receives the signed Consent Form and Board
Resolution, Staff will distribute the approved funding to each LAFA. The entire process is
expected to be complete at the end of September; however, if LAFAs’ Board Resolutions are
received later than 15 days after Commission approval, funding distribution may not occur by
September 30. The SAFA should expect to receive funding by September 30 annually; however,
if conditionally approved LAFAs are delayed in submitting their Board Resolution, a portion of
the SAFA’s funding may be delayed. Funds will continue to be distributed on an annual basis to
AFAs until revenues collected through the program sunset date have been distributed.
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Phase V – Access Program Development and Implementation: Approved AFAs will be required
to establish a process for Access Provider solicitation; select, contract with and obligate
available funds to eligible Access Providers by July 1 as outlined in these Program
Requirements; and, begin obligating Access Fund moneys to selected Access Providers by July 1
(the following year) on an annual basis. AFAs shall continue to obligate Access Fund moneys to
selected Access Providers annually until all Access Funds have been liquidated.
Phase VI – Reporting Requirements:
Quarterly (by February 15, May 15, August 15, and November 15). On a quarterly basis,
starting November 15, 2021, AFAs are required to report administrative cost expenditures and
a progress report on engagement efforts with disability communities and Access Provider
solicitation. Starting November 15, 2022 and on a quarterly basis thereafter, AFAs must also
submit Access Provider performance reports, the amounts of funds obligated, and any
challenges encountered as well as plans to address those challenges.
Annually (by September 30). In addition to the quarterly reports, AFAs are required to submit
annually: a self-assessment describing their program’s progress, including its process to solicit
Access Providers and a link to the AFA’s website displaying a list of approved Access Providers
and information about the local Program.
Overall Anticipated Process Timeline
A detailed timeline can be found in Appendix B: 2021 Funding Year Calendar and Appendix C:
2022 Funding Year Calendar. 14

Statewide Access Fund Administrator (SAFA)
For geographic areas where no LAFA is selected, Decision D.20-03-007 authorizes Commission
Staff to retain an independent entity to act as the Statewide Access Fund Administrator (SAFA),
which can be a private or non-profit entity or other state agency. These Program Requirements
apply to the SAFA where specifically identified and where the requirements apply to all AFAs.

ANNUAL PHASE I – ACCESS FUND BALANCE NOTIFICATION (anticipated
by end of January)
Allocation of Funds
CPUC will allocate Access Fund moneys annually 15 in each geographic area proportional to the
percent of the fees originating in that geographic area. This means that the available funds by
geographic area will fluctuate by quarter depending on the total amount of Access Fees ($0.10
per TNC trip) collected from each geographic area and the offset amounts requested by TNCs
and approved for that area.
Note that Table 3 outlines the funding source for each Funding Year.
California Public Utilities Code §5440.5 (1)(F). Multi-year funding cycle will be considered in a subsequent
decision.
14
15
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Access Fees collected in one county shall remain in that county throughout the Program. For
example, if County A’s share of the total Access Fees collected in Q3 2019 is 10%, then County A
shall be allocated 10% of the total available Access Fund balance (total Access Fee collected less
offsets) in Q3 2019, up to the total Access Fees collected in that county. If County A’s share
decreases to 5% in the following quarter, then its share of the available funds for that quarter
shall also be 5%. County A’s share of the available funds in each of the four consecutive
quarters will then be added up, which will constitute the total annual allocation for County A
for the funding year.
If awarded by the Commission, County A shall obligate at least 85% of allocated funds to Access
Providers within its jurisdiction in accordance with the rules set by the Commission. Up to 15%
of the allocated funding in that quarter may be used by County A to pay for its administrative
costs incurred in running the program.
For Counties where the amount of Access Fund moneys available is relatively small, the
Commission is considering Multi-County Pooling of Funds in Track 5.16 In the event the
Commission adopts Multi-County Pooling, the Program Overview and Requirements for the
AFAs will be updated accordingly.
The available funds for the current funding year will be the total of moneys in the Access Fund
from Quarter 3 (July 1 through September 30), Quarter 4 (October 1 through December 31),
Quarter 1 (January 1 through March 31), and Quarter 2 (April 1 through June 30) of the years
identified below. Table 3 lists each funding year and the corresponding quarters from which the
funds will be drawn.
Table 2: Funding Source

Funding Year 17
2021 – Awarded
2022 – Current
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027

Funding Sources 18
Q3 2019 – Q2 2020 Access Fees
Q3 2020 – Q2 2021 Access Fees
Q3 2021 – Q2 2022 Access Fees
Q3 2022 – Q2 2023 Access Fees
Q3 2023 – Q2 2024 Access Fees
Q3 2024 – Q2 2025 Access Fees
Q3 2025 – Q4 2025 Access Fees

See Track 5 Scoping Memo: https://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/PublishedDocs/Efile/G000/M441/K160/441160085.PDF
“Funding Year” is the calendar year in which Access Funds are distributed from CPUC to Local Access Fund
Administrators.
18
“Funding Sources” are the quarters in which Access Fees were collected that fund each Funding Year. Starting
with Funding Year 2022, any unused funds from prior years will be carried forward to the next funding cycle.
16
17
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Available Access Fund Balance Estimates
The Access Fund is funded by a $0.10 fee collected on each TNC trip that is remitted to the
Commission by TNCs each quarter per county. A Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) is
anticipated to be posted on the CPUC website annually here by January 30.

ANNUAL PHASE II – APPLICATION SUBMISSION (anticipated February
through April)
If the MPO/RTPA/CTC is interested in fulfilling the role of LAFA, then it proceeds to Phase II—to
acknowledge agreeing to the Program Requirements. Only one submission of the required
documents listed below is required for each LAFA for the duration of the program. Currently
approved and active LAFAs must only confirm to CPED (email to TNCAccess@cpuc.ca.gov) by
April 1 that they intend to continue as LAFA into the next funding year.

Required Documents
Entities interested in the LAFA role must submit the following items to the Commission for
review: 19
1. Certification of Program Requirements (Due May 3, 2021 and April 1 the following
years)
The authorized agent for the MPO/RTPA/CTC must sign and submit a self-certification
that the entity/agency will follow all the rules and meet all the requirements set forth in
the Program Requirements for LAFAs. CPUC will provide template Certification
language.
2. Notarized Affidavit (Due May 3, 2021 and April 1 the following years)
MPOs/RTPAs/CTCs must submit an affidavit, under penalty of perjury, that to the best
of their knowledge all the statements and representations made in the application,
including Certification and the Board Resolution, are true and correct. Additionally,
MPOs/RTPAs/CTCs must also agree to abide by the Requirements established by the
Commission, the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure and statues, to comply
with Public Utilities Code Sections 2108 and 2111, and to submit quarterly and annual
reports as outlined in these Program Requirements.
3. Payee Data Record (STD 204 Form) (Due May 3, 2021 and April 1 the following years)
All payees (including non-governmental entities or individuals) are required to complete
a Payee Data Record, STD 204 form, to receive payments from the CPUC. It is important
the mailing address be the address at which the payee chooses to receive
correspondence and payments. If there is a change in the mailing address, another form
will need to be submitted.

19

All the required documents can be downloaded from www.cpuc.ca.gov/tncaccessadmin/
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Summary of Required Forms
In summary, MPOs/RTPAs/CTCs interested in becoming a LAFA must submit the following
completed documents by May 3, 2021 and April 1 in subsequent years.
1. Certification of Program Requirements
2. Notarized Affidavit
3. Payee Data Record (STD 204 Form)

Submission
MPOs/RTPAs/CTCs interested in becoming a LAFA must submit all signed forms and supporting
documents electronically to TNCAccess@cpuc.ca.gov no later than the dates identified above
and in Appendix C: 2022 Funding Year Calendar. Any deadline that falls on a weekend will be
extended to the following business day. Only one submission and approval is required for the
duration of the program. Any documents submitted to the Commission for a grant program
funded by consumers are public documents unless designated confidential pursuant to General
Order 66D.

ANNUAL PHASE III – REVIEW AND APPROVAL (anticipated May through
July)
Upon receiving the required documents listed in Phase II (by May 3 in 2021 and by April 1 in
subsequent years), Commission Staff shall start the review process and seek a final approval by
the Commission at one of its regular voting meetings (by July 1).

Review
Commission Staff will review the (1) Certification, (2) Notarized Affidavit, and (3) Form STD 204,
listed under Phase II. If the required documents are incomplete or information provided needs
additional clarification, Staff will work with the MPOs/RTPAs/CTCs to resolve the issues.

Approval
Upon determining that the MPO/RTPA/CTC meets all the conditions, Staff will prepare a
Resolution seeking approval from the Commission to confirm the selected LAFA(s) and award
the corresponding funding amounts. 20 Once the Commission approves the Resolution,
Commission staff will notify LAFAs of award by email and will also post an announcement on
the Program website, here.

Additional Required Documents
Once the Commission approves the Resolution, LAFAs must submit the following items to the
Commission for review 15 days after the Resolution becomes effective in order for Commission
Staff to initiate the distribution process of the Access Funds to the LAFAs: 21

20
21

For more information on CPUC voting meetings: https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/General.aspx?id=1128
All the required documents can be downloaded from www.cpuc.ca.gov/tncaccessadmin/
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1. Consent Form (Due 15 days after Commission Resolution approving the LAFA)
Each approved LAFA will be required to sign a Consent Form (annually, including
continuing LAFAs) agreeing to the terms stated in the Resolution authorizing the Access
Fund award. The agreement will provide the name of the LAFA, names of officers, and
must be signed by the LAFA. The proposed wording of the Consent Form can be
downloaded here.
2. Board Resolution 22 (Due 15 days after Commission Resolution approving the LAFA)
A Board Resolution or other equivalent action is required to demonstrate the Board’s
commitment and a public process. CPUC Staff recommends using the language
contained in the sample Board Resolution. Only one Board Resolution is required for the
duration of the program.
The Board Resolution and the Consent Form shall serve as a basis for CPED staff to disburse Access
Funds to the LAFA. The Board Resolution and the Consent Form must be submitted within 15

days of the Commission’s approval of its award Resolution 23 to avoid any delay in the
distribution of funding. If submitted after the 15 days, the LAFA may not receive funding until
after September 30.
Beginning in 2022, the annual Commission approval process (through Resolution) will consider
any new LAFA applicants, re-confirm existing LAFA’s (who must subsequently file an updated
Consent Form), and identify the appropriate corresponding funding availability for each
geographic area.

Summary of Required Forms
In summary, in order for Commission Staff to initiate the distribution process of the Access
Funds to LAFAs, each LAFA must submit the following completed documents in Phase III.
1. Consent Form (within 15 days of Commission Award)
2. Board Resolution (within 15 days of Commission Award)

ANNUAL PHASE IV – FUND DISTRIBUTION to AFAs (anticipated August
through September)
Once funding has been awarded and the Consent Form and Board Resolution have been
received, Commission Staff will initiate the distribution process within CPUC’s Fiscal Office. 24
The Board Resolution component of the application must be submitted 15 days after Commission Resolution
approving the LAFA to avoid any delay in the distribution of funding by September 30. If the Board Resolution is
submitted after the 15 days, the LAFA may not receive funding until after September 30. See Appendix for the
actual due date.
23
For information on CPUC voting meeting dates: https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/General.aspx?id=6442466589
24
The Board Resolution component of the application must be submitted 15 days after Commission Resolution
approving the LAFA to avoid any delay in the distribution of funding by September 30. If the Board Resolution is
22
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Note that the State Controller’s Office, not the CPUC, will distribute payment to AFAs in the
form of a check. The check will be mailed to the address indicated on the STD 204 Form.
Payments will be issued by September 30 of any Funding Year. Funds will be distributed on an
annual basis, pending Commission Resolution, to AFAs until the last revenues collected in Q4
2025 have been distributed.

ANNUAL PHASE V – ACCESS PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT and
IMPLEMENTATION
Once the AFAs receive Access Funds, the AFAs shall establish a solicitation process for Access
Providers, including submission logistics, deadlines, and evaluation. AFAs shall select and
contract with Access Providers beginning July 1, 2022, and continuing every subsequent year
based on criteria outlined in these Program Requirements. AFAs must obligate Access Fund
moneys to selected Access Providers by June 30 on an annual basis, starting in 2022. Once
annual funding is awarded by the Commission, AFAs shall obligate Access Fund moneys to
selected Access Providers annually until all available funds collected through the program have
been liquidated.

Administrative Costs
Per D.21-03-005, up to 15% of the total allocated funds may be used by the corresponding AFA
to cover costs of administering the program. D.21-03-005 defines administrative costs as
“indirect overhead costs attributable to a project, per generally accepted accounting principles
(GAAP), and the direct cost of complying with Commission administrative and regulatory
requirements related to the grant itself.”
Each AFA is required to submit a report of administrative expenditures incurred each year
(beginning July 1—immediately after the funds are awarded by CPUC—through June 30 the
following year) to CPUC Staff. These administrative expenditures may not exceed 15% of the
allocated funds. Any amount over 15% of the allocated funds will not be reimbursed by the
Commission and cannot be drawn from the funds reserved for disbursement to Access
Providers. Funds cannot be applied retroactively for administrative costs incurred prior to being
awarded the funds. Unused funds within the 15% allowed for administrative costs can be
carried over from one funding year to the next.

Interest Bearing Accounts
The AFA may keep both the administrative funds and program funds in interest bearing
accounts and add the interest to the total available for obligation or expenditure so long as 85%
of CPUC-awarded funds (pre-interest) are set aside for Access Providers. The additional revenue
from the interest can be added to the maximum of the 15% administrative costs allowed of the
submitted after the 15 days, the LAFA may not receive funding until after September 30. See Appendix for the
actual due date.
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annual award received from CPUC. AFAs must maintain good record keeping and provide, in
their quarterly reports, all administrative costs incurred, the amount remaining for each
quarter, and funding allocation to Access Providers.

AFA Transparency
Each AFA shall develop and maintain a webpage to include at minimum, but not limited to, the
following information:
• Information on SB 1376
• Access Provider Application Process
• Link to CPUC’s Access for All Program website (www.cpuc.ca.gov/tncaccess/)
• List of approved Access Providers (updated regularly)
The AFA shall provide the website link and other required reporting to CPED Staff by September
30 (90 days after the AFA’s obligation of funds to Access Provider(s)). See Appendix B for a
summary of the reporting schedule for 2021 Funding Year and Appendix C for 2022 Funding
Year.

Engagement with Disability Communities
AFAs must make a good faith effort to reach out to the local disability community to get their
input in the planning process of the AFA’s local program. The Commission acknowledges that
AFAs know their local market best, including its constituents and the relevant stakeholders, and
encourages the AFAs to consult with them to inform the development and implementation of
the local Access Fund-funded WAV programs. The list of stakeholder constituencies is listed in
the statute. 25 AFAs will be required to report in their quarterly report their actions to engage
with the disability community 45 days after completion of each quarter (February 15, May 15,
August 15, November 15) to the Commission (via tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov). The first report shall
be due November 15, 2021.

Eligibility Requirements for Access Providers
Per Decision D.21-03-005 and D.21-11-004, for the purposes of the Access for All Program, the
Commission identifies eligible Access Providers as “transportation carrier[s] that hold a
Commission-issued permit prior to applying to be an Access Provider” or “a non-permitted
transportation carrier may be eligible to apply as an Access Provider if the carrier provides
documentation” that demonstrates the following:
• Background checks: Carriers must perform background checks that meet or exceed what
is required of TNCs under the TNC Applications Form. 26
• Insurance: Carriers must have levels of insurance equivalent to or higher than to what is
required of charter-party carriers under General Order 115.27

California Public Utilities Code §5440.5 (a)(1)(A).
CPUC’s Basic Information for Transportation Network Companies and Applicants at 4.
27
General Orders are available at: https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/proceedings-and-rulemaking/cpuc-general-orders.
25
26
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Controlled substance and alcohol testing: Carriers must be enrolled in a controlled
substance and alcohol testing program.
• Secretary of State registration: Carriers must have their articles of incorporation filed
with the Secretary of State.
• Motor Carrier Profile with California Highway Patrol (CHP): Carriers must complete the
CHP 362 Motor Carrier Profile and obtain a CA Number from the CHP 28.
The approved non-permitted carrier shall submit a declaration to its respective AFA affirming
compliance with each of the requirements and that each requirement is in effect during the
term the carrier operates as an Access Provider. 29
•

Further, Access Providers must meet the following conditions:
• Directly provides, or contracts with a separate organization or entity to provide, ondemand WAV transportation to meet the needs of persons with disabilities.
• “On-demand WAV transportation” means any transportation service that does not
follow a fixed route and/or schedule.
TNCs applying as Access Providers must attest to meeting the eligibility requirements to apply
as an Access Provider. The attestation must be included with their application. The attestation
can be downloaded here under “Reporting Templates.”
The AFA shall screen applications based on these Program Requirements and prioritize funding
to providers that can demonstrate an ability to deliver trips within 24 hours (time between trip
request and passenger pick-up time). However, if there are no applicants who can provide such
on-demand service, the AFA can accept applications from other providers so long as those
providers’ services do not follow a fixed-route or schedule. For AFAs establishing partnership
with the Access Providers, CPUC staff may request as part of their review of the program,
copies of the contract(s).

TNCs as Access Providers
Decision D.21-03-005 approves TNCs to apply as an Access Provider in a geographic area where
it currently offers WAV service if: (a) the TNC qualifies for an exemption in that geographic area
and (b) certifies that the TNC’s collected fees during the Exemption Year were exhausted to
provide WAV service. 30 A TNC may also apply as an Access Provider in a geographic area so long
as it has not operated WAV service in that geographic area since July 1, 2019. 31,32 In the event
the AFA receives a TNC’s application, the AFA must consult with CPED Staff to verify whether
the TNC has met these eligibility requirements. In addition, the TNC must submit an attestation
CHP Motor Carrier Profile, available at:
https://www.chp.ca.gov/CommercialVehicleSectionSite/Documents/H%20chp362.pdf.
29
The Safety Declaration can be downloaded here.
30
See Commission Decision 21-03-005 Ordering Paragraph 11.
31
See Commission Decision 21-11-004 Ordering Paragraph 14.
32
Decision 21-11-004 Ordering Paragraph 4 deems that a TNC “operates WAV service” in a given geographic area if
the TNC completes at least one WAV trip that originates in that geographic area.
28
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with its Access Provider application attesting to compliance with the requirements under
penalty of perjury.

Application/Proposal Requirements for Access Providers
At a minimum, Access Providers need to demonstrate in their application/proposal how the
proposed program or partnership will improve the following: response times for WAV service
compared to the previous year and/or status quo in that county; the presence and availability
of WAVs within the geographic area; and, efforts undertaken to publicize and promote
available WAV services to disability communities.
Per D.20-03-007, some of the required information below may be inapplicable or unavailable at
the time of the application as some of the Access Providers might be offering newer services.
The applicant should explain why the information is unavailable or not applicable, but the
applicant should not be disqualified for being unable to provide the information. To satisfy the
minimum requirements, Access Providers shall provide the following specific information to
AFAs (and, if requested, to CPED Staff) as part of their application/proposal for the first year of
funding (the template can be downloaded here): 33
a. WAV information (optional in the first year)
i. Number of WAVs in operation - by quarter and aggregated by hour of the
day and day of the week.
ii. Number and percentage of WAV trips completed, not accepted, cancelled
by passenger, cancelled due to passenger no-show, and cancelled by
driver – by quarter and aggregated by hour of the day and day of the
week. For WAV trips completed, Access Providers shall have the option to
demonstrate an increase in the number of trips completed or an increase
in the percent of trips completed.
• The % of completed WAV trip requests in a geographic area shall
be calculated as the total number of completed WAV trips divided
by the total number of WAV requests for a given geographic area
and quarter as follows:
o % Completed WAV Trip Requests = Total Completed Trips /
Total Trip Requests
•
The Access Provider shall also report its WAV operating hours
with the submission of the % of completed WAV trip requests.
iii. Completed WAV trip request response times, as well as Periods A and B,
in deciles by quarter 34. This also includes a report of the 75th percentile
response times, specifically, for that quarter.

Some of these requirements are optional in the first year, such as companies newly operating in that county or
for new companies. However, they will be required in the succeeding years.
34
An Access Provider shall submit response time data for the preceding four quarters, if available.
33
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Period A (time elapsed from when a trip is requested until the trip
is accepted) and B (time elapsed from when a trip is accepted
until the vehicle arrives). 35 Response time is the elapsed time
between when a trip is requested and when the passenger is
picked-up (Period A plus Period B). For example, the Access
Provider shall report that 10 percent of all trip requests
originating in a geographic area and quarter were fulfilled in X
response time minutes, 20 percent were fulfilled in X response
time minutes, etc. In addition, the Access Provider shall report
that the Period A time was X minutes for 10 percent of completed
trips, that the Period B time was X minutes for 10 percent of
completed trips, etc.
Evidence of outreach efforts to publicize and promote available WAV
services to disability communities, which may include a list of partners
from disability communities, how the partnership promoted WAV
services, and marketing and promotional materials of those activities.
•

iv.

Special Note for First-Year Access Provider Applicants
Note that in the first year of the application process, an Access Provider applicant
shall be required to provide a narrative outlining how it will demonstrate
improvements in response times and WAV presence and availability, and how it
will promote the service. This narrative can be in place of the required data
indicated above if such data is not available from past performance. In addition,
the Access Providers shall provide estimates for the following metrics that are
expected to result from the project they are requesting funding for:
i. Expected number of WAVs in operation during the first year
ii. Outline of planned outreach efforts to publicize and promote available
WAV services to disability communities, which may include a list of
partners from disability communities, how the partnership promoted
WAV services, and marketing and promotional materials for those
activities
On the next round of applications, the AFAs shall use the reported data under
requirement (a) (WAV information) above from the first year as a baseline in
evaluating applications in the second year.

b. Safety, training, and insurance information
i. Certification that the Access Provider’s WAV drivers have completed
WAV driver training within the past three years
35

For a definition of Period A and B, see Commission Decision D.20-03-007 at 20.
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ii.

Report of WAV driver training programs used and number of WAV drivers
that completed the training in the prior year
iii. Certification that all WAVs operating on an Access Provider’s platform
have been inspected and approved to conform with the ADA Accessibility
Specifications for Transportation Vehicles 36 within the past year
iv. Number of complaints received related to WAV drivers or WAV services,
categorized as follows: securement issue, driving training, vehicle safety
and comfort, service animal issue, stranded passenger, and other
v. Access Providers must place the International Symbol of Accessibility
(ISA) 37 on the following locations on a WAV: passenger side door (below
door handle) and rear of vehicle (right side above bumper)
vi. A signed Safety Protocol Declaration Form 38
c. Financial information
i. Estimated income (categorized by passenger revenue; other revenue;
and total grants, donations, and subsidy from other agency funds)
ii. Estimated expenses (categorized by wages, salaries, and benefits;
maintenance and repair; fuels; casualty and liability insurance;
administrative and general expense; other expenses; contract services)
iii. Funding sources: list and explain all sources of operating revenue,
including revenue from grants, donations, and local fundraising projects
that will be used to fund the Program, for the prior, current, and budget
year.
d. Project description
In addition to requirements (a) – (c) above, Access Providers shall submit a
narrative project description to inform the AFA’s evaluation.
i.

Detailed description of the proposed project
• What type of WAV-related expenses are requested and a
breakdown of associated costs (please see Appendix A: Eligible
WAV Expenses) – for example, a proposed improvement in an
existing on-demand WAV service that involves the purchase of
new WAVs is an eligible type of project under the “Vehicle Costs”
category. For this proposal, the applicant shall describe the type
and quantity of WAVs to be purchased.
• How it will increase WAV availability – provide an estimate of
hourly number of available WAVs resulting from the proposed
improvement.

Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter 38, Subpart B available at Electronic Code of Federal Regulations
(eCFR).
37
See U.S. Access Board, Guide to the ADA Accessibility Standards, available at: https://www.accessboard.gov/ada/guides/guidance-on-the-isa/
38
See Decision 21-11-004 OP15. The template can be downloaded here.
36
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ii.

• How it will improve response times – provide an estimate of the
improvement in response times (in the example above, what is
the expected change in response times with the addition of new
WAVs?). At a minimum, the estimates should work toward
demonstrating improvement from the previous quarter
throughout the one-year funding cycle.
• How the Access Provider will engage the disability communities
and market the new service – provide an outreach plan that
details how the Access Provider would increase awareness about
its on-demand WAV service within its service area.
Estimated start and completion date of the project (contract termination)

Contracting Access Providers (executed contract anticipated by July 1 annually, starting 2022)
Per Decision D.20-03-007, the Commission “shall distribute funds in the Access Fund on a
competitive basis to Access Providers that establish on-demand transportation programs or
partnerships to meet the needs of persons with disabilities, including wheelchair users who
need a WAV….” To fulfill this requirement, an AFA must establish a competitive application
process to select eligible Access Providers within its jurisdiction. An AFA must develop a scoring
and evaluation mechanism to be used to select who can receive funding based, at a minimum,
on the following criteria:
a. Prioritize Access Providers that can offer on-demand WAV transportation that
can be requested and fulfilled within 24 hours
• However, if there are no applicants who can provide such on-demand
service, the AFA can accept applications from other providers so long as
those providers’ services do not follow a fixed-route or schedule. If there
are remaining funds after the AFA has approved funding for on-demand
providers, then the AFA may distribute those funds to WAV providers
that do not meet the on-demand criteria.
b. Improve response times for WAV service compared to the previous year and/or
status quo
• Response time is defined as the time between when a WAV ride was
requested and when the vehicle arrived
c. Improve presence and availability of WAVs within the geographic area compared
to the previous year and/or status quo
• Presence and availability refer to the number of WAVs in operation by
quarter and aggregated by hour of the day and day of the week
d. Identify efforts undertaken or that will be undertaken to publicize and promote
WAV services to disability communities
• Evidence of outreach efforts may include: a list of partners from disability
communities, how the partnership promoted WAV services, and
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marketing or promotional materials of those activities (e.g. social media,
website, in-person events)

Liquidation of Funds
The AFA shall liquidate moneys (i.e. transfer all applicable funding to the Access Provider) based
on generally accepted accounting principles to ensure funds are used in accordance with the
conditions and restrictions adopted under the Program. Funds shall be liquidated by June 30
each calendar year—one year from when funds are obligated to the Access Provider—starting
2022. At least eighty-five percent (85%) of the total awarded funds per geographic area must be
reserved for Access Providers by the corresponding AFA. In addition, the AFA must ensure that
the following are in place before liquidating funds and retained for duration of the program for
purpose of program audits:
• Funding agreement or contract with the Access Provider referencing the Program
Requirements and specifying the scope of work, schedule, and financial agreement.
• Documented process for verifying Access Provider expenses
The Access for All Program can be implemented by AFAs as either a grant or a reimbursement
program as long as obligated funds are liquidated within one year of obligation. The LAFA may
also develop multi-year contracts on the condition that: (a) LAFAs are only awarded funding by
CPUC on an annual basis and (b) if a multi -year contract is in place, LAFAs must have an annual
competitive process allowing new entrants the opportunity to join the program. If a multi-year
contract is in place, the LAFAs should be aware that there may be a financial risk of not having
Access Funding in the subsequent years; TNCs may be exempt from remitting any Access Funds
in that county if the TNC(s) has/have met the exemption standards in that county for four
consecutive quarters. The AFA will be responsible for developing a grant or reimbursement
program that best suits their business practices and for maintaining auditable record keeping of
obligated and liquidated funds. AFAs shall ensure the funding agreement or contract with the
Access Provider clearly specifies the terms of the agreement and meets all of the Program
Requirements.
See ANNUAL PHASE VI – REPORTING OBLIGATIONS (Recurring and Ongoing) for quarterly
reporting requirements related to fund obligation and liquidation. Access Providers shall have
one year to liquidate the funds from the date the Access Providers enter into a contract with
the AFA.

Eligible Expenses
Per D.21-03-005 Ordering Paragraph 9, a qualifying expense for an Access Provider is (1) a
reasonable, legitimate cost that improves wheelchair accessible vehicle service, and (2) on the
list of eligible WAV expense attached as Appendix A in this Program Overview and Requirement
which was adopted in Decision D.20-03-007.
For Access Providers that provide WAV services to a TNC, the Access Provider shall not use
Access Fund moneys for trips that are compensated by a TNC. Accordingly, the AFA is permitted
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to request additional information from Access Provider applicants as necessary to sufficiently
review the application. An Access Provider applicant shall disclose whether it is a current or
former service provider for a TNC. The Access Provider applicant must demonstrate to the AFA
that any Access Fund monies will not be used for services that are compensated by a TNC.

Return and Report of Unused Funds
The contract between the AFA and Access Provider shall specify that in the event an Access
Provider has unused funds at the end of their contract period, the Access Provider shall return
all unused funds to the AFA within 30 days of the contract expiration.
All funds returned to the AFA by Access Providers shall become unobligated funds, and must be
added to the total funding available for the next funding cycle.
The AFA is required to report all unobligated funds (if any) to CPUC Staff by September 30th on
an annual basis (see also ANNUAL PHASE VI – REPORTING OBLIGATIONS (Recurring and
Ongoing)).
In the event the LAFA is no longer interested in continuing as an Access Fund Administrator, the
LAFA shall inform CPUC Staff within 30 business days via email at tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov,
identify the reason(s) for not continuing, and provide a LAFA Board Resolution withdrawing its
application. The email will constitute an immediate withdrawal as a LAFA. Any Program funding
held by the LAFA shall be returned to the Access Fund, including unobligated funds,
administrative funds, and any accrued interest. In the event the LAFA withdraws its application
and is interested the following year, the LAFA will be required to apply again by submitting the
full Application, including the Certification, Affidavit, Board Resolution, Payee Data Record, and
Consent Form following the Commission’s award.

Data Reporting and Compliance
Access Providers receiving funding are required to report on a quarterly basis data related to
the Program to their respective AFAs. For a list of reporting requirements, see ANNUAL PHASE
VI – REPORTING OBLIGATIONS (Recurring and Ongoing). It is the responsibility of the AFAs to
compile and submit these data to the Commission on a quarterly basis. The required data
reporting and reporting schedule is covered under ANNUAL PHASE VI – REPORTING
OBLIGATIONS (Recurring and Ongoing).
The AFA shall develop a process to collect the required data from Access Providers within 30
days after the end of each quarter. The AFA shall consolidate the data into a quarterly report
and submit them to the Commission 45 days after the end of each quarter to
tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov. 39 Any documents submitted to the Commission for a grant program
funded by consumers are public documents unless designated confidential pursuant to General
Order 66D.

39

A data reporting template will be available for download from the Access for All Program website once available.
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It is the responsibility of the AFA to review quarterly performance provided by the Access
Providers and to determine whether there is a pattern of non-compliance with the standards
established by the Commission and misuse of funds as set forth in these Program Rules. In
concert with the AFA, CPUC will make the determination whether non-compliant Access
Providers shall be suspended or disqualified from receiving future funds.

Execution and Performance
The selected AFA shall start the project within 30 days upon award and complete the project
execution (develop, solicit, award, liquidate) within a 24-month timeframe. Should the AFA fail
to commence work within 30 days of award, the Commission or Director of CPED, upon five (5)
days written notice to the AFA recipient, reserves the right to terminate the award. If the AFA is
unable to complete the proposed project within the required 24-month timeframe, it must
notify the Commission as soon as it becomes aware of this prospect. The Commission reserves
the right to reduce or withhold payment for failure to satisfy this requirement. In the event no
eligible Access Provider responds to a solicitation and the AFA is unable to obligate funds by
June 30 each year, the AFA will be required to report in their quarterly report (45 days after the
end of each quarter) the administrative costs expended, challenges, and any other issues AFAs
want to share to keep CPUC apprised of the Access Provider solicitation progress.
The AFA must complete all performance of the project before the termination date in
accordance with the terms of approval granted by the Commission. In the event that the AFA
fails to complete the project or subsequently perform the responsibilities as an Administrator in
accordance with the terms of approval granted by the Commission and compliance with the
AFA Program Requirements, the AFA may be required to reimburse some or all of the Access
Funds that it has received.
Material changes in the entries in the application, such as discontinuing operation or
bankruptcy, change of address, telephone, fax number, or email address must be reported
within 10 business days to tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov.

Financial and Program Audit and Non-Compliance Penalties
Access Funds shall only be used in accordance with the Access for All Program Requirements.
AFAs and Access Providers receiving Access Funds must adhere to the Program Requirements
established by the CPUC, including the use of standard accounting practices, and agree to
Program and financial audits as deemed appropriate by CPUC or other State control agencies.
AFAs and Access Providers that are found to be in noncompliance may be subject to, among
other things depending on the violation: audit findings, suspension, or permanent
disqualification from future participation in the Access for All Program.
Pursuant to Public Utilities Code 314.6 (a), the Commission may conduct any necessary audit,
quality check verification, or discovery during project implementation and post-project
completion. If any portion of the 15% allocated funds to AFAs for use of administrative costs is
found to be out of compliance, AFA will be responsible for refunding any disallowed amount
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along with appropriate interest rates determined to be in accordance with applicable
Commission decisions. For this reason, all documentation pertaining to this program, including
contracts with Access Providers, program related records such as files, invoices, and other
related documentation shall be retained and made available to CPUC upon request for the
duration of the program and for three (3) years from the date of final Access Provider funding
liquidation. Audits of Access Providers are not required. However, it is the responsibility of the
AFA to determine whether Access Providers are eligible to receive future funding based on their
performance.
AFAs and Access Providers who do not comply with program requirements could be at risk of
not receiving future Access Funds. The AFA is responsible for the Access Providers meeting the
program requirements and goals of the program regardless of whether the Access Providers are
partnering with other entities or directly providing the service. In addition, the Commission may
impose penalties allowed under Public Utilities Code Sections 2108 and 2111 for failure to meet
the program and project compliance requirements, as determined by the Commission.
LAFAs must agree to the following language in the affidavit as attached in the LAFA Application.
SAFAs will undergo a separate agreement process. 40
If [MPO/RTPA/CTC] violates the terms and conditions TNC Access For All Program Overview &
Requirements for Access Fund Administrators, it shall be subject to Public Utilities Code sections
2108 and 2111. The Commission may impose the maximum penalties allowed under Public
Utilities Code sections 2108 and 2111 for failure to meet the program and project compliance
requirements, as determined by the Commission.

ANNUAL PHASE VI – REPORTING OBLIGATIONS (Recurring and Ongoing)
An AFA must submit reports to CPED quarterly and annually under Decision D.20-03-007.41 The
purpose of these reports is to ensure that progress is made toward the broader goals and
objectives of the program and SB 1376. These data will inform the Commission whether
changes to the program are necessary. Similarly, the AFAs can use the data to evaluate the
performance of their local programs and adjust them accordingly. The following quarterly and
annual reports must be submitted via email to tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov according to the
schedule that follows.42 To the extent that any information submitted is claimed to be
confidential, the AFA must provide a public redacted version, in addition to the confidential
version, and comply with the confidentiality requirements in General Order 66-D including
providing the requisite confidentiality declaration to CPED at tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov.

See DGS State Contracting Manual here.
See Commission Decision D.20-03-007 Ordering Paragraph 31.
42
Access Provider reporting templates are available for download at this website.
40
41
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AFAs’ Administrative Costs, updates on Access Provider Solicitation and Engagement with
Disability Community (Quarterly)
AFAs are required to track and report administrative expenditures incurred each quarter
(beginning July 1 immediately after the Funds are awarded by CPUC, through June 30 the
following year). AFAs must track the administrative cost allocation and its administrative
expenditures separately from the funding allocation and its expenditures for Access Providers’
services. In addition, AFAs shall also report the amount of administrative funds remaining for
each quarter.
In addition to reporting Administrative Costs, AFAs are required to provide a brief narrative
describing the following: actions to engage with local disability communities and progress
toward AFAs solicitation and evaluation of eligible Access Providers.
The reporting of administrative costs and brief narrative description of progress of Access
Provider solicitation and engagement with disability communities shall be provided quarterly,
45 days after the completion of each quarter (February 15, May 15, August 15, November 15)
to the Commission (via tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov). The first report shall be due November 15,
2021.

Progress Reports and Amount of Access Funds Used by Access Providers (Quarterly)
A brief narrative description of the progress made by selected Access Providers, including any
compliance or other challenges encountered, shall be reported on a quarterly basis. In addition,
the amount of Access Funds obligated and used by Access Providers shall be reported on a
quarterly basis, which are due 45 days after the end of each quarter (February 15, May 15,
August 15, November 15). The first report shall be due November 15, 2022.

AFAs’ Consolidated Reports (Quarterly)
CPUC will provide a Quarterly Report template for AFAs. These consolidated reports are due to
CPUC 45 days after the end of each quarter (February 15, May 15, August 15, November 15),
starting November 15, 2022. The Consolidated Quarterly Reports shall be submitted for each
geographic area in which an Access Provider received Access Fund moneys. AFAs shall require
an Access Provider to affirm their ability to provide such data on the quarterly reporting
schedule (30 days after the end of each quarter, giving AFAs 15 days to consolidate the report
to the CPUC). The first reports shall be due to CPUC by November 15, 2022. Reporting
templates for Access Providers can be accessed here.
1. Number of Unique WAVs in Operation (Excel) – by quarter and aggregated by
hour of the day and day of the week. “In operation” is defined when a WAV: (a)
is available to receive a trip request in that quarter/hour/day or (b) has accepted
a trip request in that quarter/hour/day.
2. Number and percentage of WAV trips completed, not accepted, cancelled by
passenger, cancelled due to passenger no-show, and cancelled by driver (Excel)
– by quarter and aggregated by hour of the day and day of the week.
25 | P a g e
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3. Completed WAV trip request response times 43 (Excel) - in deciles, as well as
broken out by Period A (time elapsed from when a trip is requested until the trip
is accepted) and B (time elapsed from when a trip is accepted until the vehicle
arrives). 44 Response time is the elapsed time between when a trip is requested
and when the passenger is picked-up (Period A plus Period B). For example, the
Access Provider shall report that 10 percent of all trip requests originating in a
geographic area and quarter were fulfilled in X response time minutes, 20
percent were fulfilled in X response time minutes, etc. In addition, the Access
Provider shall report that the Period A time was X minutes for 10 percent of
completed trips, that the Period B time was X minutes for 10 percent of
completed trips, etc. Accordingly, to verify the Access Provider’s WAV response
times, the Access Provider shall provide WAV trip response times in deciles, as
well as Periods A and B in deciles, by quarter.
4. Trip Completion Rate (Excel) – % completed WAV Trip Requests. Calculated by
dividing total trips completed by total requested unique trips, multiplied by
100%.
5. Evidence of outreach (Excel and PDF) - to publicize and promote available WAV
services to disability communities, how the partnership promoted WAV services,
and marketing or promotional materials of those activities.
6. Certification of Driver Training (PDF) – Certification that all WAV drivers
operating on its platform have completed driver training on transporting peoples
with disabilities within the past three years, including sensitivity training,
passenger assistance techniques, accessibility equipment use, door-to-door
service, and safety procedures.
7. Report of WAV Driver Training Programs (Excel) – List of driver training
programs completed and number of WAV drivers that completed each training
in that quarter.
8. Certification of Inspection (PDF) - that all WAVs operating on its platform have
been inspected and approved to conform with the ADA Accessibility Guidelines
for Transportation Vehicles 45 within the past year.
9. Number of complaints (Excel) - received related to WAV driver or WAV services,
categorized as follows: securement issues, driving training, vehicle safety and
comfort, Service animal issue, stranded passenger, and others.
10. Funds Expended (Excel) – See Appendix A: Eligible WAV Expenses.
11. Contract Information (Excel) – Identify the parties to the contract, the duration,
the amount spent on the contract, and how the amount was determined.
“Completed WAV trip” is defined as a WAV trip request that results in a passenger being dropped-off at the
requested location. See Commission Decision D.20-03-007 at 20.
44
For a definition of Period A and B, see Commission Decision D.20-03-007 at 20.
45
Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter 38, Subpart B available at Electronic Code of Federal
43

Regulations (eCFR).
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12. Safety Protocol Declaration Form – Certify under penalty of perjury to comply
with Safety Protocols. 46

Selection/Continuation of Access Providers (Annually)
AFAs are required to submit a self-assessment describing their program’s progress, including its
process to solicit Access Providers, including the type of Access Providers that apply for funding
and the number of applicants who applied and were approved. AFAs’ annual competitive
solicitation process must be open and transparent and allow for new entrants each funding
year; it does not preclude an entity that previously served as an Access Provider from
continuing in the program.
In the report, AFAs shall also include the following:
•

•

A website link (updated regularly) to include at minimum but not limited to the
following information:
o Information on SB 1376
o Access Provider Application Process
o Link to CPUC’s Access for All Program website (www.cpuc.ca.gov/tncaccess/)
o List of approved Access Providers
An AFA point of contact must be included on the CPUC website

This report is due 90 days after the obligation of funds deadline to the Access Provider (due
September 30). The first report shall be due to the Commission September 30, 2022.

46

See Decision 21-11-004 Ordering Paragraph 15. The template can be downloaded here.
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Appendix A: Eligible WAV Expenses
Table 3: Eligible WAV Expenses

Eligible WAV Expenses Adopted in D.20-03-007
Vehicle Costs
Lease/Rental/Purchase Costs
Rental Subsidies for Driver
Inspections
Maintenance, Service & Warranty
Fuel Cost
Cleaning Supplies/Services
Other (Describe)
Partnership Costs
Transportation Service Partner Fees/Incentives and/or Management Fees
Vehicle Subsidies
Consultants/Legal
Other (Describe)
Marketplace Costs
Recruiting
Driver Onboarding
Training Costs
Driver Incentives
Promo Codes for WAV
Other (Describe)
Operational Costs
Marketing Costs
Technology Investments/Engineering Costs/Enhancements
Community Partnership/Engagement Costs
Rental Management
Pilot Management
Wages, Salaries and Benefits (non-maintenance personnel)
Other (Describe)
Other (Describe) 47

47

For example, ride fare subsidies.
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Appendix B: 2021 Funding Year Calendar
TNC Access For All Program
Annual Calendar

LAFA Program Schedule:
Funding Availability Provided (Range)
LAFA Program Rules/NOFA/Supporting Documents available on Website
LAFA Application (Certification, Affidavit, Payee Data Record) due (initial year)
CPUC awards funding to LAFA
LAFA submits Consent Form and Board Resolution (15 days after approval of
Commission Resolution anticipated at the June 24, 2021 CPUC voting meeting)
CPUC distributes funding to LAFA (unless LAFA’s Board Resolution is late)
Access Provider Implementation:
Select, contract with and obligate funds to Access Providers
Liquidation of 2021 Access Fund moneys to Access Providers
Reporting Schedule**:
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities and Progress of Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each
quarter)

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

*
**

Program progress report and self-assessment (Annually)
Report to CPUC unobligated funds (Annually)
Process and outcome of solicitation of Access Providers and LAFA information
(Annually)
Access Provider Q3 2022 report due to LAFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities, and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q3 2022 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Access Provider Q4 2022 report due to LAFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities, and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q4 2022 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Access Provider Q1 2023 report due to LAFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q1 2023 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Access Provider Q2 2023 report due to LAFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities, and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q2 2023 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Note these dates will differ in subsequent years
Reports must be submitted via email to tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov

Due Date
January 30, 2021
March 2021*
May 3, 2021*
July 1, 2021
July 9, 2021
September 30, 2021
July 1, 2022
June 30, 2023
November 15, 2021
February 15, 2022
May 15, 2022
August 15, 2022

September 30, 2022
October 30, 2022

November 15, 2022
January 30, 2023

February 15, 2023
April 30, 2023

May 15, 2023
July 30, 2023

August 15, 2023
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Appendix C: 2022 Funding Year Calendar
TNC Access For All Program
Annual Calendar

LAFA Program Schedule:
LAFA Program Rules/NOFA/Supporting Documents available on Website
LAFA Application (Certification, Affidavit, Payee Data Record) due
CPUC awards funding to LAFA (anticipated at the June 23, 2022 CPUC voting
meeting)
LAFA submits Consent Form and Board Resolution (15 days after approval of
Commission Resolution)
CPUC distributes funding to LAFA
Access Provider Implementation:
Select, contract with and obligate funds to Access Providers
Liquidation of 2022 Access Fund moneys to Access Providers
Reporting Schedule*:
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities and Progress of Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each
quarter)

Q3

Q4

Q1

Q2

Program progress report and self-assessment (Annually)
Report to CPUC unobligated funds (Annually)
Process and outcome of solicitation of Access Providers and AFA information
(Annually)
Access Provider Q3 2023 report due to AFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities, and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q3 2023 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Access Provider Q4 2023 report due to AFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities, and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q4 2023 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Access Provider Q1 2024 report due to AFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q1 2024 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)
Access Provider Q2 2024 report due to AFA (30 days after end of each quarter)
Report to CPUC administrative costs, progress of engagement with disability
communities, and Access Provider Solicitation (45 days end of each quarter)
Q2 2024 Consolidated report due to CPUC (45 days end of each quarter)
Progress and amount of Access Funds used by APs (Quarterly)

Due Date
January 30, 2022
April 1, 2022
July 1, 2022
July 8, 2022
September 30, 2022
July 1, 2023
June 30, 2024
November 15, 2022
February 15, 2023
May 15, 2023
August 15, 2023

September 30, 2023
October 30, 2023

November 15, 2023
January 30, 2024

February 15, 2024
April 30, 2024

May 15, 2024
July 30, 2024

August 15, 2024

* Reports must be submitted via email to tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov
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Attachment 3
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3298

ACCESS FOR ALL PROGRAM
NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY
2022-2023 Funding Year
This notice is to announce the availability of a $19.3 million statewide Access for All Fund,
administered by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), 1 for the 2022-2023 Funding
Year.
Access for All Program Overview and Requirements V1.2 was released on February 11, 2022,
which provides all necessary information about the selection and approval of Local Access Fund
Administrators (LAFAs), disbursement of funds, compliance with data reporting, program
timeline and other implementation matters. 2 For more information on how to apply, please
visit www.cpuc.ca.gov/tncaccessadmin/.
Deadline for Local Access Fund Administrator Applications
Decision D.20-03-007 defined eligible LAFAs as Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs),
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs), and County Transportation Commissions
(CTCs). For these eligible entities, please note that applications to serve as a LAFA for the 20222023 Funding Year are due April 1, 2022. For the 2022-2023 Funding Year, the Board Resolution
component of the application must be submitted by July 8, 2022 to avoid any delay in the
distribution of funding by September 30, 2022. If the Board Resolution is submitted after July 8,
2022, the LAFA may not receive funding until after September 30, 2022, but is still required to
obligate funds to Access Provider(s) by July 1, 2023.
2022-2023 Funding Year: Available Funds
The amount of funds available for each geographic area as of December 2021 are provided in
the table below. These fund balances reflect fees collected, offsets and exemptions approved,
19/20 cash balances, and audit contract expenses from Q3 and Q4 of 2020 and Q1 and Q2 of
2021 (the source funds for the 2022-2023 Funding Year). Note that these balances could
increase by up to $2.5 million pending the outcome of the review disposition of Uber Advice
Letters 9 and 10 and Lyft Advice Letters 7 and 8B; the balances will not be reduced.

1
2

See California Public Utilities Code §5440.5(a)(1)(F).
See Access for All Program Overview and Requirements here.
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ACCESS FOR ALL PROGRAM 2022-2023 FUNDING YEAR
2022-2023 Funding Year:

COUNTY
ALAMEDA
ALPINE
AMADOR
BUTTE
CALAVERAS
COLUSA
CONTRA COSTA
DEL NORTE
EL DORADO
FRESNO
GLENN
HUMBOLDT
IMPERIAL
INYO
KERN
KINGS
LAKE
LASSEN
LOS ANGELES
MADERA
MARIN
MARIPOSA
MENDOCINO
MERCED
MODOC
MONO
MONTEREY
NAPA
NEVADA

ESTIMATED
AVAILABLE FUNDS

COUNTY

$1,372,891 ORANGE
$0 PLACER
$188 PLUMAS
$78,495 RIVERSIDE
$41 SACRAMENTO
$135 SAN BENITO
$203,861 SAN BERNADINO
$28 SAN DIEGO
$50,232 SAN FRANCISCO
$136,597 SAN JOAQUIN
$105 SAN LUIS OBISPO
$13,163 SAN MATEO
$12,581 SANTA BARBARA
$11 SANTA CLARA
$314,695 SANTA CRUZ
$4,911 SHASTA
$81 SIERRA
$16 SISKIYOU
$2,005,673 SOLANO
$2,832 SONOMA
$143,239 STANISLAUS
$157 SUTTER
$421 TEHAMA
$27,751 TRINITY
$0 TULARE
$361 TUOLUMNE
$70,325 VENTURA
$108,276 YOLO
$5,617 YUBA

STATEWIDE TOTAL

ESTIMATED
AVAILABLE FUNDS
$3,009,943
$164,988
$393
$330,621
$1,400,947
$1,962
$996,347
$1,793,473
$2,666,686
$186,963
$42,857
$1,100,617
$192,340
$1,745,928
$134,239
$35,527
$0
$24
$68,767
$228,435
$108,022
$10,559
$255
$0
$39,183
$419
$286,657
$146,332
$6,780

$19,251,947

2|Page
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ACCESS FOR ALL PROGRAM 2022-2023 FUNDING YEAR
Program Background
Senate Bill (SB) 1376, the TNC Access for All Act, mandated Transportation Network Companies
(TNCs) to provide access for persons with disabilities, with a primary focus on wheelchair users
who need wheelchair accessible vehicles (WAVs). SB 1376’s goal is to increase on-demand
wheelchair accessible transportation to meet the needs of persons with disabilities, including
wheelchair users who rely on WAV transportation. The CPUC is implementing SB 1376 through
proceeding R.19-02-012 by creating the TNC Access for All Program.
In July 2019, through Decision D.19-06-033, CPUC continued implementing SB 1376 by creating
the TNC Access for All Fund (Access Fund), which, starting July 1, 2019, is funded by a $0.10 pertrip Access Fee collected by TNCs on each completed TNC trip. TNCs remit the fees to the CPUC
on a quarterly basis beginning the third quarter of 2019. TNCs may offset the fees owed to the
Commission by investing in the improvement of WAV service in each geographic area. Any
remaining fees are remitted to the CPUC and deposited into the Access for All Fund.
The Access for All Program, governed by the Access for All Program Overview and
Requirements, awards funding to approved Local Access Fund Administrators (LAFAs) in each
county. LAFAs are responsible for selecting eligible Access Providers to establish on-demand
transportation programs or partnerships to meet the needs of persons with disabilities,
including wheelchair users who rely on WAV transportation. In Decision D.20-03-007, the
Commission determined that LAFAs shall administer the program to Access Providers within
their respective jurisdictions. Eligible LAFAs include Metropolitan Planning Organizations
(MPOs), Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs), and County Transportation
Commissions (CTCs). Decision D.21-03-005 establishes the eligibility requirements for Access
Providers. Subsequently, D.21-11-004 further modified the eligibility requirements for Access
Providers to allow a non-permitted transportation carrier to apply as long as they can
demonstrate comparable safety protocols as a permitted transportation carrier. 3
Additional program information can be found on the Access for All Fund page on the CPUC
website.
If you have questions about the Program, please contact Anna Jew or Reagan Rockzsfforde at
tncaccess@cpuc.ca.gov.

3

See D.21-11-004 Ordering Paragraph 12.
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Brianna Goodman, Transportation Planner

RE:

Measure D Direct Allocation Master Funding Agreement – Term
Amendment

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC):
1. Authorize the Executive Director to approve an amendment to the term of
the Master Agreements for Measure D formula funds allocated by formula to
local cities, the County of Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit
District (METRO), and Community Bridges Lift Line.

BACKGROUND
Measure D, the transportation ballot measure passed by Santa Cruz County voters
on November 8, 2016, provides funding for five categories of projects:
neighborhood projects, transportation for seniors and people with disabilities,
highway corridors, active transportation, and the rail corridor. The Regional
Transportation Commission (RTC) is responsible for implementation and
administration of the measure. The Expenditure Plan categories: “Neighborhood
Projects” and “Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities” include
formula funding allocations to local jurisdictions and transit service providers
(“recipient agencies”) for local efforts related to maintaining and improving local
roads, including pavement, bicycle, and pedestrian infrastructure, and
transit/paratransit services.

DISCUSSION
Existing Funding Agreements/Guidelines for Formula Funds for Direct Allocations
Measure D funds are allocated to the cities, the County, Santa Cruz METRO, and
Community Bridge/Lift Line on a formula basis, as set forth in the ballot measure.
Staff worked with the RTC’s Budget and Administration/Personnel (B&A/P)
Committee, the Interagency Technical Advisory Committee (ITAC), recipient
agencies, and the RTC’s legal counsel to develop the current funding agreements
and guidelines that delineate requirements for Measure D funds that are directly
allocated to local jurisdictions and transit providers.
The documents ensure that funds are spent in accordance with the Measure D
Ordinance and Expenditure Plan and ensure that standardized procedures are
applied to each recipient of Measure D revenues. They clarify roles and
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Measure D Allocations to Recipient Agencies

Page 2

responsibilities, provide guidance on eligible uses and expenditures of each fund
type, outline the obligations of RTC in distributing the funds and the recipient
agencies in expending the funds.
The agreement and its implementing guidelines also include funding allocation,
payment and expenditure provisions, direct local distribution summary, reporting
provisions, and liability and indemnification responsibilities. The documents also
require recipients to install or mount signage to inform the public of what projects
or services have been funded by Measure D.
The current Master Funding Agreement had an initial 5-year term, expiring on June
30, 2022. RTC staff contacted all direct allocation recipients and confirmed that
there are currently no concerns or requested changes to the master funding
agreement, and that all recipients would be willing to extend the current agreement
term for the life of Measure D, with an amended term expiration date of December
31, 2047.
Staff recommends that the RTC approve the resolution to authorize the
Executive Director to execute a term amendment to the Master Agreement
(Exhibit A to Attachment 1) with Measure D Direct Allocation recipient
agencies.

SUMMARY
Measure D includes funds that are allocated by formula to cities, the County of
Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz METRO, and Community Bridges. Each of the Measure D
recipient agencies develop five-year programs of projects showing how they intend
to spend their shares of Measure D revenues. In order to ensure that requirements
set forth in the voter-approved Measure D Ordinance are implemented, the
recipients signed a master agreement, which includes guidelines for Measure D
formula funds. Direct allocation recipients are amenable to extending the term of
the master funding agreement for the life of Measure D.
Attachments:
1. Resolution
A. Master Funding Agreement Term Amendment
s:\tpw\tpw 2022\0622\consent agenda\measd master funding amendment\measdmasterfundingamendment-sr.docx
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ATTACHMENT 1

RESOLUTION NO. ____
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner ______
duly seconded by Commissioner _______
A RESOLUTION AMENDING MEASURE D DIRECT ALLOCATION RECIEPENTS
MASTER FUNDING AGREEMENT TERM
WHEREAS, to address immense transportation needs and severe
transportation funding shortfalls, Santa Cruz County voters approved Measure
D in November 2016 by over a 2/3 majority; and
WHEREAS, Measure D is a ½-cent transactions and use tax for 30 years
to fund five transportation improvement categories; and
WHEREAS, the Measure D Ordinance included direct allocation of
funding to the cities of Watsonville, Capitola, Santa Cruz, and Scotts Valley,
the County of Santa Cruz, METRO Santa Cruz, and Community Bridges Lift
Line; and
WHEREAS, all Measure D funding recipients entered into a Master
Funding Agreement for acceptance of such funds, which all recipients have
agreed needs no additional amendments at this time; and
WHEREAS, the Master Funding Agreement has a 5-year term, set to
expire 30 June 2022; and
WHEREAS, there is a need to extend the term in order to continue to
make direct allocation payments.
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION THAT:
1.

The Executive Director is hereby authorized to execute an amendment
to the term of the Measure D Direct Allocation Master Funding
Agreement to have an expiration date of December 31, 2047.

AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS
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ATTACHMENT 1

_________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair

ATTEST:
_________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary

Exhibit A: Draft Amendment Template to Measure D Master Funding Agreement Term
Distribution: RTC Fiscal, RTC Programming, Project Sponsors
s:\tpw\tpw 2022\0622\consent agenda\measd master funding amendment\att1 measdmasterfundingamendment-reso.docx
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ATTACHMENT 1 Exhibit A

AMENDMENT TO

MEASURE D
MASTER FUNDING AGREEMENT
between the
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
and the
[INSERT DIRECT ALLOCATION RECIPIENT]

The parties hereto agree to amend that certain Agreement dated June 30, 2017 by and
between the SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION and
[Insert Recipient] by changing Article IV.D.1. (TERM) of the amended Contract as follows:
D. TERM
1. The term of this AGREEMENT shall be from April 1, 2017 to December 31, 2022 2047, unless amended in
writing or a new Master Funding Agreement is executed between RTC and RECIPIENT for Measure D revenues.

All other provisions of said Agreement shall remain the same.
Dated: _____________
(INSERT NAME OF RECIPIENT)

Name
Title

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (RTC)

Date

Approved as to Form:
By:

Name

Distribution:

Guy Preston
Executive Director

Date

Approved as to Form:

Date

By:

Legal Counsel to SCCRTC

Date

Recipient
SCCRTC Fiscal

\\RTCSERV2\Shared\MeasureD\LSRandTransitAllocations\Agreements\MeasD Master Funding Agreement - Term Amendment.doc
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TDA REVENUE REPORT
FY 2021/2022
FY20 - 21
ACTUAL
REVENUE

MONTH
JULY

FY21 - 22
ESTIMATE
REVENUE

FY21 - 22
ACTUAL
REVENUE

DIFFERENCE
AS % OF
DIFFERENCE PROJECTION

CUMULATIVE
% OF
ACTUAL TO
PROJECTION

1,016,646

954,838

1,180,089

225,250

23.59%

123.59%

AUGUST

748,355

702,858

947,834

244,976

34.85%

128.37%

SEPTEMBER

932,896

876,180

1,008,451

132,271

15.10%

123.78%

1,164,146

1,093,371

1,242,981

149,609

13.68%

120.73%

NOVEMBER

670,297

629,546

835,454

205,908

32.71%

122.51%

DECEMBER

866,405

813,731

1,015,997

202,266

24.86%

122.88%

JANUARY

898,170

843,565

990,616

147,051

17.43%

122.11%

1,074,000

1,008,706

1,080,393

71,687

7.11%

119.92%

MARCH

741,758

696,663

863,751

167,089

23.98%

120.29%

APRIL

891,479

837,281

894,620

57,338

6.85%

118.96%

MAY

821,015

771,101

1,067,921.96

296,821

38.49%

120.59%

JUNE

908,248

853,031
11,128,108

1,900,268

18.85%

110%

OCTOBER

FEBRUARY

TOTAL

10,733,415

10,080,871

Note:
I:\FISCAL\TDA\MonthlyReceipts\FY2022\[FY2022 TDA Receipts.xlsx]FY2022
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SCCRTC
TRANSPORTATION TAX REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FUND (TTRTF) - MEASURE D
SUMMARY OF REVENUE ALLOCATION BY MONTH
FY2022 ENDING JUNE 30, 2022
KEY/OBJECT
729000/40186

GROSS
BOE FEES

RATE

NET
ADMINISTRATION & IMPLEMENTATION - 729100/75381
ADMINISTRATION - SALARIES & BENEFITS
O/H ADMIN
SALARIES & O/H IMPLEME& OVERSIGHT
SERVICES & SUPPLIES

1%

JULY
2,649,497.47
2,649,497.47

AUGUST
2,239,834.59
(53,710.00)
2,186,124.59

SEPTEMBER
2,210,354.12
2,210,354.12

OCTOBER
2,644,849.94
2,644,849.94

NOVEMBER
2,146,060.56
(53,710.00)
2,092,350.56

DECEMBER
2,139,182.14
2,139,182.14

JANUARY
2,060,127.88
2,060,127.88

FEBRUARY
3,002,943.86
(53,710.00)
2,949,233.86

MARCH
1,951,040.00
1,951,040.00

APRIL
2,016,388.82
2,016,388.82

MAY
2,567,051.16
(53,780.00)
2,513,271.16

TOTAL
25,627,330.54
(214,910.00)
25,412,420.54

26,494.97
24,110.43
13,056.25
6,666.67
70,328.32

21,861.25
19,893.73
6,835.75
4,944.44
53,535.17

22,103.54
20,114.22
6,835.75
4,944.44
53,997.96

26,448.50
24,068.13
6,835.75
4,944.44
62,296.83

20,923.51
26,154.38
13,056.25
4,944.44
65,078.58

21,391.82
26,739.78
6,835.75
4,944.44
59,911.79

20,601.28
25,751.60
6,835.75
4,944.44
58,133.07

29,492.34
36,865.42
6,835.75
4,944.44
78,137.96

19,510.40
24,388.00
6,835.75
4,944.44
55,678.59

20,163.89
25,204.86
6,835.75
4,944.44
57,148.94

25,132.71
31,415.89
6,835.75
4,944.44
68,328.80

254,124.21
284,706.45
87,634.25
56,111.11
682,576.01

2,579,169.15

2,132,589.42

2,156,356.16

2,582,553.11

2,027,271.98

2,079,270.35

2,001,994.81

2,871,095.90

1,895,361.41

1,959,239.88

2,444,942.36

24,729,844.53

30%

773,750.75

639,776.82

646,906.85

774,765.93

608,181.59

623,781.10

600,598.44

861,328.77

568,608.42

587,771.96

733,482.71

7,418,953.36

SLV SR9
HWY 17 Wildlife

Fixed $
Fixed $

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

27,777.78
13,888.89
41,666.67

305,555.56
152,777.78
458,333.33

City of Capitola - V100207
City of Santa Cruz - V110467
City of Scotts Valley - V102713
City of Watonville - V1728
County of Santa Cruz

5.0878%
22.5429%
4.8626%
15.4078%
52.0989%
100%

37,246.67
165,033.15
35,598.30
112,798.40
381,407.55
732,084.08

30,430.40
134,831.51
29,083.69
92,155.90
311,608.65
598,110.16

30,793.16
136,438.83
29,430.40
93,254.49
315,323.31
605,240.18

37,298.32
165,262.01
35,647.67
112,954.82
381,936.46
733,099.27

28,822.91
127,709.03
27,547.34
87,287.76
295,147.89
566,514.93

29,616.57
131,225.61
28,305.88
89,691.31
303,275.06
582,114.44

28,437.10
125,999.56
27,178.60
86,119.36
291,197.16
558,931.78

41,702.43
184,775.80
39,856.87
126,292.29
427,034.72
819,662.10

26,809.52
118,788.08
25,623.06
81,190.38
274,530.72
526,941.76

27,784.52
123,108.10
26,554.90
84,143.07
284,514.70
546,105.30

35,197.93
155,955.56
33,640.23
106,593.96
360,428.36
691,816.04

354,139.51
1,569,127.24
338,466.95
1,072,481.73
3,626,404.58
6,960,620.02

2. HWY Corridors - 729300/75383

25%

644,792.29

533,147.35

539,089.04

645,638.28

506,817.99

519,817.59

500,498.70

717,773.98

473,840.35

489,809.97

611,235.59

6,182,461.13

3. TRANSIT/PARATRANSIT - 729400/75384
Santa Cruz Metro (SCMTD) 16%
Community Bridges - V127587 - 4%

20%
80%
20%

515,833.83
412,667.06
103,166.77

426,517.88
341,214.31
85,303.58

431,271.23
345,016.99
86,254.25

516,510.62
413,208.50
103,302.12

405,454.40
324,363.52
81,090.88

415,854.07
332,683.26
83,170.81

400,398.96
320,319.17
80,079.79

574,219.18
459,375.34
114,843.84

379,072.28
303,257.82
75,814.46

391,847.98
313,478.38
78,369.60

488,988.47
391,190.78
97,797.69

4,945,968.91
3,956,775.12
989,193.78

4. ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION - 729500/75385

17%

438,458.76

362,540.20

366,580.55

439,034.03

344,636.24

353,475.96

340,339.12

488,086.30

322,211.44

333,070.78

415,640.20

4,204,073.57

5. RAIL CORRIDOR - 729600/75386

8%

206,333.53

170,607.15

172,508.49

206,604.25

162,181.76

166,341.63

160,159.58

229,687.67

151,628.91

156,739.19

195,595.39

1,978,387.56

2,579,169.15

2,132,589.42

2,156,356.16

2,582,553.11

2,027,271.98

2,079,270.35

2,001,994.81

2,871,095.90

1,895,361.41

1,959,239.88

2,444,942.36

24,729,844.53

2,649,497.47

2,186,124.59

2,210,354.12

2,644,849.94

2,092,350.56

2,139,182.14

2,060,127.88

2,949,233.86

1,951,040.00

2,016,388.82

2,513,271.16

25,412,420.54

Subtotal
TO DISTRIBUTE TO INVESTMENT CATEGORIES
1. NEIGHBORHOOD - 729200/75382

DISTRIBUTED TO INVESTMENT CATEGORIES
TOTAL ADMIN & IMPLEM AND INVESTMENT CATEGORIES

100%

I:\FISCAL\Measure D\2Distribution To Investment Category\FY2022\[FY2022 11 May 2022 Measure D Distribution.xlsx]Summary
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission (RTC)/Transportation Policy
Workshop

FROM:

Tracy New, Director of Finance and Budget

RE:

Amendments to the Fiscal Years (FYs) 2021-22 and 2022-23
Budget & Work Program

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC)
approve the attached resolution (Attachment 1) authorizing the following:
1. Amendment of the RTC FY2021-22 budget and work program and
Measure D FY 2021-22 budget as shown on Exhibit A to Attachment 1.
2. Amendment of the RTC FY2022-23 budget and work program and
Measure D FY 2022-23 budget as shown on Exhibit B to Attachment 1.

BACKGROUND
Due to work trends, revenue updates, Caltrans planning grants awards,
and the Transportation Network Companies (TNC) Access for All funds it is
currently necessary to consider amendments to the RTC’s Fiscal Years (FY)
2021-22 and 2022-23 budgets and work programs.
DISCUSSION
The initial budget that is approved by the RTC each year includes estimates
for the work that is anticipated to be done in the coming fiscal year. Usually,
adjustments need to be made due to work trends, revenue adjustments,
and other factors. Therefore, a number of adjustments are included in the
budget amendments as a result of more or less work than was estimated
for various projects and planning efforts. Labor budgets were adjusted for
work completed on projects by staff that was originally allocated to
consultants.
Adjustments proposed for FY2021-22 include increases for legal services,
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reallocating budget, and carryover to FY2022-23 for work that is not
anticipated to be completed in FY2021-22. Adjustments proposed for
FY2022-23 include increases due to project status at the end of FY202122, reallocating budget, and carryover from FY2021-22.
Therefore, staff recommends that the RTC approve the:
1. FY2021-22 RTC budget and work program and Measure D
budget as shown on Exhibit A of Attachment 1
2. FY2022-23 RTC budget and work program and Measure D
budget as shown on Exhibit B of Attachment 1.
FISCAL IMPACT
The FY2021-22 RTC proposed budget and work program amendment (Exhibit
A to Attachment 1) includes a total decrease of $2,089,704 including revised
project costs, reallocation of budget and carryover to FY2022-23 of previously
approved funds, including the following:
• Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) $5,000 budget reallocation for labor
• Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line decrease of $1,918,020 to carryover funds
to FY2022-23 for projects to be completed in future years and increase
of $110,100 for services and supplies for a net decrease of $1,807,920
• Highway 1 Corridor decrease of $1,271,535 to carryover funds to
FY2022-23 and increase of $1,031,958 for PS&E and ROW work
completed on State Park to Bay-Porter and funded by STIP in FY202122 for a net decrease of $239,577
• Monterey Bay Scenic Sanctuary Trail (MBSST) decrease of $32,207 to
carryover funds to FY2022-23 and a budget reallocation of $126,000 for
work completed by staff
• Planning $30,000 budget reallocation for labor
• Highway 9-San Lorenzo Valley $10,000 decrease of Measure D revenues
and labor for carryover to FY2022-23
• Administration $55,000 budget reallocation for legal fees and computer
services
The FY2021-22 Measure D proposed budget amendment (Exhibit A to
Attachment 1) includes a total decrease of $2,245,665 including revised
project costs, reallocation of budget and carryover of unspent funds to
FY2022-23 including the following:
• Highway 9-San Lorenzo Valley $10,000 decrease in labor for carryover
to FY2022-23
• Highway Corridor $912,958 decrease for carryover to FY2022-23 and
future years and $20,000 budget reallocation and
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•
•

Active Transportation $32,207 decrease for carryover to FY2022-23 and
$126,000 budget reallocation for work completed by staff
Rail decrease of $1,395,500 to carryover funds to FY 2022-23 and
increase of $105,000 for legal fees for a net decrease of $1,290,500

The FY2022-23 RTC proposed budget amendment (Exhibit B to Attachment 1)
includes a total increase of $1,616,135 including revised project costs,
reallocation of budget and carryover from FY2021-22 including the following:
• Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line $843,500 increase for labor and supplies
and carryover from FY2021-22 including Manresa Coastal Erosion,
Pajaro River Bridge Repair and Capitola Trestle
• Highway 1 Corridor $359,769 decrease due to project status and
carryover from FY2021-22
• Monterey Bay Scenic Sanctuary Trail (MBSST) increase $32,207 for
carryover from FY2021-22
• Planning $1,126,039 increase for work planned in FY2022-23 for two
new grants- Santa Cruz County Transportation Equity Action Plan and
Santa Cruz County Climate Adaptation–Vulnerability Assessment and
Transportation Priorities Report, and Administrator for Transportation
Network Companies (TNC) Access for All Fund
• Highway 9-San Lorenzo Valley $10,000 increase in labor for carryover
from FY2021-22
• Administration $35,842 decrease due to equipment purchases made in
FY2021-22, lower insurance premium, and $39,957 budget reallocation
for software fees, memberships, and audit services
• RSTPX Programming Amendment to combine the Empire Grade
Resurfacing project and Alba and Jamison Creek emergency routes
resurfacing project, as requested by the County of Santa Cruz.
The FY2022-23 Measure D proposed budget amendment (Exhibit B to
Attachment 1) includes a total increase of $290,438 including revised project
costs, reallocation of budget and carryover from FY2021-22 including the
following:
• Highway 9-San Lorenzo Valley $10,000 increase in labor for carryover
from FY2021-22
• Highway Corridor $484,769 decrease due to project status and work
completed in FY2021-22
• Active Transportation $32,207 increase for carryover from FY2021-22
• Rail $733,000 increase for carryover from FY2021-22 including Manresa
Coastal Erosion, Pajaro River Bridge Repair and Capitola Trestle
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SUMMARY
Due to work trends, revenue updates, and need to carryover funds from
FY2021-22 for work not yet completed, it is necessary to consider
amendments to the FY2021-22 and FY2022-23 budgets and work
programs.
Staff recommends that the RTC approve the proposed amended FY202122 and FY2022-23 budget and work programs per Exhibit A and Exhibit B
respectively and amend the Measure D Active Transportation program per
Exhibit C of Attachment 1.
Attachment:
1. Resolution amending the FY2021-22 and FY 2022-23 Budget and Work
Programs
• Exhibit A: SCCRTC FY 2021-22 Budget and Work Program and Measure
D Budget, as amended
• Exhibit B: SCCRTC FY 2022-23 RTC Budget and Work Program and
Measure D Budget, as amended
S:\TPW\TPW 2022\0622\Consent Agenda\FY2021-22 and FY2022-23 Budget Amendment\FY2022BudgAmend-SR.docx
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ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner Alternate
A RESOLUTION AMENDING THE FY 2021-22 and FY 2022-23 RTC BUDGETS
AND WORK PROGRAMS FOR THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
WHEREAS, the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
(RTC) adopts and periodically amends a budget and work program for each
fiscal year to guide its expenses and work;
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION:
1. The FY 2021-22 Budget and Work Program for the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) and Measure D Budget are
hereby amended as shown in Exhibit A.
2. The FY 2022-23 Budget and Work Program for the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) and Measure D Budget are
hereby amended as shown in Exhibit B.

AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN: COMMISSIONERS

______________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair
ATTEST:
____________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
13-5

Attachments:

Exhibit A – FY 2021-22 SCCRTC Budget and Work Program and
Measure D Budget as amended
Exhibit B - FY 2022-23 SCCRTC Budget and Work Program and
Measure D Budget as amended

Distribution: RTC Fiscal

S:\TPW\TPW 2022\0622\Consent Agenda\FY2021-22 and FY2022-23 Budget Amendment\Resolution FY21-22 and
FY22-23 Budget.Amendments.docx
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EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1

Budget Summary by Purpose, Program or Project (with allocated labor and overhead)
Fiscal Year
FY2021/22
June 16, 2022
Proposed As of

FSP

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

DIFF

Object
Revenues
TDA Revenue
40172
Measure D
40186
Leases, Licenses & Other Rev
40440
SB 1
40465
RSTP Exchange/STBG
40761
STIP
40770
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)
40786
Transit Planning Grants
40786
Caltrans FSP
40884
State-Other
40894
FEMA
41093
Contr from Other Funds
42367
Other revenue
42384
Total Revenues

5/5/2022
203,091
80,397
167,519
451,007

6/16/2022
203,091
80,397
167,519
451,007

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

45,288
41,212
86,500

47,906
43,594
91,500

61221
61312
61535
61725
61845
62020
62214
62219
62221
62223
62301
62325
62327
62340
62359
62381
62610
62801
62856
62893
62914
62920
63070
75206
75230
75233
86110
86110
86209
86210
Supplies

2,000
4,200
4,000
1,000
5,000
347,307
1,000
364,507

2,000
4,200
4,000
1,000
347,307
1,000
359,507

Total Expenditures:

451,007

451,007

Services & Supplies
Telephone & Mobile Device
Office Equipment
Liability Insurance
Office Equip Repair/Maint
Repairs & Maintenance
Membership
Duplicating
Computer Software
Postage
General Supplies & Expenses
Accounting & Audit
County Mainframe/Intranet
Commissioners' Stipend
Design and Eng Consult
Legal Fees
Professional & Special Serv
Office Rent
Adv & Promo Materials
Contingency/Special Exp
Towing
Transp/Travel/Educ
Vehicle Maint, Rentals & Serv
Utilities
Funds to City of Watsonville
Contribution to Other Agency
Transfer to Other Funds
Construction
Buildings and Improvements
Mobile Equipment
Office Equipment
Total Services &

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
*Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):

2,618
2,382
5,000
(5,000)
(5,000)
-

Rail

DIFF

5/5/2022
2,490,500
83,772
285,000
652,000
110,000
3,621,272

6/16/2022
1,200,000
83,772
600,000
110,000
1,993,772

308,901
281,099
590,000

Hwy

DIFF

(1,290,500)
(285,000)
(52,000)
(1,627,500)

5/5/2022
6,207,535
613,000
6,820,535

6/16/2022
5,026,000
523,000
1,031,958
6,580,958

264,921
241,079
506,000

(43,979)
(40,021)
(84,000)

200,000
250,000
450,000

200,000
250,000
450,000

480
28,772
30,000
1,375,520
150,000
1,617,500
3,202,272

480
28,772
4,600
500
135,000
527,000
150,000
632,000
1,478,352

4,600
500
105,000
(848,520)
(985,500)
(1,723,920)

100,000
50,000
5,083,577
1,136,958
6,370,535

10,000
57,000
5,282,000
781,958
6,130,958

3,792,272

1,984,352

(1,807,920)

6,820,535

6,580,958

28,687
28,687

9,420
441,215
450,635

MBSST

(1,181,535)
(90,000)
1,031,958
(239,577)
(90,000)
7,000
198,423
(355,000)
(239,577)
(239,577)

DIFF

5/5/2022
4,378,392
425,000
338,720
5,142,112

6/16/2022
4,346,185
425,000
338,720
5,109,905

373,285
466,607
839,892

426,082
532,603
958,685

859,650
1,800,000
146,000
1,268,570
78,000
150,000

768,650
1,800,000
120,000
1,234,570
78,000
150,000

4,302,220

4,151,220

5,142,112

5,109,905

160,502
160,502

30,000
30,000

* Does not include operating reserve and cash flow reserve targets, see fund balances and reserve table
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Planning

DIFF

(32,207)
(32,207)

5/5/2022
813,912
1,379,114
175,000
144,579
421,250
150,448
2,000,000
5,084,303

6/16/2022
813,912
1,379,114
175,000
144,579
421,250
150,448
2,000,000
5,084,303

52,797
65,996
118,793

525,473
478,181
1,003,654

(91,000)
(26,000)
(34,000)
(151,000)
(32,207)

Hwy 9-SLV

DIFF

-

5/5/2022
251,665
105,000
356,665

6/16/2022
241,665
105,000
346,665

525,473
478,181
1,003,654

-

52,010
47,330
99,340

591,326
3,380,333
110,000
4,081,659

591,326
3,380,333
110,000
4,081,659

5,085,313

5,085,313

-

(1,010)
152,649
151,639

Admin

DIFF

(10,000)
(10,000)

5/5/2022
725,452
727,064
1,452,516

6/16/2022
725,452
727,064
1,452,516

46,775
42,565
89,340

(5,236)
(4,764)
(10,000)

471,761
429,303
901,064

471,761
429,303
901,064

9,225
150,000
98,100
257,325

9,225
150,000
98,100
257,325

10,000
5,000
76,726
7,500
12,000
20,000
6,000
53,100
5,500
37,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
40,000
298,730
130,393
6,000
21,000
45,000
4,000
1,000
126,362
55,000
80,000
1,123,311

10,000
5,000
76,726
7,500
12,000
20,000
6,000
78,100
5,500
37,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
70,000
243,730
130,393
6,000
21,000
45,000
4,000
1,000
126,362
55,000
80,000
1,123,311

356,665

346,665

(10,000)

2,024,375

2,024,375

-

-

(571,859)
1,224,003
652,144

Total

DIFF

-

5/5/2022
1,539,364
15,637,361
83,772
693,397
705,000
144,579
421,250
150,448
167,519
285,000
652,000
110,000
2,338,720
22,928,410

6/16/2022
1,539,364
13,123,119
83,772
603,397
705,000
1,176,537
421,250
150,448
167,519
600,000
110,000
2,338,720
21,019,126

-

1,976,719
1,993,731
3,970,450

1,982,919
2,017,324
4,000,243

25,000
30,000
(55,000)
-

12,480
5,000
109,698
7,500
871,650
20,000
6,000
53,100
5,500
41,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
1,900,000
276,225
8,767,723
130,393
6,000
1,390,958
347,307
46,000
4,000
1,000
150,000
3,478,433
110,000
1,617,500
126,362
55,000
80,000
19,701,829

12,480
5,000
109,698
7,500
780,650
20,000
6,000
82,700
5,500
41,500
67,000
6,000
10,000
1,810,000
392,225
8,028,626
130,393
6,000
1,030,958
347,307
46,000
4,000
1,000
150,000
3,478,433
110,000
632,000
126,362
55,000
80,000
17,582,332

-

23,672,279

21,582,575

-

(563,449)
2,037,056
1,473,607

(2,514,242)
(90,000)
1,031,958
(285,000)
(52,000)
(1,909,284)
6,200
23,593
29,793
(91,000)
29,600
500
(90,000)
116,000
(739,097)
(360,000)
(985,500)
(2,119,497)
(2,089,704)

Freeway Service Patrol (FSP)
GL Key 721827
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

Measure D
SB 1
Caltrans FSP

FY2021/22 FY2021/22
Approved
Proposed Difference
Object
5/5/22
6/16/22
40186
203,091
203,091
40465
80,397
80,397
40884
167,519
167,519
Total Revenues
451,007
451,007
-

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

45,288
41,212
86,500

47,906
43,594
91,500

2,618
2,382
5,000 Reallocate budget for labor

61221
61535
62223
62359
62856
62893
62914
& Supplies

2,000
4,200
4,000
1,000
5,000
347,307
1,000
364,507

2,000
4,200
4,000
1,000
347,307
1,000
359,507

(5,000) Reallocate budget for labor
(5,000)

Total Expenditures:

451,007

451,007

Services & Supplies
Telephone & Mobile Device
Liability Insurance
General Supplies & Expenses
Legal Fees
Contingency/Special Exp
Towing
Transp/Travel/Educ
Total Services

To/(From) reserves:

-

-
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-

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line
Rail Trail Authority
GL Key 722100
Measure D
Leases, Licenses & Other Rev
State-Other
FEMA
Contr from Other Funds
Total

Object
40186
40440
40894
41093
42367
Revenues

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22
2,490,500
83,772
285,000
652,000
110,000
3,621,272

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22
1,200,000
83,772
600,000
110,000
1,993,772

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

308,901
281,099
590,000

264,921
241,079
506,000

61221
61535
62219
62223
62359
62381
62856
86110
Supplies

480
28,772
30,000
1,375,520
150,000
1,617,500
3,202,272

480
28,772
4,600
500
135,000
527,000
150,000
632,000
1,478,352

4,600
500
105,000
(848,520)
(985,500)
(1,723,920)

Total Expenditures:

3,792,272

1,984,352

(1,807,920)

9,420

(180,420)

Services & Supplies
Telephone & Mobile Device
Liability Insurance
Computer Software
General Supplies & Expenses
Legal Fees
Professional & Special Serv
Contingency/Special Exp
Construction
Total Services &

To/(From) Reserves

(171,000)
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Difference

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

(1,290,500) Carryover to FY2022-23
(285,000) Carryover to FY2022-23
(52,000) Project completion in FY2021-22
(1,627,500)

(43,979)
(40,021)
(84,000) Carryover to FY2022-23

LCP Tracker - Prevailing Wage support
Add for project and proprietor related matters
Reallocate $50k & c/o $848,520 to FY2022-23
Reallocate $97k & c/o $985,500 to FY2022-23

Highway 1 Corridor

1
2
3
4
8
9
10
11

Object
Revenues
Measure D-41st/Soq Aux Lanes
40186
Measure D-St Park/Bay Aux Lanes
40186
Measure D - Freedom to State Park
40186
Local Partnership Program
40465
SB1 SCCP 41st/Soquel
40465
STIP - State Park/Bay Aux Lanes
40770
Total Revenues

12 Expenditures
13 Allocated Labor Costs
51070
14 Allocated Overhead (indirect costs)
62354
15
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22

536,958
3,985,000
1,685,577
513,000
100,000
6,820,535

515,958
3,343,042
1,167,000
513,000
10,000
1,031,958
6,580,958

200,000
250,000
450,000

200,000
250,000
450,000

Difference

(21,000)
(641,958)
(518,577)
(90,000)
1,031,958
(239,577)

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Carryover to FY2022-23
Carryover to FY2022-23
Carryover to FY2022-23
Carryover to FY2022-23
PS&E and ROW phases

-

17 Services and Supplies:
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43

41st to Soquel Aux Lanes & Bike/Ped Xing:
Design and Engineering Consult
62340
100,000
10,000
Legal Fees
62359
10,000
2,000
Project Management Consultant
62381
80,000
80,000
Pub Info, materials, & meetings
62381
15,000
2,000
Contingency
62856
50,000
50,000
Right of Way Capital and Support
62856
281,958
281,958
State Park Dr to Bay Porter Aux Lanes and Mar Vista Overcrossing:
PS&E Consultant
62381
3,000,000
3,750,000
Legal Fees
62359
10,000
5,000
Project Management Consultant
62381
110,000
110,000
Pub Info, materials, & meetings
62381
10,000
10,000
Right of Way Capital and Support
62856
605,000
250,000
Contingency
62856
100,000
100,000
Freedom to State Park Dr Aux Lanes:
PA/ED Consultants
62381
1,718,577
1,200,000
Legal Fees
62359
30,000
50,000
Project Management Consultant
62381
130,000
110,000
Pub Info, materials, & meetings
62381
20,000
20,000
Contingency
62856
100,000
100,000
Subtotal Services & Supplies
6,370,535
6,130,958

Total Expenditures
To/(From) Reserves:

6,820,535
-

6,580,958
-
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(90,000)
(8,000)
(13,000)
750,000
(5,000)
(355,000)
-

GL Key 722261
Carryover to FY2022-23
Carryover to FY2022-23
Carryover to FY2022-23

GL Key 722262
Work completed in FY2021-22

Carryover to FY2022-23

GL Key 722263
(518,577) Carryover to FY2022-23
20,000 Reallocate budget
(20,000) Reallocate budget
(239,577)

(239,577)
-

Active Transportation
Object
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33

34
35
36

Revenues
Measure D
RSTP Exchange
Land Trust of SCC for Seg 5

40186
40761
42384
Total Revenues

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22
4,378,392
425,000
338,720
5,142,112

Expenditures
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
373,285
Allocated Overhead (indirect costs)
62354
466,607
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
839,892
Services and Supplies
MBSST Network GL Key 722280
General Technical Assistance
62381
95,000
Corridor encroachment & maint
61845
804,650
Capitola Trestle Interim Trail Analysis 62381
50,000
Boundary Survey
62381
175,250
MBSST North Coast Segment 5 GL Key 722281:
Legal Fees
62359
145,000
Environmental Docs and Design
62381
763,720
Tech Asst (envl, survey, EHS, etc.)
62381
115,600
Property Acquisitions
62856
78,000
MBSST City of Santa Cruz Segments 7, 8 & 9 GL Key 722282:
Tech Asst (envl, survey, EHS, etc.)
62381
30,000
Ongoing Maintenance
61845
45,000
MBSST County of Santa Cruz Segments 10 &11 GL Key 722280:
Prelim Eng & enviro clearance
62340
1,800,000
Professional & Special Services
62381
25,000
MBSST City of Watsonville Segement 18 GL Key 722283:
Legal Fees
62359
1,000
Tech Asst (envl, survey, EHS, etc.)
62381
9,000
Seg 18 Constr - to City of Wats
75206
150,000
Ongoing Maintenance
61845
10,000
MBSST City of Capitola City Hall to Monterey Ave GL Key 722284:
Tech Asst (envl, survey, EHS, etc.)
62381
5,000

Subtotal Services & Supplies
Total Expenditures
Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:

4,302,220
5,142,112
-

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22
4,346,185
425,000
338,720
5,109,905

Difference

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

(32,207) Carryover to FY2022-23
(32,207)

426,082
532,603
958,685

52,797
65,996
118,793 Reallocate $ add funds for maint and segs

95,000
713,650
50,000
175,250

(91,000) Reallocate budget for labor
-

120,000
763,720
115,600
78,000

(25,000) Reallocate budget for labor
-

15,000
45,000

(15,000) Reallocate budget for labor
-

1,800,000
20,000

(5,000) Reallocate budget for labor

150,000
10,000
-

4,151,220
5,109,905
-
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(1,000) Carryover to FY2022-23
(9,000) Carryover to FY2022-23
(5,000) Carryover to FY2022-23

(151,000)
(32,207)
-

Planning
GL Key 721750
Object
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Revenues
TDA Planning
Measure D
RSTP Exchange
STIP for Planning (PPM)
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)
Sust Transp Planning Grant CDFW
Sust Transp Planning Grant WCB
Land Trust Grant
Total Revenues

40172
40186
40761
40770
40786
40786
40786
42384

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead by Program
Regional Planning Coordination
Work Program
Public Information
Bicycle/Pedestrian Planning
Specialized Transportation
Regional Transp Plan for MTP
Transp Improv Program (TIP)
Highway & Roadway Planning
Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing
Scotts Creek Marsh Restor
Reg Conserv Invest Strategy (RCIS)
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead (indirect costs)
62354
Subtotal Staff and Overhead

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22

813,912
1,379,114
175,000
144,579
421,250
75,000
75,448
2,000,000
5,084,303

813,912
1,379,114
175,000
144,579
421,250
75,000
75,448
2,000,000
5,084,303

140,000
35,000
45,000
70,000
75,000
280,000
200,000
100,000
15,000
15,000
28,654
525,473
478,181
1,003,654

140,000
40,000
70,000
60,000
65,000
280,000
190,000
100,000
15,000
15,000
28,654
525,473
478,181
1,003,654
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Difference

-

5,000
25,000
(10,000)
(10,000)
(10,000)
-

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Planning Continued
Object
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

Services & Supplies
Passthrough Programs
Bike To Work Prog (Ecology Action)
62381
Bike & Ped Safety (CTSC)
62381
Ecology Action - Bike Smart and Walk Smart
62381
Ecology Action - Bike Challenge +
62381
Project Paseo (Bike SC County)
62381
Professional Services (contracts)
Legislative Assistant
62381
Eng and Other Tech Consultants
62381
AMBAG for RTP/MTP
75230
Scotts Creek Marsh Restoration Grant
62381
RCIS Consultant
62381
RTC Work Element Related Items
Traffic Monitoring services
62381
Printing Documents and Pub Info Materials 62381
Transfer to Rail/Trail Authority
75233
Subtotal Services & Supplies
Other
Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing Construction to Caltrans
Total Expenditures
To/(From) Reserves:

FY2021/22

FY2021/22

Approved
5/5/22

Proposed
6/16/22

Difference

60,000
130,000
25,000
100,000
50,000

60,000
130,000
25,000
100,000
50,000

44,600
21,750
30,000
75,000
60,476

44,600
21,750
30,000
75,000
60,476

-

12,000
12,500
110,000
731,326

12,000
12,500
110,000
731,326

-

3,350,333

3,350,333

-

5,085,313

5,085,313

-

(1,010)
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(1,010)

-

Note

Highway 9 Improvements
GL Key 721740
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

Object
40186
40761
Total Revenues

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22
251,665
105,000
356,665

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22
241,665
105,000
346,665

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

52,010
47,330
99,340

46,775
42,565
89,340

62359
62381
75230
Supplies

9,225
150,000
98,100
257,325

9,225
150,000
98,100
257,325

-

Total Expenditures:

356,665

346,665

(10,000)

Measure D
RSTP Exchange/STBG

Services & Supplies
Legal Fees
Professional & Special Serv
Contribution to Other Agency
Total Services &

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:

-
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-

Difference

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

(10,000) Carryover to FY2022-23
(10,000)

(5,236)
(4,764)
(10,000) Carryover to FY2022-23

Administration
RTC and Measure D
GL Key 721750
Object
1 TDA Revenue
40172
2 Measure D
40186
3
Total Revenues
4 Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
5 TDA Administration
6 Allocated Labor Costs
51070
7 Allocated Overhead
62354
8 Meas D Admin Labor
51070
9 Meas D Admin Overhead
62354
10
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
11 Services & Supplies
12 Telephone & Mobile Device
61221
13 Office Equipment
61312
14 Liability Insurance
61535
15 Office Equip Repair/Maint
61725
16 Repairs & Maintenance
61845
17 Membership
62020
18 Duplicating
62214
19 Computer Software
62219
20 Postage
62221
22 General Supplies & Expenses
62223
23 Accounting & Audit
62301
24 County Mainframe/Intranet
62325
25 Commissioners' Stipend
62327
26 Legal Fees
62359
27 Professional & Special Serv
62381
28 Office Rent
62610
29 Adv & Promo Materials
62801
30 Contingency/Special Exp
62856
31 Transp/Travel/Educ
62914
32 Vehicle Maint, Rentals & Serv
62920
33 Utilities
63070
34 Buildings and Improvements
86110
35 Mobile Equipment
86209
36 Office Equipment
86210
37
Total Services & Supplies
38
39
Total Expenditures
40
41
To/(From) reserves:

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/2022
725,452
727,064
1,452,516

6/16/2022
725,452
727,064
1,452,516

-

125,654
114,346
346,107
314,957
901,064

125,654
114,346
346,107
314,957
901,064

-

10,000
5,000
76,726
7,500
12,000
20,000
6,000
53,100
5,500
37,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
40,000
298,730
130,393
6,000
21,000
45,000
4,000
1,000
126,362
55,000
80,000
1,123,311

10,000
5,000
76,726
7,500
12,000
20,000
6,000
78,100
5,500
37,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
70,000
243,730
130,393
6,000
21,000
45,000
4,000
1,000
126,362
55,000
80,000
1,123,311

2,024,375

2,024,375

(571,859)

FY2021/22

Proposed

(571,859)
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Difference

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

25,000 Reallocate budget from computer services
30,000 Reallocate budget from professional services
(55,000) Reallocate budget to software and legal
-

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Measure D Administration & Implementation budget detail included in above total
1
Meas D Admin & Implementation Labor
51070
346,107
346,107
2
Meas D Admin Overhead
62354
314,957
314,957
3
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
661,064
661,064
4
5 Meas D Services & Supplies
6
Materials and supplies
62223
25,000
25,000
7
Accounting & Audit Services
62301
1,000
1,000
8
Consultant Services
62381
40,000
40,000
9
10 Total Measure D Administration
727,064
727,064
11
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EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1

Measure D Regional Funding Program and Project Budget Summary

Administration and Implementation by RTC - Proposed Budget
Fiscal Year
Proposed As of

FY2021/22
June 16, 2022
Hwy 9

DIFF

Object

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

Revenues
Measure D
Interest
Operating Transfer In
Other Revenue

40186
40430
40462
42386
Total Revenues

5/5/2022
333,333
7,000
340,333

6/16/2022
333,333
7,000
340,333

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

44,151
55,189
99,340

39,707
49,633
89,340

Services & Supplies
Repairs & Maintenance
61845
General Supplies & Expenses
62223
Design and Eng Consult
62340
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Services
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Funds to City of Watsonville
75206
Contribution to Other Agency
75230
Funds to SC County
75303
Construction
86110
Intra-Fund Transfer/Program Loan
95046
Total Services & Supplies

9,225
45,000
98,100
152,325

9,225
45,000
98,100
152,325

Total Expenditures:

251,665

241,665

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):

98,668
1,299,592
1,398,260

Highway Corridor GL Key
729300

DIFF

Active Transportation GL Key
729500

5/5/2022
6,420,189
100,000
6,520,189

6/16/2022
6,420,189
100,000
6,520,189

-

5/5/2022
4,365,728
20,000
4,385,728

6/16/2022
4,365,728
20,000
4,385,728

305,459
277,968
583,427

305,459
277,968
583,427

-

375,933
469,917
845,850

428,730
535,913
964,643

-

4,000
51,000
5,194,535
605,000
474,975
6,558,101

4,000
58,000
4,624,577
255,000
474,975
5,645,143

7,000
(569,958)
(350,000)
(912,958)

859,650
25,000
146,000
479,850
78,000
150,000
1,800,000
3,538,500

768,650
20,000
120,000
450,850
78,000
150,000
1,800,000
3,387,500

(10,000)

7,141,528

6,228,570

(912,958)

4,384,350

4,352,143

-

(4,444)
(5,556)
(10,000)

291,619
16,263,254
16,554,873

33,585
9,417,353
9,450,938
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DIFF

Rail Corridor GL Key 729600
5/5/2022
2,054,460
1,503,318
3,557,778

6/16/2022
2,054,460
1,503,318
3,557,778

214,176
267,720
481,896

176,843
221,053
397,896

(91,000)
(5,000)
(26,000)
(29,000)
(151,000)

25,000
1,112,000
150,000
723,500
2,010,500

(32,207)

2,492,396

-

52,797
65,996
118,793

DIFF

Total

DIFF

5/5/2022
13,173,710
127,000
1,503,318
13,300,710

6/16/2022
13,173,710
127,000
1,503,318
13,300,710

(37,333)
(46,667)
(84,000)

939,720
1,070,793
2,010,513

950,739
1,084,567
2,035,306

130,000
352,000
150,000
172,000
804,000

105,000
(760,000)
(551,500)
(1,206,500)

859,650
4,000
25,000
231,225
6,831,385
833,000
150,000
98,100
1,800,000
723,500
474,975
12,259,426

768,650
4,000
20,000
317,225
5,472,427
483,000
150,000
98,100
1,800,000
172,000
474,975
9,988,968

(91,000)
(5,000)
86,000
(1,358,958)
(350,000)
(551,500)
(2,270,458)

1,201,896

(1,290,500)

14,269,939

12,024,274

(2,245,665)

2,355,882
963,034
3,318,916

-

2,779,754
27,943,233
30,722,987

-

11,019
13,774
24,793

Measure D
SLV SR9 Improvements
GL Key 729202
Object
1 Measure D
40186
2 Interest
40430
3
Total Revenues
4
5 Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
6 Allocated Labor Costs
51070
7 Allocated Overhead
62354
8
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
9
10 Services & Supplies
11 Legal Fees
62359
12 Professional & Special Services
62381
13 To CalTrans for PID/pre-constr
75230
14
Total Services & Supplies
15
16
Total Expenditures:
17
18
To/(From) Reserves:
19
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
20
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22
333,333
7,000
340,333

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22
333,333
7,000
340,333

44,151
55,189
99,340

39,707
49,633
89,340

9,225
45,000
98,100
152,325

9,225
45,000
98,100
152,325

-

251,665

241,665

(10,000)

88,668
1,299,592
1,388,260

98,668
1,299,592
1,398,260
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Difference

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

-

(4,444)
(5,556)
(10,000) Carryover to FY2022-23

10,000
10,000

Meas D Highway Corridors
GL Key 729300
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

Measure D
Interest
Operating Transfers In

Object
40186
40430
40462
Total Revenues

FY2021/22

FY2021/22

Approved
5/5/22

Proposed

6,420,189
100,000
6,520,189

6/16/22
6,420,189
100,000

-

6,520,189

-

-

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

305,459
277,968
583,427

305,459
277,968
583,427

Services & Supplies
Subscriptions
62222
General Supplies & Expenses
62223
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Services
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Towing
62893
Transportation/Travel/Education
62914
CHP Operations
75280
Program Loan to Highway 17
95046
Total Services & Supplies

2,000
4,000
51,000
5,194,535
605,000
175,591
1,000
50,000
474,975
6,558,101

2,000
4,000
58,000
4,624,577
255,000
175,591
1,000
50,000
474,975
5,645,143

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):

(621,339)
16,263,254
15,641,915

Difference

7,000
(569,958)
(350,000)
(912,958)

291,619

912,958

16,263,254
16,554,873

912,958
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EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Reallocate $20k from prof serv and c/o $13k
Reallocate $20k and c/o $268k
Carryover to FY2022-23

FY2021/22

Meas D Active Transportation
GL Key 729500
Object
1 Measure D
40186
2 Interest
40430
3
Total Revenues
4
5 Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
6 Allocated Labor Costs
51070
7 Allocated Overhead
62354
8
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
9
10 Services & Supplies
11 Repairs & Maintenance
61845
12 Design and Eng Consult
62340
13 Legal Fees
62359
14 Professional & Special Services
62381
15 Contingency/Special Exp
62856
16 Funds to City of Watsonville
75206
17 Funds to SC County
75303
18
Total Services & Supplies
19
20
Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
21
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):

Approved
5/5/22

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

FY2021/22

Proposed

Difference

4,365,728
20,000
4,385,728

6/16/22
4,365,728
20,000
4,385,728

375,933
469,917
845,850

428,730
535,913
964,643

859,650
25,000
146,000
479,850
78,000
150,000
1,800,000
3,538,500

768,650
20,000
120,000
450,850
78,000
150,000
1,800,000
3,387,500

(91,000)
(5,000)
(26,000)
(29,000)
(151,000)

4,384,350
-

4,352,143
-

(32,207)
-

13-20

-

52,797
65,996
118,793

Updated HdL Projections

Reallocate for maintenance and segment development
Reallocate for labor
Reallocate for labor
Carryover to FY2022-23
Reallocate $10k for labor c/o $19k to FY2022-23

Meas D Rail Corridor
GL Key 729600

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

Object
40186
42384
Total Revenues

FY2021/22
Approved
5/5/22
2,054,460
1,503,318
3,557,778

FY2021/22
Proposed
6/16/22
2,054,460
1,503,318
3,557,778

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

214,176
267,720
481,896

176,843
221,053
397,896

Services & Supplies
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Services
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Construction
86110
Total Services & Supplies

25,000
1,112,000
150,000
723,500
2,010,500

130,000
352,000
150,000
172,000
804,000

Total Expenditures:

2,492,396

1,201,896

To/(From) Reserves:

1,065,382

2,355,882

Measure D
Other-FEMA Reimbursement

13-21

Difference

EXHIBIT A to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

-

(37,333)
(46,667)
(84,000) Carryover to FY2022-23

105,000 Add for project and proprietor related matters
(760,000) Reallocate $50k & c/o $760k to FY2022-23
(551,500) Reallocate $97k & c/o $551,500 to FY2022-23
(1,206,500)
(1,290,500)
-

1
2
3
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
21
22
16
17
25
26
18
19
20
21
22
23

Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line
Rail Trail Authority
GL Key 722100
Object
Measure D
40186
Leases, Licenses & Other Rev
40440
State-Other
40894
Contr from Other Funds
42367
Total Revenues

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/22
2,126,000
83,772
285,000
110,000
2,604,772

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/22
2,789,000
83,772
285,000
110,000
3,267,772

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

231,111
288,889
520,000

280,000
350,000
630,000

480
30,023

480
30,023

Services & Supplies
Telephone & Mobile Device
Liability Insurance
Repairs & Maintenance
General Supplies & Expenses
Legal Fees
Professional & Special Serv
Contingency/Special Exp
Transp/Travel/Educ
Construction
Total Services &

Difference

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

663,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
Short Line Railroad Imp Grant
663,000

48,889
61,111
110,000 Labor associated with project and property management

61221
61535
61845
62223
62359
62381
62856
62914
86110
Supplies

30,000
705,520
150,000

500
30,000
1,323,520
150,000

1,065,000
1,981,023

1,180,000
2,714,523

500
618,000 Pajaro Bridge, Capitola Trestle
115,000 Pajaro Bridge, Manresa Coastal Erosion
733,500

Total Expenditures:

2,501,023

3,344,523

843,500

To/(From) Reserves

103,749

(76,751)

180,500

13-22

Highway 1 Corridor

41st to Soquel

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Revenues
Measure D
SB1 SCCP 41st/Soquel
Local Partnership Program
RSTPX
STIP

Object
40186
40465
40465
40761
40770
Total Revenues

Expenditures
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead (indirect costs)
62354
Total Salaries, benefits, & overhead

365,000
100,000

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/2022
Bay PorterState Park to
State Park
Freedom

1,820,000

4,549,609

465,000

1,100,000
2,920,000

66,667
83,333
150,000

66,667
83,333
150,000

Design support during construction
62381
PA/ED Consultants
62381
PS&E Consultant
62340
Legal Fees
62359
Project Management Consultant
62381
Pub Info, materials, & meetings
62381
Right of Way Capital and Support
62856
Construction Captial
62856
Contingency
62856
Total Services & Supplies

315,000

600,000
10,000
110,000
10,000
1,200,000
840000
2,770,000

Total Expenditures

465,000

2,920,000

To/(From) Reserves:

-

-

41st to
Soquel

476,000
200,000

25,000
300,000
4,874,609

6,734,609
100,000
25,000
1,400,000
8,259,609

88,889
111,111
200,000

222,222
277,778
500,000

200,000

4,349,609

100,000
800,000
3,830,769
60,000
300,000
30,000
1,473,840
840,000
7,434,609

4,549,609

7,934,609

325,000

325,000

100,000

80,000
135,000

Total

800,000
3,230,769
50,000
110,000
20,000
138,840

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/2022
Bay PorterState Park to
State Park
Freedom

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1

Total

Note

Difference

980,000

4,793,840

676,000

800,000
1,780,000

25,000
300,000
5,118,840

6,249,840
200,000
25,000
1,100,000
7,574,840

66,667
83,333
150,000

66,667
83,333
150,000

88,889
111,111
200,000

222,222
277,778
500,000

80,000
196,000
50,000
526,000

600,000
10,000
110,000
10,000
800,000
100,000
1,630,000

900,000
3,600,000
50,000
110,000
20,000
138,840
100,000
4,918,840

200,000
900,000
4,200,000
60,000
300,000
30,000
1,134,840
250,000
7,074,840

100,000
100,000
369,231
(339,000)
(840,000)
250,000
(359,769)

676,000

1,780,000

5,118,840

7,574,840

(359,769)

13-23

-

-

-

-

(484,769) Work completed in FY22 and c/o
100,000
(300,000) Revisions of right of Way
(684,769)
-

-

Carryover from FY2021-22
Carryover from FY2021-22
Carryover from FY2021-22

Work completed in FY22 and c/o
Revisions of right of Way
Carryover from FY2021-22

MBSST Coastal Rail Trail

General
Network and
Maintenance

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

Revenues
Measure D
RSTPX
Land Trust

Object
40186

Total Revenues
Expenditures
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
62354
Allocated Overhead (indirect costs)
Total Salaries, benefits, & overhead
Maintenance
Legal Fees
Professional Services
Grant Match
Property Acquisitions
Contingency
County of Santa Cruz
City of Santa Cruz
City of Watsonville
Total Services &

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/2022

North Coast

City of
Watsonville

City of
Capitola

County of
Santa cruz

1,777,350

2,355,000
425,000

2,655,000

973,333

1,000

2,365,305

1,777,350

2,780,000

2,655,000

973,333

1,000

233,333
291,667
525,000

22,222
27,778
50,000

22,222
27,778
50,000

11,111
13,889
25,000

444
556
1,000

60,000

11,000

25,000

4,000

-

25,000

61845
62359
62381
62856
62856
62856
75203
75204
75206
Supplies

1,252,350

2,730,000

Total Expenditures

1,777,350

2,780,000

To/(From) Reserves:

City of Santa
Cruz

947,800
304,550

780,000
1,950,000

County of
Santa cruz

992,333

14,207

2,365,305

2,365,305

1,777,350

2,780,000

2,655,000

992,333

14,207

13,333
16,667
30,000

302,667
378,333
681,000

233,333
291,667
525,000

22,222
27,778
50,000

22,222
27,778
50,000

15,111
18,889
34,000

4,092
5,115
9,207

947,800

60,000

11,000

25,000

14,000

5,000

25,000

1,252,350

2,730,000

1,777,350

2,780,000

2,605,000

-

2,335,305

2,655,000

973,333

1,000

2,365,305

10,551,988

-

City of
Capitola

2,655,000

933,333
948,333

-

City of
Watsonville

2,355,000
425,000

1,018,800
1,138,550
1,950,000
2,310,305
2,520,000
933,333
9,870,988

-

City of Santa
Cruz

1,777,350

2,310,305

-

North Coast

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1

10,126,988
425,000
10,551,988

2,520,000

-

General
Network and
Maintenance

Total

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/2022

-

304,550

780,000
1,950,000

13-24

-

2,365,305
13,333
16,667
30,000

310,314
387,893
698,207

7,648
9,559
17,207 Carryover from FY2021-22

15,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
15,000

2,605,000

933,333
958,333

5,000

2,335,305

1,018,800
1,153,550
1,950,000
2,310,305
2,520,000
933,333
9,885,988

2,655,000

992,333

14,207

2,365,305

10,584,195

-

-

-

Note

32,207 Carryover from FY2021-22
32,207

2,310,305

-

Difference

10,159,195
425,000
10,584,195

2,520,000

-

Total

-

-

32,207
-

Planning

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12

Revenues
TDA Planning
Measure D
RSTP Exchange
STIP for Planning (PPM)
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)
Sustainable Communities - FTA 5304
Sustainable Communities - RMRA
Sust Transp Planning Grant WCB
State TNC Access Fee Funds
Land Trust Grant
Total Revenues

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead by Program
Regional Planning Coordination
Work Program
Public Information
Bicycle/Pedestrian Planning
Specialized Transportation
Regional Transp Plan for MTP
Transp Improv Program (TIP)
Highway & Roadway Planning
Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing
Scotts Creek Marsh Restor
TNC Access for All
Equity Action Plan Grant
Climate Adaptation–Vulnerability Assessment
Allocated Labor Costs
Allocated Overhead (indirect costs)
Subtotal Staff and Overhead
Services & Supplies
Passthrough Programs
Bike To Work Prog (Ecology Action)
Bike & Ped Safety (CTSC)
Ecology Action - Bike Challenge +
Project Paseo (Bike SC County)
Professional Services (contracts)
Legislative Assistant
Eng and Other Tech Consultants
AMBAG for RTP/MTP
RCIS Consultant
Transportation Equity Action Plan
Climate Adaption-Vulnerability Assessment
TNC Access for All
RTC Work Element Related Items
Traffic Monitoring services
Printing Documents and Pub Info Materials
Transfer to Rail/Trail Authority
Subtotal Services & Supplies
Other
Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing Construction to Caltrans

Object

FY2022/23
Proposed
5/5/22

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/22

Difference

897,271
2,715,667
83,761
123,000
337,000
30,000
2,000,000
6,186,699

897,271
2,715,667
83,761
123,000
337,000
338,000
448,800
30,000
134,239
2,000,000
7,107,738

338,000
448,800
134,239
921,039

155,000
45,000
60,000
75,000
80,000
260,000
215,000
100,000
25,000
25,000
462,222
577,778
1,040,000

155,000
45,000
60,000
75,000
80,000
260,000
215,000
100,000
25,000
25,000
20,136
273,000
418,800
778,638
973,298
1,751,936

20,136
273,000
418,800
316,416
395,520
711,936

62381
62381
62381
62381

72,000
156,000
31,503
52,258

72,000
156,000
31,503
52,258

62381
62381
75230
62381
62381
62381
62381

44,600
21,750
30,000
30,000
-

44,600
21,750
30,000
30,000
150,000
150,000
114,103

150,000
150,000
114,103

62381
62381
75233

20,000
12,500
110,000
580,611

20,000
12,500
110,000
994,714

414,103

4,700,667

4,700,667

6,321,278

7,447,317

40172
40186
40761
40770
40786
40786
40786
40786
40786
42384

51070
62354

Total Expenditures
To/(From) Reserves:

(134,579)

1,126,039

(339,579)

13-25

(205,000)

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Transportation Equity Action Plan
Climate Adaption-Vulnerability Assessment
Regional Conservation Investment Study
TNC Access for All

Highway 9 Improvements

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
23
13
14
15
16
17
18

Measure D
RSTP Exchange/STBG

Object
40186
40761
Total Revenues

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/22
985,000
90,000
1,075,000

-

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/22
995,000
90,000
1,085,000

4,444
5,556
10,000

Difference

10,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
10,000

4,444
5,556
10,000 Carryover from FY2021-22

Services & Supplies
Professional & Special Serv
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Contribution to Other Agency
75230
Total Services & Supplies

195,000
850,000
30,000
1,075,000

195,000
850,000
30,000
1,075,000

-

Total Expenditures:

1,075,000

1,085,000

10,000

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:

-

-

13-26

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1

Budget Summary by Purpose, Program or Project (with allocated labor and overhead)
Fiscal Year FY2022/23
Proposed As of June 16, 2022

Rail
Object

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

DIFF

Hwy

DIFF

Revenues
TDA Revenue
40172
Measure D
40186
Leases, Licenses & Other Rev
40440
SB 1
40465
RSTP Exchange/STBG
40761
STIP
40770
Rural Planning Assistance (RPA)
40786
Sustainable Communities - RMRA
40786
State-Other
40894
Sustainable Communities - FTA 5304
40962
Contr from Other Funds
42367
Other revenue
42384
Total Revenues

5/5/2022
2,126,000
83,772
285,000
110,000
2,604,772

6/16/2022
2,789,000
83,772
285,000
110,000
3,267,772

663,000
663,000

5/5/2022
6,734,609
100,000
1,400,000
8,234,609

6/16/2022
6,249,840
200,000
1,100,000
7,549,840

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

231,111
288,889
520,000

280,000
350,000
630,000

48,889
61,111
110,000

222,222
277,778
500,000

222,222
277,778
500,000

61221
61312
61535
61725
61845
62020
62214
62219
62221
62223
62301
62325
62327
62340
62359
62381
62610
62801
62856
62914
62920
63070
75203
75204
75206
75230
75233
86110
86209
86210
Supplies

480
30,023
30,000
705,520
150,000
1,065,000
1,981,023

480
30,023
500
30,000
1,323,520
150,000
1,180,000
2,714,523

4,730,769
60,000
330,000
2,313,840
7,434,609

5,300,000
60,000
330,000
1,384,840
7,074,840

Total Expenditures:

2,501,023

3,344,523

500
618,000
115,000
733,500
843,500

7,934,609

7,574,840

Services & Supplies
Telephone & Mobile Device
Office Equipment
Liability Insurance
Office Equip Repair/Maint
Repairs & Maintenance
Membership
Duplicating
Computer Software
Postage
General Supplies & Expenses
Accounting & Audit
County Mainframe/Intranet
Commissioners' Stipend
Design and Eng Consult
Legal Fees
Professional & Special Serv
Office Rent
Adv & Promo Materials
Contingency/Special Exp
Transp/Travel/Educ
Vehicle Maint, Rentals & Serv
Utilities
Funds to County of Santa Cruz
Funds to City of Santa Cruz
Funds to City of Watsonville
Contribution to Other Agency
Transfer to Other Funds
Construction
Mobile Equipment
Office Equipment
Total Services &

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
*Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):

(76,751)
450,635
373,884

(25,000)
160,502
135,502

MBSST

(484,769)
100,000
(300,000)
(684,769)
569,231
(929,000)
(359,769)
(359,769)

DIFF

Planning

DIFF

5/5/2022
10,126,988
425,000
10,551,988

6/16/2022
10,159,195
425,000
10,584,195

32,207
32,207

5/5/2022
897,271
2,715,667
83,761
123,000
337,000
30,000
2,000,000
6,186,699

6/16/2022
897,271
2,715,667
83,761
123,000
337,000
613,039
338,000
2,000,000
7,107,738

583,039
338,000
921,039

302,667
378,333
681,000

310,314
387,893
698,207

7,648
9,559
17,207

462,222
577,778
1,040,000

778,638
973,298
1,751,936

316,416
395,520
711,936

1,018,800
1,138,550
1,950,000
2,310,305
2,520,000
933,333
9,870,988

1,018,800
1,153,550
1,950,000
2,310,305
2,520,000
933,333
9,885,988

440,611
4,730,667
110,000
5,281,278

854,714
4,730,667
110,000
5,695,381

10,551,988

10,584,195

15,000
15,000
32,207

6,321,278

7,447,317

414,103
414,103
1,126,039

30,000
30,000

(339,579)
151,639
(187,940)

* Does not include operating reserve and cash flow reserve targets, see fund balances and reserve table

13-27

Hwy 9-SLV
5/5/2022
985,000
90,000
1,075,000

DIFF

Admin

DIFF

Total

DIFF

6/16/2022
995,000
90,000
1,085,000

10,000
10,000

5/5/2022
778,192
809,847
1,588,039

6/16/2022
778,192
809,847
1,588,039

-

5/5/2022
1,675,463
23,498,111
83,772
100,000
598,761
1,523,000
337,000
30,000
285,000
110,000
2,000,000
30,241,107

6/16/2022
1,675,463
23,718,549
83,772
200,000
598,761
1,223,000
337,000
613,039
285,000
338,000
110,000
2,000,000
31,182,584

4,444
5,556
10,000

4,444
5,556
10,000

476,426
524,921
1,001,347

476,426
524,921
1,001,347

-

1,694,649
2,047,698
3,742,347

2,072,045
2,519,444
4,591,490

195,000
850,000
30,000
1,075,000

195,000
850,000
30,000
1,075,000

10,000
5,000
87,360
7,500
14,900
20,000
6,000
53,100
3,000
17,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
50,000
279,840
133,327
8,500
30,000
70,000
4,000
1,000
55,000
80,000
1,018,527

10,000
5,000
80,061
7,500
14,900
25,000
3,000
86,200
3,000
17,000
41,500
6,000
10,000
50,000
279,840
135,184
8,500
30,000
70,000
4,000
1,000
55,000
40,000
982,685

10,480
5,000
117,383
7,500
1,033,700
20,000
6,000
53,100
3,000
17,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
4,730,769
140,000
3,089,521
133,327
8,500
5,293,840
70,000
4,000
1,000
2,310,305
2,520,000
933,333
4,760,667
110,000
1,065,000
55,000
80,000
26,661,425

10,480
5,000
110,084
7,500
1,033,700
25,000
3,000
86,200
3,000
17,500
41,500
6,000
10,000
5,300,000
140,000
4,136,624
135,184
8,500
4,364,840
70,000
4,000
1,000
2,310,305
2,520,000
933,333
4,760,667
110,000
1,180,000
55,000
40,000
27,428,417

1,075,000

1,085,000

10,000

2,019,874

1,984,032

30,403,772

32,019,907

-

-

-

(395,993)
652,144
256,151

(7,299)
5,000
(3,000)
33,100
(25,500)
1,857
(40,000)
(35,842)
(35,842)

(837,323)
1,444,920
98,211

220,438
100,000
(300,000)
583,039
338,000
941,477
377,397
471,746
849,143
(7,299)
5,000
(3,000)
33,100
500
(25,500)
569,231
1,047,103
1,857
(929,000)
115,000
(40,000)
766,992
1,616,135

Administration
RTC and Measure D
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

TDA Revenue
Measure D

Object
40172
40186
Total Revenues

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
TDA Administration
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Meas D Admin Labor
51070
Meas D Admin Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Services & Supplies
Telephone & Mobile Device
61221
Office Equipment
61312
Liability Insurance
61535
Office Equip Repair/Maint
61725
Repairs & Maintenance
61845
Membership
62020
Duplicating
62214
Computer Software
62219
Postage
62221
General Supplies & Expenses
62223
Accounting & Audit
62301
County Mainframe/Intranet
62325
Commissioners' Stipend
62327
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Serv
62381
Office Rent
62610
Adv & Promo Materials
62801
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Transp/Travel/Educ
62914
Vehicle Maint, Rentals & Serv
62920
Utilities
63070
Mobile Equipment
86209
Office Equipment
86210
Total Services & Supplies
Total Expenditures
To/(From) reserves:

FY2022/23
Proposed
4/7/2022
778,192
809,847
1,588,039

6/16/2022
778,192
809,847
1,588,039

-

125,654
114,346
350,772
410,575
1,001,347

125,654
114,346
350,772
410,575
1,001,347

-

10,000
5,000
87,360
7,500
14,900
20,000
6,000
53,100
3,000
17,000
67,000
6,000
10,000
50,000
279,840
133,327
8,500
30,000
70,000
4,000
1,000
55,000
80,000
1,018,527

10,000
5,000
80,061
7,500
14,900
25,000
3,000
86,200
3,000
17,000
41,500
6,000
10,000
50,000
279,840
135,184
8,500
30,000
70,000
4,000
1,000
55,000
40,000
982,685

(7,299)
5,000
(3,000)
33,100
(25,500)
1,857
(40,000)
(35,842)

2,019,874

1,984,032

(35,842)

(431,835)

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

FY2022/23

Proposed

(395,993)
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Difference

35,842

FY2022/23 actual premium

License fees for WinCAMS implementation

TDA Audit completed in FY2021-22

3% annual increase

Some equipment purchased in FY2021/22

1 Measure D Administration & Implementation budget detail included in above total
2
Meas D Admin & Implementation Labor
51070
350,772
350,772
Meas D Admin Sal & Ben Limited to 1% Meas D
3
Meas D Admin Overhead
62354
410,575
410,575
4
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
761,347
761,347
5
6 Meas D Services & Supplies
7
Materials and supplies
62223
5,000
5,000
8
Accounting & Audit Services
62301
1,000
1,000
9
Consultant Services
62381
40,000
40,000
10
Advertisement/Publication
62801
2,500
2,500
11
12 Total Measure D Administration
809,847
809,847
13
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RSTPX Programming
GL Key 722000

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/22

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/22

Difference

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Allocations budgeted for disbursement in fiscal year:
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

County of Santa Cruz
Aptos Village Plan Improvements
Aptos Creek Road Traffic Signal
Hwy 152/Holohan - College Intersection
Hwy 1 Mar Vista Overcrossing (co-op)
Empire Grade Resurfacing
Hwy 17 to Soquel Corridor Resurfacing
Pioneer-Varni Road Resufacing
Scotts Valley Area Routes Resurfacing
Zayante Corridor Resurfacing
Emergency Routes Resurfacing: Alba & Jamison Creek Roads
Soquel Dr Buffered Bike Lanes & Congestion Mitigation
San Andreas Road Resurfacing
Holohan Road Resurfacing
Funds Programmed/Appropriated

587,000
405,402
1,277,243
32,899
225,279
335,356
322,315
355,060
274,244
98,942
1,000,000
5,000
440,000
5,358,740

587,000
405,402
1,277,243
32,899
335,356
322,315
355,060
274,244
324,221
1,000,000
5,000
440,000
5,358,740
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(225,279) Combine Empire & Emergency Routes Projects
225,279 Add funds from Empire Grade
-

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1

Measure D Regional Funding Program and Project Budget Summary

Administration and Implementation by RTC - Proposed Budget
Fiscal Year
Approved for

FY2022/23
June 16, 2022
Hwy 9

DIFF

Highway Corridor

DIFF

Active Transp

DIFF

Rail Corridor

DIFF

Total

DIFF

Object

1
2
3
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
19
20
21
24
25
26
27
28
29
29
30
31
32
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42

Revenues
Measure D
Interest
Other Revenue

40186
40430
42386
Total Revenues

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

5/5/2022
333,333
5,000
338,333

-

6/16/2022
333,333
5,000
338,333

4,444
5,556
10,000

-

4,444
5,556
10,000

5/5/2022
6,516,116
50,000
6,566,116

6/16/2022
6,516,116
50,000
6,566,116

-

5/5/2022
4,430,959
10,000
4,440,959

6/16/2022
4,430,959
10,000
4,440,959

278,889
348,611
627,500

278,889
348,611
627,500

-

302,667
378,333
681,000

310,314
387,893
698,207

5/5/2022
2,085,157
1,503,318
3,588,475

6/16/2022
2,085,157
1,503,318
3,588,475

-

5/5/2022
13,365,565
65,000
1,503,318
13,430,565

6/16/2022
13,365,565
65,000
1,503,318
13,430,565

7,648
9,559
17,207

231,111
288,889
520,000

231,111
288,889
520,000

-

812,667
1,015,833
1,828,500

824,759
1,030,948
1,855,707

-

-

12,092
15,115
27,207

Services & Supplies
Repairs & Maintenance
61845
Subscriptions
62222
General Supplies & Expenses
62223
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Services
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Towing
62893
Transportation/Travel/Education
62914
Funds to City of Santa Cruz
75204
Funds to City of Watsonville
75206
Contribution to Other Agency
75230
CHP Operations
75280
Funds to SC County
75303
Construction
86110
Intra-Fund Transfer/Program Loan
95046
Total Services & Supplies

195,000
790,000
985,000

195,000
790,000
985,000

-

2,000
4,000
61,000
5,321,609
945,000
155,624
1,000
50,000
2,549,000
9,089,233

2,000
4,000
61,000
5,330,840
451,000
155,624
1,000
50,000
2,549,000
8,604,464

9,231
(494,000)
(484,769)

1,018,800
713,550
1,950,000
2,520,000
933,333
2,310,305
9,445,988

1,018,800
728,550
1,950,000
2,520,000
933,333
2,310,305
9,460,988

15,000
15,000

25,000
651,000
150,000
780,000
1,606,000

25,000
1,269,000
150,000
895,000
2,339,000

618,000
115,000
733,000

1,018,800
2,000
4,000
86,000
6,881,159
3,045,000
155,624
1,000
2,520,000
933,333
790,000
50,000
2,310,305
780,000
2,549,000
21,126,221

1,018,800
2,000
4,000
86,000
7,523,390
2,551,000
155,624
1,000
2,520,000
933,333
790,000
50,000
2,310,305
895,000
2,549,000
21,389,452

642,231
(494,000)
115,000
263,231

Total Expenditures:

985,000

995,000

10,000

9,716,733

9,231,964

(484,769)

10,126,988

10,159,195

32,207

2,126,000

2,859,000

733,000

22,954,721

23,245,159

290,438

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):

(656,667)
1,398,260
741,593

(2,665,848)
16,554,873
13,889,024

(5,718,236)
9,450,938
3,732,702
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729,475
3,318,916
4,048,391

(8,311,276)
30,722,987
22,411,711

Measure D
SLV SR9 Improvements
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

Measure D
Interest

Object
40186
40430
Total Revenues

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/22
333,333
5,000
338,333

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/22
333,333
5,000
338,333

-

4,444
5,556
10,000

Difference
-

4,444
5,556
10,000 Carryover from FY2021-22

Services & Supplies
Professional & Special Services
62381
Grant Match
75230
Total Services & Supplies

195,000
790,000
985,000

195,000
790,000
985,000

-

Total Expenditures:

985,000

995,000

10,000

(646,667)
1,433,260
786,593

(656,667)
786,593
129,926

(10,000)
646,667
636,667

To/(From) Reserves:
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):
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EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Meas D Highway Corridors
GL Key 729300
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Measure D
Interest
Operating Transfers In

Object
40186
40430
40462
Total Revenues

FY2022/23

FY2022/23

Approved
5/5/22

Proposed

6,516,116
50,000
6,566,116

Difference

6/16/22
6,516,116
50,000

-

6,566,116

-

-

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

278,889
348,611
627,500

278,889
348,611
627,500

Services & Supplies
Subscriptions
62222
General Supplies & Expenses
62223
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Services
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Towing
62893
Transportation/Travel/Education
62914
CHP Operations
75280
Program Loan to Highway 17
95046
Total Services & Supplies

2,000
4,000
61,000
5,321,609
945,000
155,624
1,000
50,000
2,549,000
9,089,233

2,000
4,000
61,000
5,330,840
451,000
155,624
1,000
50,000
2,549,000
8,604,464

9,231
(494,000)
(484,769)

(3,150,617)

(2,665,848)

484,769

14,147,821
10,997,204

14,147,821
11,481,973

484,769

Excess of Revenues over Expenditures:
Beginning Fund Balance (estimate):
Ending Fund Balance (estimate):
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EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Carryover from FY2021-22
Revisions of right of Way and Carryover

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
14
15
16
18
21
20
22

23
24
25
26
27
27
28
29
35
30
31
32
38
33
34
35
36
37
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47

Measure D
Active Transportation
GL Key 729500
Revenues
Measure D
Interest

Object
40186
40430
Total Revenues

Expenditures
MBSST Corridor and RCIS
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead (indirect)
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Services and Supplies:
Corridor encroach & maint
61845
General Tech Assist
62381
Boundary Survey & Encroachments
62381
Subtotal Services & Supplies
MBSST North Coast Segment 5:
Davenport Crosswalk
62381
Tech Asst (envl, surv, EHS, etc.)
62381
Grant Match
62856
Subtotal Services & Supplies

MBSST City of Santa Cruz Segments 7, 8 & 9:
Ongoing Maintenance
61845
Tech Asst (envl, surv, EHS, etc.)
62381
Seg 7 Phase 2 to SC City
75204
Seg 8 SL River trestle to SC City
75204
Subtotal Services & Supplies
MBSST County of Santa Cruz Segments 10 & 11
Prelim Eng & enviro clearance
62381
Professional & Special Services
62381
Env Review and Design to SCC
75303
Subtotal Services & Supplies
MBSST City of Watsonville Segement 18:
Legal Fees
62359
Tech Asst (envl, surv, EHS, etc.)
62381
Ongoing Maintenance
61845
Seg 18 Constr - to City of Wats
75206
Subtotal Services & Supplies
MBSST City of Capitola City Hall to Monterey Ave:
Tech Asst (envl, surv, EHS, etc.)
62381
Subtotal Services & Supplies

FY2022/23

FY2022/23

Approved
5/5/22

Proposed
6/16/22

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

4,430,959
10,000
4,440,959

4,430,959
10,000
4,440,959

302,667
378,333
681,000

310,314
387,893
698,207

947,800
70,000
234,550
1,252,350

947,800
70,000
234,550
1,252,350

-

125,000
230,000
1,950,000
2,305,000

125,000
230,000
1,950,000
2,305,000

-

60,000
25,000
2,520,000
2,605,000

60,000
25,000
2,520,000
2,605,000

-

25,000

25,000

-

2,310,305
2,335,305

2,310,305
2,335,305

-

4,000
11,000
933,333
948,333

14,000
11,000
933,333
958,333

10,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
10,000

5,000
5,000

5,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
5,000

-

Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Subtotal Services & Supplies

681,000
9,445,988

698,207
9,460,988

Total Expenditures

10,126,988

10,159,195

(5,686,029)

(5,718,236)

To/(From) Reserve Funds

Difference
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7,648
9,559
17,207 Carryover from FY2021-22

17,207
15,000
32,207
(32,207) Carryover fund balance/reserve

Meas D Rail Corridor
GL Key 729600
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

EXHIBIT B to ATTACHMENT 1
Note

Object
40186
40430
42384
Total Revenues

FY2022/23
Approved
5/5/22
2,085,157
1,503,318
3,588,475

FY2022/23
Proposed
6/16/22
2,085,157
1,503,318
3,588,475

Salaries, Benefits & Overhead
Allocated Labor Costs
51070
Allocated Overhead
62354
Total Salaries, Benefits & Overhead

231,111
288,889
520,000

231,111
288,889
520,000

Services & Supplies
Legal Fees
62359
Professional & Special Services
62381
Contingency/Special Exp
62856
Construction
86110
Total Services & Supplies

25,000
651,000
150,000
780,000
1,606,000

25,000
1,269,000
150,000
895,000
2,339,000

618,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
115,000 Carryover from FY2021-22
733,000

2,126,000

2,859,000

733,000

1,462,475

729,475

Measure D
Interest
Other-FEMA Reimbursement

To/(From) Reserves:

13-35

Difference
-

-

(733,000) Carryover fund balance/reserves

AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission

FROM:

Tommy Travers, Transportation Planner

RE:

Fiscal Year 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 8
Claims for the Bike to Work Program

RECOMMENDATIONS
The Bicycle Advisory Committee and staff recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission:
1. Review the attached proposed FY 2022-23 work plan and budget for Ecology
Action’s Bike to Work (BTW) Program; and
2. Adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 1) approving the claim for FY 202223 TDA Article 8 funds for the BTW program.

BACKGROUND
The RTC has played a supporting role in Bike to Work (BTW) for its entire 30-year
history. Bike to Work’s goals of increasing levels of cycling in Santa Cruz County are
consistent with the RTC’s Regional Transportation Plan. The project provides bicycle
transportation promotion and education throughout the County on an ongoing
basis. BTW has grown steadily in participation and organization over the years and
in 2003, the RTC committed to providing on-going funding at a level of $40,000 per
year. In 2012, the RTC increased the ongoing commitment to $50,000 annually and
in 2017 that commitment was increased to $60,000 annually.
In April 2022, the Regional Transportation Commission approved its FY 2022-23
budget which included TDA Article 8 funding for the BTW program in the amount of
$72,000. Through the TDA claim process, the RTC has the opportunity to review
project budgets and work plans and to provide input or set conditions or
requirements on funding.

DISCUSSION
Ecology Action submitted TDA funding request for the Bike to Work Program for
Bicycle Advisory Committee review and RTC consideration. The Bicycle Advisory
Committee reviewed the claim at its April 2022 meeting and recommended
approval. Because the RTC provides a substantial portion of the operational funding
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for the program, the annual budget and work program for the program is forwarded
to the RTC for information, input and approval.
Ecology Action submitted a funding request, FY 2022-23 TDA claim, work plan, and
budget for its Bike to Work program (Exhibits 1 through 5 of Attachment 1) for RTC
review and consideration. Ecology Action is requesting $72,000 in FY 2022-23 TDA
funds to support the Bike to Work/School efforts. The request is consistent with the
commitment that the RTC made in 2022 to provide $72,000 annually for this
program. In the next fiscal year Ecology Action will continue to hold many in-person
Bike to Work/School events in October and May, continue its countywide interactive
Bike Challenge program, and continue its increased online outreach, education, and
newsletters. Exhibits 1 through 5 of Attachment 1 provide the FY 2022-23 claim
form, scope of work and budget detailing the services Bike to Work proposes to
provide during the coming fiscal year. Exhibit 2 of Attachment 2 provides a 2021
Program Summary containing a description of services provided by BTW during the
previous calendar year. Due to COVID-19, some work in 2021 used carry-over
funds that were not used in 2020. Ecology Action staff will be at the meeting to
respond to any questions or comments regarding the Bike to Work program.
The Bicycle Advisory Committee reviewed the Bike to Work program’s work plan
and budget at its April 2022 meeting. The Bicycle Advisory Committee and
staff recommend adoption of the attached resolution (Attachment 1)
approving the TDA claim for the Bike to Work program at the amount
requested.

FISCAL IMPACT
The RTC FY 2022-23 budget includes TDA Article 8 funding for the BTW program in
the amount of $72,000, which is consistent with the submitted claim. Therefore,
there are no additional fiscal impacts.

SUMMARY
The Bicycle Advisory Committee and staff recommend that the Regional
Transportation Commission review and approve a TDA Article 8 funding request for
Ecology Action’s Bike to Work program in the amount of $72,000, respectively.
Attached are FY 2022-23 claim, budget, work program, and allocation request from
Ecology Action for review and consideration.
Attachment:
1. Resolution approving TDA Article 8 funding for the Bike to Work Program

\\RTCSERV2\Shared\TPW\TPW 2022\0622\Consent Agenda\TDA Claim - BTW\TDA Claim Bike to Work SR.docx

14-2

Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner
A RESOLUTION APPROVING TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8
FUNDING FOR THE BIKE TO WORK PROGRAM
WHEREAS, Bike to Work/School events provide important information, education,
and incentives for encouraging and rewarding bicycle transportation;
WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Commission allocated $72,000 in its FY
2022/23 budget for the Bike to Work Program; and
WHEREAS, the Bicycle Advisory Committee reviewed the request and proposed
scope of work at its April 11, 2022 meeting and recommended approval;
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION:
1.

The Regional Transportation Commission hereby approves $72,000 in FY 2022/23
Transportation Development Act Article 8 funds for the Bike to Work Program.

AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

___________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair

ATTEST:
___________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Exhibit
Exhibit
Exhibit
Exhibit
Exhibit

1:
2:
3:
4:
5:

Letter from Piet Canin, Strategic Development Director, Ecology Action
Bike to Work/Bike Campaign Program 2021 Program Summary
Bike to Work FY 2022/23 Scope of Work
Bike to Work FY 2022/23 Budget
Bike to Work TDA Claim Form
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Distribution:

RTC Fiscal
RTC Planner
Ecology Action’s Bike to Work Program
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Exhibit 1

April 1, 2022
Guy Preston
Executive Director
SCCRTC
523 Pacific Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Dear Director Preston,
Ecology Action (EA) is requesting $72,000 in Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds for FY 2022-2023 to

support the Santa Cruz County Bike to Work and Bike/Walk to School (BTW/S) program which includes
Fall/Spring Bike Transportation Campaigns for work (Bike to Work), school (Bike/Walk to School), May Bike
Month, and Fall Bike Challenge on Love to Ride. The BTW program is one of the largest sustainable
transportation campaigns in Santa Cruz County, providing critical opportunities to increase bike
transportation, catalyze large scale behavior change, and provide bike encouragement to K-12 students and
adults. These bike initiatives are needed more than ever as COVID-19 sparked a bike boom and this
increased investment will help sustain the rise in biking as other forms of sustainable transportation have
declined during the pandemic.
According to US Census data, Santa Cruz County’s commute trips have the following mode share
percentages – biking is 3%, public transit is 3%, and walking is 4.7%. The City of Santa Cruz mode share is
7.6% for biking, 7% for public transit, and 11% for walking. And the City of Watsonville is 1% for biking, 1.5%
for transit, and 1.9% for walking. (US Census, American Community Survey, 5 year estimates 2015-2019)

This investment will allow Ecology Action to support the many current and soon-to-be bike improvements
throughout the county including new sections of the Rail Trail in Santa Cruz and Watsonville, re-start and
expansion of a county wide ebike share service, three new regional ebike rebate programs, and various
local jurisdictions’ bike infrastructure projects. Plus, future improvements such as two bike and pedestrian
bridges over Highway One, Soquel Corridor bike improvements, and completion of more sections of the
Rail Trail.
Ecology Action has been delivering popular inclusive encouragement bike programs for 35 years helping to
foster the evolution of bike transportation in our coastal and mountain communities. We are well
positioned to cultivate the accelerated adoption of bike transportation with greater access to quality ebikes
and bike sharing schemes that are geared to underserved members of the county.
We will continue to use online platforms to strengthen our behavior change message, provide the social
infrastructure for individuals and large employers alike to participate in a common challenge, and continue
to respond to the barriers community members face to riding more often like safe routes. We piloted our
safe route group rides throughout the county in 2021 as part Bike Month and Biketober. These rides,
combined with ongoing encouragement and incentivization to get out and ride more often for all trips
14-5

creates a well-rounded to approach to building confidence, skills, and inspiration to use biking for everyday
transportation. We saw young kids just starting out to seniors looking for safe ways to get around, and
many people in between. This social engagement makes biking an attractive form of transportation.
The Bike to Work program continues to leverage RTC funding with some $60,000 in cash support and some
$25,000 of in-kind contributions from local businesses, public agencies, and volunteers. EA supplements
RTC funding with state and regional funds where possible to meet the growing COVID-19 bike boom
demands, especially for our bicycle transportation encouragement and safety education programs in the
schools.
Ecology Action is sincerely grateful to the RTC for your continued support and for consideration of this
$72,000 allocation request for FY 22/23 to support our Bike to Work/School program.
Sincerely,

Piet Canin,
Strategic Development Director
Ecology Action
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Exhibit 2

Ecology Action’s Bike to Work/Bike Campaign Program 2021
Program Summary

Program Summary
Our 2021 program – like everything else in our lives – continued to be impacted by COVID
surges and dips. Ecology Action adapted to the ongoing COVID restrictions by bolstering our
online presence while easing into more in-person activities. Our mix of digital and live activities
enhanced our offerings and active communication channel allowed us to reach individuals who
were new to and those re-discovering bicycling during COVID by providing education,
encouragement, and community. We were able to offer in person activities while following
public health guidelines that enhanced community connections and bike education and
encouragement impacts.
2021 Accomplishments
Bike Challenge (May Bike Month + Biketober)
• 1,592 participants (those who logged one ride or more)
• 481 new or occasional riders
• 26,940 total bike trips
• 294,463 miles biked
• 42% transportation trips
• 40,942 CO2 saved (lbs)
Bike Month Activities (other than Bike Challenge)
• 22 activities
• 595 participants
• 2,390 Fall Bike/Walk to School grade school participants
Ecology Action worked with partner public agencies, local community-based organizations, and
businesses/employers to adapt to the continuing realities of the pandemic and seized upon dips in
infection rates to host more in person events highlighted by Fall Bike/Walk to School for grade
schools throughout the county. After a COVID hiatus, this long running event activated 2,390 school
kids to bike and walk to school.
We also initiated Safe Routes Group Rides in the City of Watsonville, Santa Cruz, Capitola and Live
Oak with 16 rides, across eight weekends, with 216 participating community members. These rides
introduced safe, low-stress, and convenient routes for a variety of cyclists. Also, what is becoming a
tradition, the Watsonville Mayor hosted the annual Mayor’s ride with 25 riders. These were some of
the in-person May and October Bike Month activities that helped get people get on their bikes and
find community while building confidence and habits for biking for every day trips.
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We also successfully continued our virtual webinars building a library of content spanning urban
cycling, introduction to e-bikes, and bike commuting 101. We co-hosted a bike commuter workshop
with REI marketing help that 182 peopled viewed.
As of February 2022, the Santa Cruz Love to Ride platform has 3,714 participants of which 517 are
new riders from 217 employers. Since the start of the program these participants have recorded
over 233,000 bike trips, covering 2.9 million miles. This community continues to grow and provide a
reliable and durable platform for expanding cycling in Santa Cruz County. We are able to use several
Love to Ride platform features to foster and support safe and regular cycling for everyday trips and
build community in the process.
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Exhibit 3

Bike To Work Program
Scope of Work FY 22-23
Ecology Action’s (EA) Bike To Work (BTW) Program turns 36 in the Spring of 2023, a testament to
the incredible growth from a small neighborhood affair to a large-scale community tradition that
continues to evolve and meet the moment to sustain the once in a generation COVID-19 bike
boom. The BTW program is one of the largest sustainable transportation campaigns in Santa Cruz
County, providing critical opportunities to increase bike transportation, catalyze large scale
behavior change, and provide bike encouragement from K-12 students to adults.
Ecology Action is keenly tuned and uniquely positioned to help sustain the incredible bike boom
and help move folks on their journey from beginner riders to everyday transportation cyclists. We
witnessed a wide variety of people biking for diverse purposes, seeing bike sales and ridership
shoot upwards, and the reasons were manifold. With fear of COVID-19 transmission, the natural
socially distant bicycle offered a safe form of transportation. Gyms and other fitness
establishments closed so people turned to the bicycle for exercise. Shelter in place meant most
people were reduced to their homes and neighborhoods for months, so the bike became an
escape from the monotony of SIP, a heathy family activity, and a way to de-stress. Bike shops were
busier than ever - they were labeled essential businesses and neighborhood streets and dirt trails
were crowded with a variety of riders.
Ecology Action will also leverage and incorporate the new local and regional ebike rebates; the
upcoming state ebike rebates and the upcoming countywide ebikeshare service to engage a wider
cross section and number of residents. The ebike rebate programs with a focus on serving lowincome consumers will make ebike ownership possible for a greater number of users. This could
be a game changer as more folks are looking for alternatives to driving gasoline cars due to
skyrocketing gasoline prices. And the ebike share service will make ebikes accessible without the
challenges that bike ownership can present.
Our FY 22/23 programs look to sustain the bike boom with a range of encouragement, education,
and support activities with both online and in-person (following public health guidelines)
components.
We are using a mix of online platforms and in person activities to enhance our behavior change
message and resources to meet the ever-changing needs of our community. Engagement with the
online Love to Ride platform, which powers the Santa Cruz County Bike Challenge, illustrates the
positive impact and functionality of virtual channels. The COVID-19 crisis accelerated the need to
deliver more online bike transportation messaging and virtual behavior change programs. Ecology
Action proposes these main components to our Bike to Work program:
1) Fall Bike/Walk to School.
2) Spring Bike/Walk to School.
3) Fall and Spring Bike Challenge via Love to Ride (October & May).
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4) Spring Bike Month, which features fun, inclusive, positive, and educational bicycle activities
such as the popular Safe Routes Community Rides. These activities are both virtual and inperson.
4) Ongoing support targeting bike commuters via online communications including original
blog content, electronic newsletters, and social media
5) In addition to tips and content to support new and intermediate riders, we’ll also include
regular updates on bike infrastructure projects that will have a positive impact on local
commuters (i.e. Rail Trail, Chanticleer Bike/Ped bridge, etc.)
Fall Bike Transportation Campaign for work, school and health (September/October 2022)
Work Schedule/Tasks:
EA will coordinate the Fall Bike Transportation Campaign for work, school and health activity
which features incentives, resources, encouragement, peer and EA support and engagement to
bike to work, school, errands, health and wellness. The following are tasks to be completed:
• Implement a Fall Bike Month featuring a variety of in person and on the bike activities
including Safe Route Community Rides .
• Implement the Bike Month Challenge using the Love to Ride Platform
• Implement Fall Bike/Walk to School Day at K-12th grade schools throughout the County.
• Conduct outreach to novice bike commuters through targeted employer and employee
outreach, online social marketing and media outreach
• Conduct comprehensive promotional campaign including print ads, online ads, electronic
newsletters, website, social media, and hardcopy flyer distribution. Campaign will include
promoting informative resources to increase ridership among infrequent riders.
• Coordinate Bike/Walk to School efforts with bike safety presentations conducted by EA’s
Bike Smart Youth Bike Safety program and the Community Traffic Safety Coalition (CTSC)
• Coordinate helmet distribution with CTSC at school sites based on supply of helmets and
greatest need
• Conduct outreach to school teachers, administrators and parents to continue to expand
student participation
• Recruit, train and coordinate 100+ volunteers
• Continue to innovate programming to engage new audiences and test new
programs/initiatives
Performance Goals for Fall Bike Transportation Campaign for work, school, and health
• Increase participation levels by 5% for fall activities and Fall Bike Challenge. Using more tools to
increase ongoing bike transportation including a mix of in person and digital encouragement,
storytelling, and incentives.
• Increase the number of beginning cyclists participating by 2%.
• Place hundreds of event and informational posters at local businesses and around the
community.
• Develop and send targeted emails to over 6,000 participants with bike commuting news,
incentives, and resource information.
• Create bilingual Bike Month assets
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•

Conduct content marketing campaign including blog posts and social media posts featuring
community members on a variety of topics (I.e. how to start commuting, riding in the rain, why
I ride series, etc.)

Spring Bike Month May 2023
Work Schedule/Tasks:
EA staff will coordinate the 36th annual Santa Cruz County Spring Bike Month, which will include Bike
Month, Bike Month Challenge and Spring Bike Transportation Campaign for work, school and health
activities that includes that includes Bike to Work/School. The main objective will be to continue to
promote bicycle commuting as well as bicycle transportation for other trips that replace single
occupancy vehicle trips. The following are tasks to be completed:
• Implement a Spring Bike Month featuring a variety of in person and on the bike activities
including Safe Route Community Rides .
• Implement the Spring Month Challenge using the Love to Ride Platform
• Implement Spring Bike/Walk to School Day at K-12th grade schools throughout the County.
• Work with large employers to offer incentives and encourage participation.
• Continue Bike Challenge with local employers. Recruit 'teams' of employees that will help
keep each other motivated to bike commute. Teams will record their bike trips on our
challenge website – Love to Ride, and will earn 'points' for riding and encouraging others to
ride. The team/business with the most points at the end of the month will be featured on
Bike Month promotions.
• Promote bike commuting resources and safety tips through a regularly scheduled electronic
newsletter with a distribution of 6,000+ local contacts.
• Maintain regular online presence via Ecology Action’s social media channels including Facebook,
Instagram, and LinkedIn and our campaign landing pages.
• Conduct comprehensive promotional campaign including print ads, online ads, electronic
newsletters, website, social media and hardcopy flyer distribution. Campaign will focus on
storytelling, relevant and timely content, social diffusion and positive peer pressure,
incentives, and fun – all designed to invite and sustain more participation, ridership, and a
local bike culture.
• Create artwork and other promotional collateral.
• Coordinate with bike safety presentations conducted by EA’s Bike Smart Youth Bike & Walk
Safety program the Community Traffic Safety Coalition (CTSC)
• Coordinate helmet distribution with CTSC at school sites.
• Promote Bike Month, bringing in partnerships with additional agencies and businesses to
promote Bike Month activities and bike resources throughout the year.
• Recruit, coordinate and train 100+ volunteers.
• Continue efforts in South County to improve outreach to underrepresented populations.
Performance Goals for the Spring Bike Month, 2023
• Increase participation by 5% from the previous spring Bike Month activities including Bike Month
Challenge on Love to Ride and other Bike Month activities/events.
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•
•

•

•
•
•

Continue to grow Bike Month Challenge with at least 5 new businesses.
Innovate outreach/promotion to businesses, public agencies, & local organizations by identifying
organization champions via Love to Ride, individuals who register and champion the challenges
internally at their workplace.
Target increasing the number of beginning cyclists participating in Bike Month activities including,
Bike Month Challenge, and other Bike Month activities/events through marketing segmentation
and tailored messaging.
Develop and send at least 4 e-newsletters to 6,000+ people with bike commuting news, upcoming
events, incentives, and resource information.
Create bilingual Bike Month assets.
Conduct content marketing campaign including blog posts and social media posts featuring
community members on a variety of topics (I.e. how to start commuting, riding in the rain, why I
ride series, etc.)
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Exhibit 4

EA's Bike to Work/School 22/23 Budget - $72,000 TDA
Funds
SCCRTC
Personnel
Program Director (.15 FTE)
Senior Program Specialist (.25 FTE)
Program Specialist (.5 FTE)
Youth Coordinator (.25 FTE)

$
$
$

2,000.00
10,000.00
20,000.00

Material
Direct Costs (Online Challenge platform, program
materials & supplies)

$

45,000.00

Inkind services (staff & supplies)

$

10,000.00

Inkind product donations
(food, advertising, prizes)

$

30,000.00

$

117,000.00

Total

$
$
$
$

Match*

$

5,000.00
27,000.00
20,000.00
20,000.00

72,000.00

TOTAL PROJECT BUDGET

* Local business and public agencies donations contribute $60,000 in cash plus an additional
$40,000 of inkind services and product annually for Bike to Work.
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Exhibit 5

Transportation Development Act (TDA)
CLAIM FORM
Submit a separate form for each project.

This form has been developed in an effort to standardize information required from TDA recipients,
based on TDA Statute, RTC Rules and Regulations, and/or RTC board requests.
If you have any questions about this claim form or would like an electronic copy of the form,
please contact the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission at 460-3200.

Project Information
1. Project Title: Bike to Work/School program
2. Implementing Agency: Ecology Action
3. Sponsoring Agency (if different) – must be a TDA Eligible Claimant: SCCRTC
4. Funding requested this claim: TDA– Local Transportation Funds (LTF) $_ $72,000____________
STA (transit/paratransit only) $_______________
5. Fiscal Year (FY) for which funds are claimed: FY_22/23_____
6. General purpose for which the claim is made, identified by the article and section of the Act which authorizes such
claims:
Article 8 Bicycle and/or Pedestrian Facility
Article 4 Public Transportation
Article 8 Specialized Transportation via city sponsor
Article 3 & 8 TDA Admin or Planning
7. Contact Person/Project Manager
Name:
_Piet Canin__
Telephone Number: _831-515-1327 _____

E-mail: pcanin@ecoact.org_________

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available):__Matt Miller__________
Telephone Number:
__916-849-6220
E-mail: ___matt.miller@ecoact.org
8. Project/Program Description/Scope (use additional pages, if needed, to provide details such as work elements/tasks):
Our FY 22/23 programs looks to sustain the bike boom with a range of encouragement, education and support initiative both
online and in-person (following public health guidelines).
We continue using a mix of online platforms and in person activities to enhance our behavior change message and resources
to meet the ever-changing needs of our community. Engagement with the online Love to Ride platform that powers the new
Santa Cruz County Bike Challenge illustrates the positive impact and functionality of virtual channels. The COVID 19 crisis
accelerates the need to deliver more online bike transportation messaging and virtual behavior change programs. Given
these factors Ecology Action proposes these main components to our Bike to Work program:
1) Fall Bike Transportation Campaign for work, school (Bike to School) & health.
2) Spring Bike Transportation Campaign for work, school (Bike to School) & health.
3) Fall and Spring Bike Challenge via Love to Ride (September & May).
4) Fall and Spring Bike Month, which features fun, inclusive, positive, and educational bicycle activities
4) Ongoing support targeting novice or infrequent bike commuters via online communications including original digital,
electronic newsletters, social media and website/blog updates
5) In addition to tips and content to support new and intermediate riders, we’ll also include regular updates on bike
infrastructure projects that will have a positive impact on local commuters (i.e. Rail Trail, Chanticleer Bike/Ped bridge, etc)
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9. Project Location/Limits (attach a map and/or photos if available/applicable, include street names):
The project includes the entire Santa Cruz County area including all the incorporated cities.
Justification for the project. (Why is this project needed? Primary goal/purpose of the project; problem to be addressed;
project benefits; importance to the community).
Ecology Action’s BTW/S program provides incentives and tools for local commuters to bicycle for transportation
therefore reducing their single-occupancy vehicle trips. BTW/S provides a variety of resources and services to support
commuters in switching to bicycle transportation and to bike commute more often. One of the primary objectives of
BTW/S is to normalize bicycling as a mode of transportation and provide residents with a variety of opportunities
throughout the year to experience how bicycling is possible for many different types of trips they would otherwise take
by car. BTW/S includes a multi-pronged promotional and outreach approach that reaches community members
throughout Santa Cruz County. The benefits associated with BTW/S including reduction of traffic congestion, reduction
of air, water, and noise pollution, reduction of greenhouse gasses, as well as the promotion of a healthy means of active
transportation that helps combat obesity. BTW/S therefore provides a means for addressing some of the more pressing
issues that Santa Cruz County is facing including worsening traffic congestion, growing childhood obesity rates, and
climate change. BTW/S is an effective approach to building a more sustainable community.
Biking also offers a low cost means for shorter trips, therefore buffering everyone from rising gas prices, and with local,
regional and soon to come state ebike rebates, ebikes are more affordable. And ebikes extend the travel range of riders
with less effort therefore making cycling more attractive to a greater number of locals.

10. Project Productivity Goals for this fiscal year:
a. Measures of performance, success or completion to be used to evaluate project/program (ex. increase use of
facility/service, decrease collisions, etc.):
To measure the success of the Bike to Work/School program, Ecology Action (EA) tracks the following data using
participant surveys: the number of program participants, the participant’s bike commute mileage, the number of
beginning and infrequent bike commuters, the number of first time participants, and the number of participants who
usually drive alone to work. EA also tracks the number of K-12 school students who bike and walk to school and at a
growing number of schools we survey pre-program biking and walking rates. Our Bike Month Challenge uses bike trip
and mileage tracking apps to quantify bike commuter trips. We also survey program participants. EA also measures
success by the amount of publicity generated through social media, news articles, radio talk shows, TV newscasts, the
number of newsprint ads, and the number of radio and TV PSA’s aired. Success is also measured by the number of
website visits, emails delivered and the growing number of people that sign-up for our electronic newsletter. The number
of community, business and school events staffed with informational booths is also tracked.
b. Number of people to be served/anticipated number of users of project/program (ex. number of new or maintained
bike miles; number of people served/rides provided):
We anticipate 7,000-10,000 people will participate directly in the program.
11. Consistency and relationship with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) - Is program/project listed in the RTP and/or
consistent with a specific RTP Goal/Policy? Project RTC #26
12. Impact(s) of project on other modes of travel, if any (ex. parking to be removed):
The Bike to Work/School program helps reduce single-occupancy vehicle trips and parking demand while increasing
the number of bus/bike combined trips. There also is an increase in people walking to work or school, especially those
walking to school.
13. Estimated Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (attach project budget). Specialized
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Transportation Claims require 10% local match or other performance standard. Local match can take the form of fares,
donations, agency charges, grants, revenue sharing and other non-restricted sources. In kind services many NOT apply
toward the local match. In lieu of a 10% match performance standard, the Volunteer Center performance standard is
to provide 4,000 rides per year.
What is the total project cost? $189,000.
Is project fully funded? No.
What will TDA (and STA, if applicable) funds be used on (ex. operations, administration, brochures, engineering,
construction)? Staff to operate the numerous activities that direct engage grade school students, college students,
families, adults and seniors.
14. Preferred Method and Schedule for TDA-LTF fund distribution (see RTC Rules and Regulations for details and
requirements. Note if funds are distributed in advance of use, agencies will be required to subsequently provide
documentation of actual expenditures.):
a. Bike/Ped: Cities/County:
Up to 90% upon initiation of work OR
100% upon project completion
HSA/BTW:
Quarterly disbursement OR
Semi-annual disbursement
b. CTSA:

Quarterly disbursement, with up to 35% in first quarter, and the remaining quarterly payments being onethird of the remaining claim amount;
OR
Quarterly disbursement

c. Volunteer Center:
d. SCMTD:

Full approved claim amount in the first quarter

Quarterly disbursement

15. TDA Eligibility:

YES?/NO?

A. Has the project/program been approved by the claimant's governing body? Form of approval Work
plan and annual budget_ (eg resolution, work program, budget, other document)
If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is anticipated._______________
B. Has this project previously received TDA funding? If yes, date RTC approved: May, 2021

Yes

C. For capital projects, have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility,
or has the claimant arranged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than
the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name: ________________________________ )
D. Has the project already been reviewed by the RTC Bicycle Committee and/or Elderly/Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee? (If "NO," project will be reviewed prior to RTC approval).

E. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to
Chapter 1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via:
http://www.dot.ca.gov).
F. For Article 4 transit claims: Does operator meet Article 4 eligibility requirements?
i. Farebox recovery ratio? and/or,
ii. 50 percent expenditure rule as an older operator, defined as service starting prior to 1974?

Bike/Ped (Article 8) Only
16. Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (complete “24a” or “24b”)
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To be
reviewed by
the RTC
Committees
at their April
2022
meetings.

TDA Claim

a. Capital Projects (Bicycle projects: Bicycle Advisory Committee or RTC must approve the final project
design plans prior to construction; see RTC Rules & Regulations)
Planning

Environmental

Design/
Engineering

ROW

Construction

Other
*

Contingency

Total

SCHEDULE
(Month/Yr)
Completion
Date __/__
Total
Cost/Phase
$TDA
Requested
(this claim)
Prior TDA:
Source 3:
Source 4:
Unsecured/
additional
need**

*Please describe what is included in “Other”:
b. Non-Capital Projects – Cost/Schedule: List any tasks and amount per task for which TDA will be used. Can
be substituted with alternate budget format. See attached budget.
Work
Element/Activi
ty/Task
Administration
/Overhead
Activity 1:

SCHEDULE
(Month/Yr)

Total Cost per
Element

$ TDA
requested

$ Source 2:

$ Source 3:

$ Source 4:

Activity 2:
Activity 3:
Activity 4:
Ex.
Consultants
Ex. Materials

SCMTD, CTSA, Bike to Work, HSA, Volunteer Center Only – PLEASE KEEP ANSWERS BRIEF
17. Improving Program Efficiency/Productivity
§ Describe any areas where special efforts have been made in the last fiscal year to reduce operating cost and/or
increase ridership/program usage. Note any important trends.
Ecology Action continues adapt to the covid public health restrictions by offering online program tools and
resources for program participants as we get back to more in person activities. During a time when many sustainable
transportation program efforts struggled to maintain participation and engagement Ecology Action effectively
engaged more residents, businesses and organizations. We brought back the popular Fall Bike/Walk to School Day
activity with over 2,000 school youth participating throughout the county.
We successfully continued to engage participants with updated online channels as we navigated the challenges
brought on by the pandemic. We developed more interactive and attention grabbing content and formats as Zoom
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webinars become the norm for program delivery. While this didn’t necessarily reduce program cost it did allow us
to deliver relevant programing that supported locals during the pandemic.
EA helps to reduce operating costs by investing in our volunteer program. EA continues to develop and foster our
volunteer base through consistent volunteer retention with engagement events, regular communications, and
recruitment of new volunteers. In addition, EA continues to solicit a wide array of product donations, both financial
and in-kind. Local businesses, public agencies, and individuals provide a high level of skilled volunteer labor to
assure the smooth running of the program. EA has built on its 30 years of success to generate non-TDA cash
donations from local businesses, individuals and public agencies. Last year the program raised over $30,000 in cash
donations and $20,000 in in-kind services and product donations to match the TDA funds. These cash donations
are from non-transportation funding sources. EA also actively seeks other funding sources such as federal and state
Safe Routes to School, local foundations, and applicable funders.
§

Goals for next fiscal year (ex. identify opportunities to maximize economies of scale, planned productivity
improvements). Describe any areas where special efforts will be made to improve efficiency and increase program
usage/ridership:
As Santa Cruz County transitions to a less restrictive covid existence we are looking to sustain the incredible bike boom
that saw a wide variety of people biking for a variety purposes. Biking tilted upwards as it is a covid-safe form of
transportation, exercise, escape from the monotony of SIP, a heathy family activity and way to de-stress. Bike shops
were busier than ever - they were labeled essential business -- as demand overwhelmed supply, there was a 109%
increase in local sporting good sales revenue from fall 2019 to fall 2020, neighborhood streets and dirt trails were
crowded with a variety of riders. Other forms of sustainable transportation didn’t do as well.

For the upcoming fiscal year, EA will engage more people by hosting in person activities while growing an robust
and active online community through the Love to Ride platform. We are all starved for positive, safe and fun
personal interaction, something biking has always offered. EA will provide inviting and inclusive venues for these
type of gatherings that build community which in turn fosters sustained bike riding. People feel that they are part
of something bigger.
EA will focus on business engagement by expanding our Bike Month Challenge where employees will be
encouraged to participate in two monthly Bike Challenges using apps to track their bike commuter trips and miles.
Prizes and gamification will be used to catalyze participation from new bike commuters and get those biking already
to ride more often for bike transportation.
EA will continue to focus on expanding this program within the schools and leveraging our existing volunteer and
administrator contacts at school sites to increase ridership among students while keeping staff time low.
EA will continue to foster ridership with year-round communication on our social media platforms and electronic
newsletters as well as collaborative work and/or events with community partners, agencies, and organizations.
18. What is different from last year’s program/claim?
We will be moving to more in person programing for FY 22/23 as public health regulations permit.

19. Schedule of regular progress reports including an evaluation at the end of the year:
SCMD – April each year
Specialized Transportation: Quarterly1 to E/D TAC, RTC _____________ (Months/Year)
HSA/BTW: Bicycle Committee April, 2023_ (Month, year); RTC May, 2023 (Month, year)

If feasible, the quarterly TDA reports submitted by Community Bridges for Lift Line as the Consolidated Transportation Services
Agency (CTSA) should include on-time performance of the service.
Vehicle on-time arrival to pick up a passenger at the scheduled time is an important measure of operational effectiveness and customer
service.
1
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SCMTD, CTSA and Volunteer Center Only
20. a. Are these transportation services responding to transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community
or jurisdiction of the claimant?

b. Does the project meet an unmet transit need from the most recently approved RTC Unmet Paratransit and Transit
Needs List? Describe.

CTSA and Volunteer Center (Article 8) Only
21. Where appropriate, are these specialized transportation services coordinated with other transportation services,
including METRO service? Describe.

22. Provide performance information, as pertinent, which demonstrate service efficiency and effectiveness, such as:
verification of the operating cost per passenger, operating cost per vehicle service hour, passengers per vehicle service
hour, passengers per vehicle service mile, and vehicle service hours per employee for last fiscal year (definitions
available in Section 99247 of TDA Guidelines). (99246d, per Performance Audits)
a. Volunteer Center, only:

provide a minimum 4,000 rides per year

23. Discuss the needs and types of the passengers being served, the employment of part-time drivers and the contracting
with common carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license to provide services during peak hours, as
defined in subdivision (a) of Section 99260.2. (99246d, per 2010 Performance Audit)
SCMTD, CTSA, Volunteer Center & RTC Only
24. List the recommendations provided in the last TDA Triennial Performance Audit and your progress toward meeting
them.
§ Describe the work your agency has undertaken to implement each performance audit recommendation and the
steps it will take to fully implement the recommendation.
§

For any recommendations that have not been implemented, explain why the recommendation has not been
implemented and describe the work your agency will undertake to implement each performance audit
recommendation.

§

Describe any problems encountered in implementing individual recommendations.

SCMTD Only
25. TDA Article 4 Eligibility Compliance – Provide documentation for 50% expenditure limitation (PUC Section 99268.1).
50 percent expenditure limitation (use if LTF remains below 50 percent of its operating costs):
• Overall operating cost for fiscal year: $_________
• TDA-LTF claim: $______
• Source of information (e.g. audited financial statements, budget, etc):
Funds

Urbanized Service

Rural/Non-Urban Service

Fare Revenue:
Local Support Revenues:
Operation costs:

$
$
$

$
$
$
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Ratio Fare Rev ÷ Op Cost: (minimum _____%
required=15% per PUC Sec.6645)
Cost per ride being subsidized for $
different services/funds

_____%
$

Note: Exemptions for calculating operating costs – spell out in your operating budget summary.
§ Service extensions are exempt until two years after the end of the fiscal year during which they were established (PUC Sec.
99268.8). This exemption applies only if the new service was not provided nor was funded by LTF/STA during any of the prior
three fiscal years.
§ The additional operating costs to a transit operator of providing comparable complementary paratransit services, pursuant to the
Americans with Disabilities Act, that exceed operator’s prior year costs as adjusted by the CPI are excluded from operating cost.
§ As set forth in Section 99268.2, ratio must be at least equal to one-fifth if serving an urbanized area or one-tenth if serving a nonurbanized area. If a ratio of the sum of fare revenues and local support to operating cost greater than one-fifth if serving an
urbanized area, or one-tenth if serving a non-urbanized area, during the 1978 -79 fiscal year shall, at least, maintain that ratio in
order to be eligible for additional funds pursuant to this section.
§ Additional exclusions in calculating urban/rural farebox recovery: operating costs above the consumer price index for fuel,
alternative fuel programs, power, insurance premiums and payments in settlement of claims, and state and federal mandates.

26. Did the SCMTD operating budget increase over 15% from the prior fiscal year?
If the answer is yes, please provide a statement identifying and substantiating the reason or need for the increase in the
transit operating budget in excess of 15% above the preceding year, and identify substantial increases or decreases in
the scope of operations or capital provisions for major new service - (transit claimants only, if applicable).
27. Operating statistics (compare current fiscal year to date to last three full fiscal years; *TDA required performance
indicators), submit items from the following list.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Annual passengers
§ Rides/passenger trips provided by type (student, senior, adult, pass holders, etc, or however stat’s kept)
and amount of TDA $ used for each type of ride
Annual service hours
Passengers per vehicle service hour*
Annual service miles
# of fixed-route miles
Service Area – square miles
Service Area Population
Passengers per vehicle service mile*
Average passengers per weekday
Total operating costs in budget
Operating cost per vehicle service hour*
Total operating cost per passenger*
Average Farebox Revenue per passenger (describe what is included)
# of FTE employees (all employees, not just drivers)
Vehicle Service hours/Employee*
# of routes
Average route length
Average travel times/rider
# of bus stops
# of vehicles in operation
# of monthly bus passes in circulation
Max vehicles in service at any time:
Hours of service:
Approximate # of unduplicated passengers
Cost per unit of service plus text about long range plans to make/keep this low
Funds and percentage spent on administration/overhead/grantee allocation/etc
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•
•

Actual financials compared with budget
Actual number of rides provided compared with goal and text about whether goal was met and why/why not

Definitions:

a) "Operating cost" means all costs in the operating expense object classes exclusive of the costs in the depreciation and
amortization expense object class of the uniform system of accounts and records adopted by the Controller pursuant to Section
99243. “Operating cost” excludes all subsidies for commuter rail services operated on railroad lines under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Railroad Administration, all direct costs for providing charter services, all vehicles lease costs, and principal and
interest payments on capital projects funded with certificates of participation.
b) "Operating cost per passenger,” means the operating cost divided by the total passengers.
c) "Operating cost per vehicle service hour,” means the operating cost divided by the vehicle service hours.
d) "Passengers per vehicle service hour" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service hours.
e) "Passengers per vehicle service mile" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service miles.
f) "Total passengers" means the number of boarding passengers, whether revenue producing or not, carried by the public
transportation system.
g) "Transit vehicle" means a vehicle, including, but not limited to, one operated on rails or tracks, which is used for public
transportation services funded, in whole or in part, under this chapter.
h) "Vehicle service hours" means the total number of hours that each transit vehicle is in revenue service, including layover time.
i) "Vehicle service miles" means the total number of miles that each transit vehicle is in revenue service.
j) "Vehicle service hours per employee" means the vehicle service hours divided by the number of employees employed in
connection with the public transportation system, based on the assumption that 2,000 person-hours of work in one year constitute
one employee. The count of employees shall also include those individuals employed by the operator, which provide services to
the agency of the operator responsible for the operation of the public transportation system even though not employed in that
agency.
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TDA Claim

Documentation to Include with Your Claim (all TDA Claims):
All Claims
q A letter of transmittal addressed to the SCCRTC Executive Director that attests to the accuracy of the claim and all its
accompanying documentation.
q Statement from the TDA Eligible Claimant indicating its role and responsibilities.
Article 8 Bicycle/Pedestrian Claims
q Evidence of environmental review for capital projects
All Transit and Specialized Transportation Claims (SCMTD, CTSA, and Volunteer Center)
q A copy of the operating and capital budgets for the coming fiscal year
q Description of capital projects, including time frame over which project will be funded and implemented
q Operating Plan for current and upcoming activities – can be within project description
q TDA Standard Assurances Checklist
Article 4 Transit Claims
q A certification from the California Highway Patrol (completed within the last 13 months) indicating that the operator is in
compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code.
q Other Certifications
q Written report of current and upcoming activities. (per RTC Rules and Regulations)

Local Agency Certification:
This TDA Claim has been prepared in accordance with the SCCRTC’s Budget, SCCRTC’s Rules and Regulations, and
Caltrans TDA Guidebook (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/State-TDA.html). I certify that the information provided
in this form is accurate and correct. I understand that if the required information has not been provided this form may be
returned and the funding allocation may be delayed.
PROOF OF EXPENDITURES: Claimant acknowledges it is required to submit all expenditure backup as well as
evidence of other funding used for project to RTC, to RTC’s satisfaction, before receiving periodic disbursement or
disbursement upon project completion.
CERTIFIED FISCAL AUDIT: Claimant certifies that it has submitted a satisfactory, independent fiscal audit, with the
required certification statement, to SCCRTC and to the State Controller’s Office, pursuant to PUC 99245 and CCR 6664
for the prior fiscal year (project year minus two). Claimant assures that this audit requirement will be completed for the
current fiscal year (project year minus one). This requirement does not apply to new transit operators nor Bike to Work or
HSA claims submitted through the SCCRTC.

Signature __

Title: Strategic Development Director_____Date:_4/1/22_

\\Rtcserv2\shared\GRANTS\TDA\TDAClaimFormMaster.doc

14-22

AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission/Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Tracy New, Director of Finance and Budget

RE:

FY2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Claim from the RTC for
Administration, Planning and Operations

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) adopt a resolution
(Attachment 1) approving the FY2022-23 Article 3 and Article 8 Transportation
Development Act (TDA) claim (Attachment 2) for RTC administration ($778,192) and RTC
planning services ($897,271).
BACKGROUND
The Transportation Development Act (TDA), established by the State Legislature in 1971,
designates ¼% of the state sales tax for certain transportation projects, programs, and
administration. Each year, consistent with the RTC’s Rules and Regulations and the
Transportation Development Act (TDA), some of the funds are used for RTC programs. The
Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) must submit a claim for TDA funds for RTC
administration and planning. Also, the RTC must approve a resolution in order to access the
funds.
DISCUSSION
Attached is a claim in the amount of $1,675,463 (Attachment 2) for Transportation
Development Act funds for administration and planning services in FY2022-23. This claim
is consistent with the FY2022-23 budget approved at the April 7, 2022, regular meeting and
reflects funds allocated to the RTC. Any future changes to the current estimate will be
reflected in subsequent budget amendments. Staff recommends that the RTC adopt
the resolution approving the claim for TDA funds (Attachments 1 & 2).
SUMMARY
In order to access funds for the operations of RTC programs in FY2022-23, approval of the
attached claim and resolution is needed.
Attachments:
1. Resolution Approving Articles 3 and 8 Claim for Administration and Planning
2. SCCRTC Article 3 and Article 8 Claim

s:\rtc\tc2022\06\consent agenda\tda claim rtc\fy2023 claimstaffrep.docx
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ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FY2022-23 CLAIM UNDER ARTICLE 3 AND
ARTICLE 8 OF THE TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT FOR
ADMINISTRATION AND PLANNING SERVICES BY THE
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION:
1. Under PUC Section 99233.1, a claim from the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission (RTC) for Transportation Development Act
(TDA) Administration is approved in the amount of $778,192.
2. Under PUC Sections 99233.2, 9233.3, 99233.4, 99233.9 and 99402, a
claim from the RTC for planning services to accomplish the Commission’s
FY 2022-23 Work Program is approved in the amount of $897,271.
3. Should the SCCRTC amend its FY 2022-23 budget to modify TDA revenue
apportionments for RTC TDA administration and RTC planning services,
the Executive Director is authorized to modify the payment amounts
consistent with the RTC’s approved FY 2022-23 budget.
AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

Manu Koenig, Chair

ATTEST:
Guy Preston, Secretary
Distribution:

SCCRTC Fiscal
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ATTACHMENT 2

Transportation Development Act (TDA) – Local
Transportation Funds
CLAIM FORM
Project Information
1. Project Title:

RTC TDA Planning and RTC TDA Administration

2. Implementing Agency:

SCCRTC

3. Sponsoring Agency (if different) – must be a TDA Eligible Claimant: SCCRTC
4. Article 3 TDA Administration funding requested this claim: $778,192
Article 8 TDA Planning funding requested this claim: $897,271
5. Fiscal Year (FY) for which funds are claimed: FY 2022-23
6. General purpose for which the claim is made, identified by the article and section of
Article 3 & 8 TDA Administration and
the TDA which authorizes such claims:
Planning
7. Contact Person/Project Manager: Tracy New, Director of Finance and Budget
Telephone Number: (831) 460-3217
E-mail: tnew@sccrtc.org
Secondary Contact (in event primary not available): Luis Mendez
Telephone Number: (831) 460-3212
E-mail: lmendez@sccrtc.org
8. Project/Program Description/Scope (use additional pages, if needed, to provide details
such as work elements/tasks.
TDA-Administration: SCCRTC as Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Santa
Cruz county distributes Transportation Development Act (TDA) Local Transportation
Fund (LTF) and State Transit Assistance (STA) funds for planning, transit, bicycle
facilities and programs, pedestrian facilities and programs and specialized
transportation in accordance with state law and the unmet transit needs process. This
task involves maintaining day-to-day operations of the Regional Transportation
Commission (RTC) and implementation of the claims process for TDA funds, including:
• Implement fiscal, personnel and administrative functions for Commission
operations – including staff hiring, assignment lists, and performance evaluations;
fiscal, personnel and administrative policies, procedures and systems.
• Manage, coordinate and distribute Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds
(Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance), including
apportionments, allocations and claims.
• Coordinate review of appropriate TDA claims with advisory committees.
• Maintain records and pay claims for TDA, STA and other trust fund accounts.
• Manage, distribute and monitor funds that flow through the RTC budget.
• Provide staff support to the Budget and Administration/Personnel Committee.
• TDA Fiscal Audits and Internal Financial Statements
• TDA Triennial Performance Audits and implement recommendations in
performance audits
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Prepare and submit to Caltrans the indirect cost allocation plan (ICAP).
Coordinate annual unmet transit needs process, including outreach to traditionally
underrepresented communities, public hearing and adopt resolution of unmet
transit needs finding.
Assist transit operators with annual financial audits.
Obtain TDA fund estimates from County Auditor Controller.
Monitor TDA revenue receipts, compare to estimates and adjust estimates as
necessary.
Produce and distribute annual financial report.
Annual reports and fact sheets
Annual work program and quarterly reports
Prepare and submit to State Controller the annual Financial Transactions Report
and Government Compensation in California Report.
Includes various services and supplies: office rent and utilities, copying materials,
and office expenses.

TDA-Planning: These funds are used on the following planning projects.
• Regional Planning Coordination - coordination of regional transportation planning
activities consistent with federal and state law to maintain a coordinated approach
to transportation planning on a local, regional, state and federal level; includes
RTC, Interagency Technical Advisory Committee, citizen advisory committee
meetings, and coordination meetings with other agencies; tracking state and
federal legislation
• Regional Transportation Plan development, including planning and implementation
in coordination with AMBAG for the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy, and environmental review.
• Transit Planning
• Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Specialized Transportation Planning, including review of
specialized transportation programs.
• Highway and Roadway Planning: including planning and coordination with Caltrans
and local jurisdictions regarding road system needs for all users and funding
options
• Public information program, including implementation of the regional Public
Participation Plan, public outreach, website, surveys and other methods to collect
community input, and respond to public inquiries.
• Transportation Improvement Program (TIP): Programming funds, monitoring
projects
• Monitoring and providing input on state and federal legislative actions which could
impact planning or implementation of transportation projects.
• Transportation monitoring, including data collection, providing data and input for
travel demand models.
• Pass through TDA funds to the Community Traffic Safety Coalition ($156,000) and
Bike to Work ($72,000) for bicycle and pedestrian education and safety programs.
9. Project Location/Limits: Santa Cruz County – RTC
10.Justification for the project. (Why is this project needed? Primary goal/purpose of the
project; problem to be addressed; project benefits; importance to the community)
These funds are needed to implement the multimodal programs and projects
overseen by the RTC and to ensure funds to other entities are used efficiently
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and effectively, as well as to meet the obligations and responsibilities of the
RTC as the Transportation Planning Agency established per TDA statutes
under California Government Code Section 29532.1f.
11.Project Goals:
 Measures of performance, success or completion to be used to evaluate
project/program:
Ongoing review of budget and operations by RTC and public;
implementation of and reports on RTC projects and programs; quarterly
reports on the Overall Work Program (OWP); TDA fiscal and performance
audits.
 Number of people to be served/anticipated number of users of project/program
(ex. number of new or maintained bike miles; number of people served/rides
provided):
The RTC serves all travelers in Santa Cruz County through planning,
project development and project implementation covering the entire
region.
12.Consistency and relationship with the current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) - Is
program/project listed in the RTP and/or consistent with a specific RTP Goal/Policy?
Yes – consistent with the following goals from the 2040 RTP:
• Goal 1: Establish livable communities that improve people’s access to
jobs, schools, recreation, healthy lifestyles and other regular needs in
ways that improve health, reduce pollution and retain money in the local
economy.
• Goal 2: Reduce transportation related fatalities and injuries for all
transportation modes.
• Goal 3: Deliver access and safety improvements cost effectively, within
available revenues, equitable and responsive to the needs of all users of
the transportation system and beneficially for the natural environment.
13.Impact(s) of project on other modes of travel, if any (ex. parking to be removed): NA
14.Estimated Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule:
What is the total project cost? Administration: $1,256,027; Planning:
$6,321,278
Is project fully funded? Yes
What will TDA funds be used on (ex. administration, brochures, engineering,
construction)? Administration & Planning
15.Preferred Method and Schedule for TDA fund distribution: Biannually in two equal
installments
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16. TDA Eligibility:

YES?/
NO?

A. Has the project/program been approved by the claimant's governing body?
Attach resolution to claim. (If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is
anticipated.)

YES, RTC
budget

B. Has this project previously received TDA funding?

YES

C. For capital projects, have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain
the project or facility, or has the claimant arranged for such maintenance by
another agency? (If an agency other than the Claimant is to maintain the
facility provide its name: ________________________________ )

NA

D. Bike, Ped, and Specialized Transportation Claims: Has the project already
been reviewed by the RTC Bicycle Committee and/or Elderly/Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee?

YES

E. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design
criteria pursuant to Chapter 1000 of the California Highway Design Manual?
(Available on the internet via: http://www.dot.ca.gov).

NA

17. Goals for next fiscal year (ex. identify opportunities to maximize economies of scale).
Describe any areas where special efforts will be made to improve efficiency and
increase program usage:
Administration
• Continue to implement administrative and personnel changes to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of Commission operations
• Develop policies, procedures and systems as needed to ensure effective and
efficient operation of agency
• Implement, as appropriate, recommendations of the Triennial Performance Audit
• Monitor grants and revenues and incorporate new grants and revenues
• Prepare budget and work program, and manage cash flow
• Annual fiscal audit
• Implement FY2019-FY2021Triennial Performance Audit – due to be complete June
2022
Planning
• Implementation of state and federally-mandated planning and programming
requirements including state and federal planning priorities and factors
• Monitor and participate in efforts at the federal, state and local level related to
global warming
• Develop and implement public participation programs
• Produce and distribute RTC agency reports and project fact sheets
• Coordinate with AMBAG, TAMC, Santa Cruz METRO, Caltrans, and local
jurisdictions on Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) update and
implementation
• Continue working with AMBAG to collect data for the Regional Travel Demand
Model, RTP, MTP/SCS and other planning efforts
• Monitor state and local highway projects
• Produce high capacity public transit alternatives analysis and network integration
plan working with Santa Cruz METRO, other partner agencies, stakeholders and
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•

the public
Produce a regional conservation investment strategy to better implement
transportation projects

18.List the recommendations provided in your last Triennial Performance Audit and your
progress toward meeting them. Describe the work your agency has undertaken to
implement each performance audit recommendation and the steps it will take to fully
implement the recommendation. For any recommendations that have not been
implemented, explain why the recommendation has not been implemented and
describe the work your agency will undertake to implement each performance audit
recommendation. Describe any problems encountered in implementing individual
recommendations.
Performance Audit Recommendations to the SCCRTC:
R1. Include standard assurances form in TDA claims for transit. – This has already
been included in the TDA claim form.
R2. Make additional updates to the transit operator TDA process for consistency
with the updated RTC rules and regulations. – This has been updated and as RTC
Rules and Regulations are further updated the TDA process will be updated
accordingly.
R3. RTC and Santa Cruz METRO should clarify the performance eligibility
criteria for TDA-Local Transportation Funds. – RTC Executive Director and Santa
Cruz METRO CEO and their respective appropriate staff have met to go over
performance eligibility criteria and clarify.
R4. City of Santa Cruz, Volunteer Center, and RTC should discuss an alternative
performance measure for TDA-Local Transportation Fund eligibility. – There
has been initial phone communication with the Volunteer Center.

Local Agency Certification:
This TDA Claim has been prepared in accordance with the SCCRTC’s Budget, SCCRTC’s Rules
and Regulations, and Caltrans TDA Guidebook (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/StateTDA.html). I certify that the information provided in this form is accurate and correct. I
understand that if the required information has not been provided this form may be returned
and the funding allocation may be delayed.
Name _Tracy New_______________ Title: Director of Finance and Budget

Date: 5/27/222

S:\RTC\TC2022\06\Consent Agenda\TDA Claim RTC\FY2023 TDAClaim Attachment2.docx
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission/Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Amanda Marino, Transportation Planner

RE:

Fiscal Year 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Claims for
Volunteer Center, Community Bridges and Santa Cruz Metropolitan
Transit District

RECOMMENDATION
The Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee and staff recommend
that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC):
1. Adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 1) approving the fiscal year (FY)
2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 8 funds ($905,632)
and State Transit Assistance funds ($204,158) claim (Attachment 2) from
Community Bridges to provide transportation for seniors and people with
disabilities, contingent on approval from the City of Santa Cruz to act as the
claimant;
2. Adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 3) approving the FY 2022-23 TDA
Article 8 funds claim (Attachment 4) in the amount of $107,814 from the
Volunteer Center to administer the Volunteer Center Transportation Program,
contingent on approval from the City of Santa Cruz to acts as the claimant;
and,
3. Adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 5) approving the Transportation
Development Act (TDA) Article 4 funds ($9,218,043) and State Transit
Assistance funds ($4,476,025) claim (Attachment 6) from the Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District to provide operating assistance for fixed route
public transit and Americans with Disabilities Act complementary paratransit
operations.
Staff also recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission indicate its
intent to apportion FY23/24 and FY 24/25 as requested by SC METRO and
Community Bridges Lift Line and as recommended for FY 22/23 (8.4% of STA99313 funds to Lift Line and balance of STA funds to METRO).

BACKGROUND
The Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) allocates Transportation
Development Act (TDA) funds from the region’s ¼ cent share of the state’s 7.25
cent sales tax according to state law and established formulas in the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations. At the RTC’s April meeting, the FY 2022-23 budget was
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approved including Transportation Development Act (TDA) apportionments for
Community Bridges, the Volunteer Center, and the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit
District, consistent with RTC Rules and Regulations. The City of Santa Cruz, as a
local jurisdiction, has agreed to act as the claimant for both Community Bridges and
the Volunteer Center, as it has historically. The City of Santa Cruz is scheduled to
take action approving a resolution to act as claimant at the June 28th, 2022 City of
Santa Cruz City Council meeting.
State Transit Assistance (STA) funds are generated from the sales tax on diesel
fuel. The RTC FY 2022-2023 approved budget includes RTC’s population-based
formula funds (PUC Section 99313) in the amount of $2,213,640 and Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District’s (METRO) estimated revenue-based formula share
(PUC Section 99314) in the amount of $2,249,725. Both the RTC (PUC Section
99313) and METRO (PUC Section 99314) STA funds pass through the RTC budget.
The RTC may allocate PUC Section 99313 funds to any eligible transit or community
transportation operator and may allocate Section 99314 funds only to Santa Cruz
METRO. RTC FY 2022-2023 STA apportionments approved in the RTC budget to
METRO and Community Bridges/Lift Line are consistent with state law.
In 2017, with Senate Bill 1 increasing state funds allocated to the State Transit
Assistance (STA) program, the RTC adopted a policy to gradually make 25% of
RTC-shares (PUC Section 99313) of STA funds available to any eligible transit or
community transportation operator. Consistent with state goals and guidelines, the
RTC should consider program and service benefits when determining use of the
funds. In 2019, the RTC decided to postpone making funds available to any eligible
operator until FY22/23. However, given impacts of the COVID-pandemic on METRO
and Lift Line, the RTC approved STA funds apportionments in its FY 22/23 budget
according to the METRO and Lift Line request to make 8.4% of PUC Section 99313
STA funds available to Lift Line and the balance to METRO (Attachment 7). Given
priorities identified in the Unmet Transit Needs list and that COVID-ridership
recovery may take some time, staff also recommends that the RTC indicate its
intent to apportion FY23/24 and FY 24/25 as requested by SC METRO and
Lift Line (8.4% of STA-99313 funds to Lift Line and balance to METRO).

DISCUSSION
At its May 10, 2022 meeting, the RTC’s Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory
Committee (E&D TAC) reviewed the Community Bridges, Volunteer Center and
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District FY 2022-23 TDA and STA claims, budgets,
and operating plans.
Community Bridges
Lift Line, a program of Community Bridges, provides specialized transportation free
of charge to low-income seniors and disabled individuals of Santa Cruz County,
many of whom are unable to use traditional public transit or complementary
paratransit. Lift Line’s transportation programs include, but are not limited to,
specialized transportation to meal sites, medical appointments, Elderday, and
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essential services. In FY 2022-2023, TDA funds in the amount of $905,632 are
projected to provide 21,471 out of a total of 42,942 rides provided by Community
Bridges in the form of Medical Rides (6,027 rides), Taxi Scrip (2,279 rides), Meals
on Wheels (4,465 rides), and Elderday (8,700 rides) (Attachment 2).
Lift Line proposes to use the $204,158 in apportioned FY 2022-23 STA funds to
continue the existing level of same day and out of county medical transportation
services through FY22/23. This is identified as a high priority in the RTC Unmet
Transit and Paratransit Needs List. The additional STA funds will also serve as a
match for Federal Transit Administration 5310 (FTA5310) funding to prolong the
duration and increase the total number and availability of same day and out of
county rides provided by Lift Line, adding an additional 2,206 rides.
The E&D TAC and staff recommend that the Regional Transportation
Commission adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 1) approving the
FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 8 funds
($905,632) and State Transit Assistance (STA) funds ($204,158) claim
(Attachment 2) from Community Bridges to provide transportation for
seniors and people with disabilities, contingent on approval from the City
of Santa Cruz to act as the claimant.
Volunteer Center
The Volunteer Center Transportation Program provides transportation for seniors
free of charge to medical appointments, grocery shopping and other necessary
activities. In FY 2022-23, the Volunteer Center’s Transportation Program is
requesting TDA funds in the amount in the amount of $107,814 (Attachment 4).
The Volunteer Center has a goal to use TDA funds to serve approximately 200-250
older adults and individuals with disabilities, and projects to provide approximately
4,000 one-way trips to eligible clients in The Volunteer Center Transportation
Program. This program helps to meet critical needs of low-income seniors age 60+
and older adults that are health compromised who may require support of a
volunteer to assist them with grocery shopping, transportation to medical
appointments, shopping trips. The program has the added benefit of providing
friendly conversation to combat isolation and loneliness. These services are
provided at no cost to the participants and offers door to door service reaching
areas of Santa Cruz County that other transportation services may not be able to.
The E&D TAC and staff recommend that the Regional Transportation
Commission adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 3) approving the
FY 2022-23 TDA Article 8 funds claim (Attachment 4) in the amount of
$107,814, contingent on approval from the City of Santa Cruz to acts as the
claimant.
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Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District
The Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District (Metro) operates and maintains the
countywide bus system. Metro has proposed to use FY 2022-23 TDA funding and
State Transit Assistance (STA) funding to support Metro’s fixed-route public transit
operations and American’s with Disabilities Act (ADA) complementary paratransit
operations which require 76 vehicles and serves 25 routes throughout Santa Cruz
County. Metro estimates it will provide 4,099,250 fixed-route and ParaCruz
passenger trips in FY 2022-23. ParaCruz is Metro’s complementary paratransit
service, which operates 32 accessible vans. Metro estimates it will provide 62,472
paratransit one-way trips in FY 2022-23, 60% higher than the 38,974 actual trips
carried in FY 2021. Shelter-in Place directives, carrying capacity restrictions
adhering to social distancing protocols, and increased remote learning and
teleworking in response to COVID-19 led to major transit demand decline for
METRO’s transit system. The FY 22/23 ridership estimate is based upon a FY19
actual pre-COVID-19 pandemic ridership reduction by 20% in fixed-route and 15%
decrease in ParaCruz passenger trips.
The E&D TAC and staff recommend that the Regional Transportation
Commission adopt the attached resolution (Attachment 5) approving the
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 4 funds ($9,218,043) and
State Transit Assistance (STA) funds ($4,476,025) claim (Attachment 6)
from the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District.

FISCAL IMPACT
There are adequate, and approved, Transportation Development Act (TDA) and
State Transit Assistance (STA) apportionments for Community Bridges, the
Volunteer Center, and the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District in the RTC’s
approved FY 2022-23 budget. The amounts shown above that are claimed by the
different entities are consistent with amounts approved by the RTC in its adopted
FY 2022-23 budget.

SUMMARY
Annually Community Bridges, the Volunteer Center and Santa Cruz Metropolitan
Transit District submit claims for the expenditure of Transportation Development
Act funds. TDA funds are allocated to the City of Santa Cruz on behalf of
Community Bridges and the Volunteer Center to provide specialized transportation
services for seniors and people with disabilities per state mandates. Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District and Community Bridges also submit claims for the
expenditure of State Transit Assistance funds. The annual FY 2022-23 TDA and STA
claims are consistent with state requirements and the RTC’s rules and regulations
and were reviewed by the RTC’s E&D TAC. The E&D TAC and staff recommend
approval of the TDA and STA claims submitted.
Attachments:
1. Resolution approving FY 2022-23 TDA and STA Funds claim from Community
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2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Bridges Lift Line
Community Bridges Lift Line TDA and STA Claim and operations budget pages
Resolution approving FY 2022-23 TDA Funds claim from the Volunteer Center
Volunteer Center TDA Claim and operating budget pages
Resolution approving FY 2022-23 TDA and STA funds claim from Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District TDA and STA Claim and operating
budget pages
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Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of
duly seconded by
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FISCAL YEAR 2022-23 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT
ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8 CLAIM AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE CLAIM
FROM COMMUNITY BRIDGES LIFT LINE FOR PARATRANSIT SERVICES
WHEREAS the Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 provides that cities may
file an Article 8 claim for monies from the Local Transportation Fund for specialized
transportation services; and
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) has identified a process for TDA
claims in their Rules and Regulations; and
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Commission, in adopting its FY 2022-23 budget, has
apportioned $905,632 in TDA and $204,158 in RTC’s population-based State Transit
Assistance (STA) formula funds (PUC Section 99313) to be used by Community Bridges for
providing specialized transportation; and
WHEREAS the Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee, at its May 10,
2022 meeting, recommended that the Regional Transportation Commission approve this
claim;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION:
1.

The FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) and State Transit Assistance
(STA) claim by Community Bridges Lift Line fulfills the requirements specified in the
Transportation Development Act and the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s (RTC) Rules and Regulations and the RTC finds that:
a. The claim includes a proposed budget for the 2022-23 fiscal year;
b. The claim includes a statement of projected or estimated revenues and
expenditures for the prior fiscal year;
c. The claim will fund specialized transportation services and respond to
transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community; and
d. The proposed expenditure of the funds is consistent with the most current
Regional Transportation Plan and Unmet Transit Needs list.

2.

The City of Santa Cruz will act as a claimant on behalf of Community Bridges Lift Line,
for TDA Article 8 and STA claims for specialized transportation programs and the FY
2022-23 claim is hereby approved in the amount of $905,632 in TDA funds and
$204,158 in STA funds for fiscal year 2022-23 consisting of estimated quarterly
payments as follows:
1st Quarter

TDA
$298,858.00
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STA
$51,039.50

2nd Quarter
3rd Quarter
4th Quarter
Total

$202,258.00
$202,258.00
$202,258.00
$905,632.00

$51,039.50
$51,039.50
$51,039.50
$204,158.00

3.

Should the RTC amend its FY 2022-23 budget to modify TDA revenue apportionments
to Community Bridges, the Executive Director is authorized to modify the payment
amounts consistent with the RTC’s approved FY 2022-23 budget.

4.

The Executive Director is authorized to modify the payment amounts based on actual
STA funds approved by the State and received by the RTC from the State such that
Community Bridges receives 8.4% of the PUC Section 99313 STA funds received by
the RTC for FY 2022-23.

AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS

____________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair
ATTEST:
____________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Distribution: Community Bridges
RTC Fiscal

I:\E&DTAC\TDA\RTC Reports\Resolutions\22-23\CB_RES_TDA_22-23.docx
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Attachment 2

April 27, 2022
Mr. Guy Preston, Executive Director
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
1523 Pacific Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3911
RE: CTSA/City of Santa Cruz Claim for FY 2022/2023 TDA/STA Revenues
Dear Mr. Preston:
The City of Santa Cruz has been asked to act as claimant for the 2022/2023 fiscal year Transportation Development Act
(TDA) and State Transit Assistance (STA) funds allocated to the consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA).
Please accept this letter that Community Bridges’ Lift Line attests to the accuracy of the claim and all its accompanying
documentation.
The City of Santa Cruz will be asked to request $905,632 in TDA funds for the CTSA as well as $204,158 in STA funding. The
proposed payment schedule shown in Exhibit D includes an initial payment to cover annually remitted expenses, including
a substantial insurance premium due in July. The three remaining quarters are adjusted to reflect the balance.
These funds will allow Community Bridges' Lift Line to continue to operate a variety of vital specialized transportation
programs serving low income seniors and disabled individuals who are unable to utilize traditional public transit. TDA
funds will be used for the Taxi Scrip programs operating in South and North County, non-emergency medical
transportation, and transportation to Meals on Wheels Senior Dining Centers and Elderday Adult Day Health Center. The
STA funds will be used for Same Day and Out of County program through the whole FY22-23, helping connect seniors,
veterans and medically complex children and individuals to need medical services.
Enclosed are documents comprising our claim for TDA and STA funds:
1. 2022/2023 TDA Claim Form, Written Report of Activities, and CHP Inspection Report
2. 2022/2023 Operating & Capital Budget (Exhibit A, pages 1-2)
3. CTSA Five Year Capital Improvement Plan (Exhibit B)
4. Operating Plan (Exhibit C-1, pages 1-2 & C-2, page 1)
5. Schedule of Payments Requested (Exhibit D)
6. Statement of Role and Responsibility (Exhibit E)
7. CTSA Reporting Period & Performance Measures (Exhibit F)
8. Community Bridges Board Resolution 2022-03-01
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On behalf of Lift Line clients and Community Bridges, I thank the Commission and staff for your continued support of
these programs.
Thank you,

Raymon Cancino, CEO
Cc:

J. Bojorquez, Lift Line Program Director
D. Underhill, CFO
S. McGibben, CAO
A. Bigham, GA
A. Marino, Transportation Planner, RTC
R. Moriconi, Senior Transportation Planner, RTC
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Transportation Development Act (TDA)
CLAIM FORM
Submit a separate form for each project.

This form has been developed in an effort to standardize information required from TDA recipients,
based on TDA Statute, RTC Rules and Regulations, and/or RTC board requests.
If you have any questions about this claim form or would like an electronic copy of the form,
please contact the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission at 460-3200.

Project Information
1. Project Title: Lift Line / CTSA Specialized Paratransit Service for Santa Cruz County
2. Implementing Agency: Community Bridges
3. Sponsoring Agency (if different) – must be a TDA Eligible Claimant: The City of Santa Cruz
4. Funding requested this claim: TDA– Local Transportation Funds (LTF) $905,632
STA (transit/paratransit only) $204,158
5. Fiscal Year (FY) for which funds are claimed: FY_2022/2023_______
6. General purpose for which the claim is made, identified by the article and section of the Act which authorizes such
claims:
Article 8 Bicycle and/or Pedestrian Facility
Article 4 Public Transportation
Article 8 Specialized Transportation via city sponsor
Article 3 & 8 TDA Admin or Planning
7. Contact Person/Project Manager
Name: Jesus Bojorquez
Telephone Number: 831-688-8840 x241

E-mail: jesusb@cbridges.org

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available): Raymon Cancino
Telephone Number: 831-688-8840 x201
E-mail: raymonc@cbridges.org
8. Project/Program Description/Scope (use additional pages, if needed, to provide details such as work elements/tasks): Please
see Exhibit C-1 and C-2 attached.
9. Project Location/Limits (attach a map and/or photos if available/applicable, include street names):

The TDA and STA funding for CTSA is to coordinate and provide social services and transportation services with existing fixed-routes
of public and private transportation providers for low-income elderly and disabled Santa Cruz County residents, in accordance with the
requirements of the Social Services Transportation Improvement Act.

10. Justification for the project. (Why is this project needed? Primary goal/purpose of the project; problem to be addressed;
project benefits; importance to the community)
Community Bridges has been the designated Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) since 1982. CTSAs are
authorized under California Government Code Sections 15975 and 15950-15952, which were enacted pursuant to the Social
Service Transportation Improvement Act. The purpose of the CTSA is to improve transportation required by social service
recipients by promoting the consolidation and coordinating of social service transportation. As the Consolidated Transportation
Service Agency, Lift Line coordinates transportation services with other transportation providers and human service agencies in
order to provide the most efficient transportation possible. These agencies include Human Services Department of the County of
Santa Cruz, County Office of Education, Veterans Service Offices in Santa Cruz and Palo Alto, and other hospitals and medical
facilities.
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TDA Claim
Lift Line also works closely with several other non-profit organizations and other counties to continue to identify unmet needs
and define effective responses to meet those needs. The ultimate goal of these efforts is to mobilize disabled, low-income and
senior residents of Santa Cruz County. Lift Line also maintains a vital lifeline for eligible participants to access healthcare providers
throughout the region, including destinations in Monterey County and the San Francisco Bay Area. This is consistent with the
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) Coordinated Public Transit Plan.
The benefits to having CTSA coordination is to improve and identify the need for specialized transportation equipment, if the
equipment is funded through Caltrans 5310 and isn’t reaching its proposed requirements, as the CTSA, the equipment can be
coordinated for use through other identified paratransit services.
Pursuant to the CTSA designation for Santa Cruz County, Community Bridges operates the Lift Line transportation program, which
works in identifying unmet transportation needs, coordinates and provides social service transportation services to low-income
seniors, disabled residents, underserved populations and other persons in Santa Cruz County. Lift Line directly addresses the issues
identified through the unmet needs process by providing rides to medical appointments (including dialysis), alternative care,
mental health, drug rehabilitation centers, dental appointments, pharmacies, and various therapy appointments.

11. Project Productivity Goals for this fiscal year:
a. Measures of performance, success or completion to be used to evaluate project/program (ex. increase use of
facility/service, decrease collisions, etc.):
The majority of our scheduling is automated with Mobile Data Computers and Automatic Vehicle Locaters (AVL) that integrate
with Trapeze, making changes if needed and track rides as they occur. As rides are completed, the MDTs tag completed rides with
real pickup and drop-off times and highlights these times in blue, making it easier for our dispatchers to monitor all rides. Likewise,
uncompleted or unassigned rides (such as will-call returns) are highlighted in red to inform the dispatcher of the priority of
pending trips. The addition of the AVLs in the fleet allows Lift Line to monitor and track vehicles at any moment. These systems
allow Lift Line to provide accurate monthly encounter data to satisfy data requirements.
We will continue to provide our quarterly TDA/STA reports, with the RTC reporting requirements, which are generated directly
from the actual rides performed and documented through these systems. Lift Line’s dispatch and scheduling system still has some
manual components, to be used in the case of a power loss or technical difficulties. Since we cannot determine in advance when
a power or technical problem should arise, we give all drivers a paper manifest to work from daily so as to not lose any
information. Daily, drivers fill out paperwork to let us know if they have any incidents, accidents or mechanical failures. In order
to track turndowns and referrals, schedulers and dispatchers keep a dispatch log. Also any turndown is offered an option of being
placed on a waiting list in case there becomes an opening with a driver’s schedule.
Performance Measures to be included in Quarterly Reports
The quarterly reports are to include the following:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

Unduplicated passengers per month
Total passenger trips (units of service) per month
Incidents per month
Accidents per month
Mechanical failures* (including lift failure) per month
No-shows per month
Turndowns or referrals per month
Cancels per month
Donations per month
Total operating cost per passenger
Total operating cost per vehicle service hour
Total passengers per vehicle service hour
Total passengers per vehicle service mile
Van mileage per program

*Mechanical failure means any problem which results in a delay of one hour or longer, or cancellation of service.

b. Number of people to be served/anticipated number of users of project/program (ex. number of new or maintained
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TDA Claim

Lift Line is projecting to provide service to nearly 745 Santa Cruz County residents who will use specialized wheelchair accessible vans. We are projecting to provide and coordinate 44,631 rides in the 22/23 fiscal year. Please see
Exhibit C-1 and C-2 Operating Plan for details.
Lift Line will continue to provide responsive, non-emergency health and medical paratransit services for low- income seniors and
disabled residents of Santa Cruz County. Trips are provided to health and medical destinations such as hospitals, medical centers
and clinics, doctors’ offices, dental offices, pharmacies, dialysis centers, human services, and various mental health and physical
therapy appointments. In partnership with Central Coast Alliance for Health, rides to medical destinations will be provided for
qualified members. Lift Line continues to work with Satellite Dialysis in Santa Cruz County to provide flexible services for its
clients who are unable to use transit or METRO ParaCruz services.

12. Consistency and relationship with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) - Is program/project listed in the RTP and/or
consistent with a specific RTP Goal/Policy?
The Lift Line programs are consistent with 2040 RTP goals 1 and 3 and advance:

•

Target #3c of the 2014 RTP: Reduce travel times and increase travel options for people who are
transportation disadvantaged due to income, age, race, disability or limited English proficiency by
increasing the percentage that are within a 30-minute walk, bike or transit trip to key destinations (Lift
Line included as transit in this instance) and Target #3d: Ensure transportation services (and impacts) are
equitably distributed to all segments of the population.

The Lift Line program also support the following RTP policies:

•
•
•
•
•

Improve multimodal access to and within key destinations.
Ensure network connectivity by closing gaps in the bicycle, pedestrian and transit networks.
Support projects that provide access to emergency services.
Improve coordination between agencies in a manner improves efficiencies, and reduces duplication.
Demonstrate that planned investments will reduce disparities in safety and access for transportation
disadvantaged populations.

13. Impact(s) of project on other modes of travel, if any (ex. parking to be removed):
Lift Line is a complementary service to the ADA-mandated METRO ParaCruz service. In addition, Lift Line provides a flexible
specialized transportation service for ongoing identified unmet immediate service needs. Due to the diverse nature of our services,
Lift Line is able to group riders in various service categories, which ultimately reduces the number of vehicles needed to perform
rides and in turn cuts down on traffic and emissions. Lift Line continues to optimize our service by scheduling rides in the most
efficient manner and ultimately reducing the duplication of rides by grouping ride types for long distance, cross county rides.
Furthermore, Lift Line provides residents with specialized transportation needs who do not qualify for ParaCruz rides because
they live outside the service area (more than ¾ mile from fixed transit route), don’t have family or friends to assist them, and/or
they may need same day service. For people who are low incomeor who face health/physical challenges, these services are
crucial.
Lift Line was also awarded Section 5310 grant for operating funds in 2020-2022 to support same day and out of county medical
transportation service, as identified in the AMBAG unmet needs plan. This new service was implemented in 2013 and we have
been awarded 5310 funds to continue the project through January 2023. STA funding will fill in the gap and allow us to continue
the same day and out of county service at the current levels without any reductions in FY2223 or a potential gap in service. By
augmenting 53110 funding with STA funds, we will continue the same day and out of county program and provide an additional
3,906 rides FY2223. This transition also allows for seamless transportation and, depending on future STA funding opportunities,
will ensure this vital program continues beyond 5310 funding cycles.

14. Estimated Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (attach project budget). Specialized
Transportation Claims require 10% local match or other performance standard. Local match can take the form of fares,
donations, agency charges, grants, revenue sharing and other non-restricted sources. In kind services many NOT apply
toward the local match. In lieu of a 10% match performance standard, the Volunteer Center performance standard is to
provide 4,000 rides per year.
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What is the total project cost? $2,882,059 (of which $905,632 are TDA funds and $204,158 STA funds)
Is project fully funded? Yes
What will TDA (and STA, if applicable) funds be used on (ex. operations, administration, brochures, engineering,
construction)?
This is clearly identified in our Operating Plan Exhibit C-2. Please see TDA Operating Plan, Exhibit C-2.
15. Preferred Method and Schedule for TDA-LTF fund distribution (see RTC Rules and Regulations for details and
requirements. Note if funds are distributed in advance of use, agencies will be required to subsequently provide
documentation of actual expenditures.):
a. Bike/Ped: Cities/County:
Up to 90% upon initiation of work OR
100% upon project completion
HSA/BTW:
Quarterly disbursement OR
Semi-annual disbursement
b. CTSA:

Quarterly disbursement, with up to 35% in first quarter, and the remaining quarterly payments being one-third
of the remaining claim amount;
OR
Quarterly disbursement

c. Volunteer Center:
d. SCMTD:

Full approved claim amount in the first quarter

Quarterly disbursement

16. TDA Eligibility:

YES?/NO?

A. Has the project/program been approved by the claimant's governing body? Form of approval
________________________________ (eg resolution, work program, budget, other document)
If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is anticipated._______________

Yes

B. Has this project previously received TDA funding? If yes, date RTC approved:______________

Yes

C. For capital projects, have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility,
or has the claimant arranged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than
the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name: ________________________________ )

N/A

D. Has the project already been reviewed by the RTC Bicycle Committee and/or Elderly/Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee? (If "NO," project will be reviewed prior to RTC approval).

No

E. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to
Chapter 1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via:
http://www.dot.ca.gov).

N/A

F. For Article 4 transit claims: Does operator meet Article 4 eligibility requirements?
i. Farebox recovery ratio? and/or,
ii. 50 percent expenditure rule as an older operator, defined as service starting prior to 1974?

N/A
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Bike/Ped (Article 8) Only
17. Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (complete “24a” or “24b”)
a. Capital Projects (Bicycle projects: Bicycle Advisory Committee or RTC must approve the final project design
plans prior to construction; see RTC Rules & Regulations)
Planning
SCHEDULE
(Month/Yr)
Completion
Date __/__
Total
Cost/Phase
$TDA
Requested
(this claim)
Prior TDA:

Environmental

Design/
Engineering

ROW

Construction

Other
*

Contingency

Total

Source 3:
Source 4:
Unsecured/
additional
need**

*Please describe what is included in “Other”:
b. Non-Capital Projects – Cost/Schedule: List any tasks and amount per task for which TDA will be used. Can be
substituted with alternate budget format.

Work Element/
Activity/Task
Administration
/Overhead
Activity 1:

SCHEDULE
(Month/Year)

Total Cost per
Element

$ TDA
requested

$ Source 2:

$ Source 3:

$ Source 4:

Activity 2:
Activity 3:
Activity 4:
Ex.
Consultants
Ex. Materials

SCMTD, CTSA, Bike to Work, HSA, Volunteer Center Only – PLEASE KEEP ANSWERS BRIEF
18. Improving Program Efficiency/Productivity
 Describe any areas where special efforts have been made in the last fiscal year to reduce operating cost and/or increase
ridership/program usage. Note any important trends.
Lift Line routes are continually assessed and re-structured to increase productivity, we group rides when possible so that vehicles
and staff time are serving at capacity. This keeps the cost of operating down and helps keep the cost per service unit as low as
possible. Failing to re-structure and maximized productivity would lead to increased cost per service unit. In the case of taxi
subcontractors, we have paid special attention to maximizing the benefit of working with these outside partners only when we
have reached our internal existing capacity and there is a cost benefit to calling in a taxi ride. We continue to work with physicians
and participants to improve efficiency through group rides. Our experienced drivers, schedulers, and dispatch staff, with the use of
computerized scheduling equipment, continue to serve
as valuable assets toward achieving these goals.
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Community Bridges’ Lift Line continues to work with the SMART Union to address ways to lower the economic issues
impacting the operations of the budget. We also continue to work on reducing our worker’s compensation costs and exposures
in order to reduce our premiums. Lift Line also maintained optimum fleet size for the services provided, and we continually
seek to update our vehicles and equipment through grants.
The County Health Services Department’s programs, such as In Home Health Services, as well as local medical facilities
and the Senior Network Services, are assisting their clients in filling out the TDA Medical Transportation Application as well
as faxing the application with required supporting documents to our office, on a regular basis. We also work with the Central
Coast Alliance to coordinate medical rides for Medi-Cal eligible participants.
Lift Line has participated in several outreach forums in the community that are addressing the transportation needs of the local
senior and disabled population, including veterans, as well as conducted presentations to local service organizations and
senior living facilities. Lift Line participates annually in local business and health fairs to increase community awareness about
local transportation service.
Lift Line continues these outreach efforts which was made possible with Measure D funds. We continue to build our outreach
program and get information out about our service and help enroll new clients into our program. In the last year, Lift Line
has enrolled 62 new clients to our ridership program. This is an 8% total increase to qualifying ridership.

 Goals for next fiscal year (ex. identify opportunities to maximize economies of scale, planned productivity
improvements). Describe any areas where special efforts will be made to improve efficiency and increase program
usage/ridership:
Lift Line will continue to assess the cost and demand for our services on a regular basis, and structure our routes and
staffing accordingly. Lift Line staff will continue to participate in outreach efforts to identify emerging needs in the
community, and we will coordinate with service providers to meet the transportation needs of low income elderly and
disabled residents, including our area veterans. Our outreach program will continue working to build our client base
and educate clients about all of our services.
To increase productivity, our driver trainer will work to get drivers trained and Commercial Class C certified in a
quick and efficient manner. The driver trainer can work as a backup driver when needed, which will help fill in the
gaps as well as help put drivers on the road sooner.
The driver trainer is working on a new training module. Part of this plan is to increase efficiencies and identify
areas for improvement. The plan will also educate drivers more on our clients' needs and awareness of how to
better serve our clients.
Lift Line as a program of Community Bridges is participating in a 10 program agency wide data migration program that
will allow the agency as a whole to identify all program services that an applicant well qualify for. For example, if a client
is applying for Elderday or Meals on Wheels serveries we will be able to identify if that applicant also qualifies for
Lift Line services. As a result, they will be referred to Lift Line.

19. What is different from last year’s program/claim?
Community Bridges/Lift Line is requesting TDA and STA funds to assist with the same types of rides as last year. We are
requesting funding for: Medical TDA Rides, Meals on Wheels, Elderday, and the Taxi Scrip programs. Lift Line is
allocating the same funding percentage amounts to the same four programs as it did in pre-COVID levels. During COVID,
there were modification to the funding levels of congregate meal sites and Elderday, due to partial closures.
Using additional STA funds to match with 5310 funding to prolong the deration and increase the total number and availability
of same day and out of county transportation program, adding an additional 2,206 rides.

20. Schedule of regular progress reports including an evaluation at the end of the year:
SCMD – April each year
Specialized Transportation: Quarterly 1 to E/D TAC, RTC Jan 2022, Apr 2023, Jul 2023 and year-end report 22/23 in Nov
2023 (Months/Year)
HSA/BTW: Bicycle Committee ____________ (Month, year); RTC _____________(Month, year)
If feasible, the quarterly TDA reports submitted by Community Bridges for Lift Line as the Consolidated Transportation Services
Agency (CTSA) should include on-time performance of the service.
Vehicle on-time arrival to pick up a passenger at the scheduled
time is an important measure of operational effectiveness and customer
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SCMTD, CTSA and Volunteer Center Only
21. a. Are these transportation services responding to transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community
or jurisdiction of the claimant?
Yes. We provide transportation that is otherwise not available to our target population.
Lift Line paratransit services are offered to low income seniors and people with disabilities that cannot drive or are not able or
eligible to use METRO ParaCruz services (do not have the financial resources, have origins/destinations outside the service
area, or need same-day service.)
Residents using our out-of-county medical ride service for critical care treatment are often those who have no other resources,
particularly due to financial restraints. The veterans we are currently providing paratransit services for are funded through
the FTA Section 5310 Grants Program. This grant has been awarded through June 2022, and were very proud to be able to
maintain this service for as long as possible, as demand for service for this specific population has continued to grow. Even
though the 5317 funds for this service came to an end, Lift Line/CTSA continues to seek other funding sources to support
this service, which was an unmet need in the coordinated plan. STA funding will allow us to match 5310 funds and prolong
this program and provide additional transportation for the same day and out of county program.

b. Does the project meet an unmet transit need from the most recently approved RTC Unmet Paratransit and Transit
Needs List? Describe.
Lift Line serves the high priority unmet needs of providing transportation services to areas with high concentrations of
seniors, disabled and low income individuals. It also serves the high priority unmet need of providing free or low cost
paratransit option.
CTSA and Volunteer Center (Article 8) Only
22. Where appropriate, are these specialized transportation services coordinated with other transportation services,
including METRO service? Describe.
Lift Line, as the CTSA, acts as the safety net transportation service for low-income seniors and disabled individuals unable to
secure mobility through other programs. We coordinate and refer people regularly to other services more suited to their
specialized transportation requirements, such as: METRO bus or METRO ParaCruz; local taxi services through the taxi scrip
program; the Volunteer Center; Veterans Services and Lift Line’s in house “Out of County” medical ride service.
We work with Watsonville, Capitola, and Santa Cruz Satellite Dialysis to provide flexible service for the clients. We help
identify an individual’s specific need for specialized transportation service and coordinate not only services in our County,
but also for rides to neighboring counties of San Benito, Monterey and Santa Clara. In addition, Lift Line assists those who
call from other parts of California, as well as from out of the state, looking for other public and specialized transportation.
Lift Line’s staff will continue to participate with local and statewide transportation groups to develop coordinated processes
and keep current on transportation systems for seniors and disabled residents.

23. Provide performance information, as pertinent, which demonstrate service efficiency and effectiveness, such as:
verification of the operating cost per passenger, operating cost per vehicle service hour, passengers per vehicle service
hour, passengers per vehicle service mile, and vehicle service hours per employee for last fiscal year (definitions
available in Section 99247 of TDA Guidelines). (99246d, per Performance Audits)
a. Volunteer Center, only:

provide a minimum 4,000 rides per year

All TDA reports, quarterly and annual are sent directly to the RTPA within the scheduled time schedules. These reports are
included in the above listed performance measures.

16-16

TDA Claim

24. Discuss the needs and types of the passengers being served, the employment of part-time drivers and the contracting
with common carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license to provide services during peak hours, as
defined in subdivision (a) of Section 99260.2. (99246d, per 2010 Performance Audit)
There are times during the day when it is more cost effective or necessary to use taxi to provide some of the TDA Medical
rides, especially when they are short rides and more on an individual need basis, while Lift Line buses provided more of the
grouped rides. Lift Line has two on-call drivers to assist with paratransit services as needed.

SCMTD, CTSA, Volunteer Center & RTC Only
25. List the recommendations provided in the last TDA Triennial Performance Audit and your progress toward meeting
them.
Two Verbal recommendations have been provided:

To provide on-time performance reporting. In response to this, we are now tracking and generating monthly
on- time performance reports for all drivers.
2. To report Measure D rides on the quarterly and annual reports. Beginning in FY 22-23 we will satisfy this request.
1.

SCMTD Only
26. TDA Article 4 Eligibility Compliance – Provide documentation for 50% expenditure limitation (PUC Section 99268.1).
50 percent expenditure limitation (use if LTF remains below 50 percent of its operating costs):
• Overall operating cost for fiscal year: $_________
• TDA-LTF claim: $______
• Source of information (e.g. audited financial statements, budget, etc):
Funds

Urbanized Service

Rural/Non-Urban Service

Fare Revenue:
Local Support Revenues:
Operation costs:
Ratio Fare Rev ÷ Op Cost: (minimum
required=15% per PUC Sec.6645)
Cost per ride being subsidized for
different services/funds

$
$
$
_____%

$
$
$
_____%

$

(could use FTA 5311 application)

$

Note: Exemptions for calculating operating costs – spell out in your operating budget summary.
 Service extensions are exempt until two years after the end of the fiscal year during which they were established (PUC Sec.
99268.8). This exemption applies only if the new service was not provided nor was funded by LTF/STA during any of the prior
three fiscal years.
 The additional operating costs to a transit operator of providing comparable complementary paratransit services, pursuant to the
Americans with Disabilities Act, that exceed operator’s prior year costs as adjusted by the CPI are excluded from operating cost.
 As set forth in Section 99268.2, ratio must be at least equal to one-fifth if serving an urbanized area or one-tenth if serving a nonurbanized area. If a ratio of the sum of fare revenues and local support to operating cost greater than one-fifth if serving an
urbanized area, or one-tenth if serving a non-urbanized area, during the 1978 -79 fiscal year shall, at least, maintain that ratio in
order to be eligible for additional funds pursuant to this section.
 Additional exclusions in calculating urban/rural farebox recovery: operating costs above the consumer price index for fuel,
alternative fuel programs, power, insurance premiums and payments in settlement of claims, and state and federal mandates.

27. Did the SCMTD operating budget increase over 15% from the prior fiscal year?
If the answer is yes, please provide a statement identifying and substantiating the reason or need for the increase in the
transit operating budget in excess of 15% above the preceding year, and identify substantial increases or decreases in
the scope of operations or capital provisions for major new service - (transit claimants only, if applicable).
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28. Operating statistics (compare current fiscal year to date to last three full fiscal years; *TDA required performance
indicators), submit items from the following list.
Please see exhibit G-1 and exhibit G-2.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Annual passengers
 Rides/passenger trips provided by type (student, senior, adult, pass holders, etc, or however stat’s kept)
and amount of TDA $ used for each type of ride
Annual service hours
Passengers per vehicle service hour*
Annual service miles
# of fixed-route miles
Service Area – square miles
Service Area Population
Passengers per vehicle service mile*
Average passengers per weekday
Total operating costs in budget
Operating cost per vehicle service hour*
Total operating cost per passenger*
Average Farebox Revenue per passenger (describe what is included)
# of FTE employees (all employees, not just drivers)
Vehicle Service hours/Employee*
# of routes
Average route length
Average travel times/rider
# of bus stops
# of vehicles in operation
# of monthly bus passes in circulation
Max vehicles in service at any time:
Hours of service:
Approximate # of unduplicated passengers
Cost per unit of service plus text about long range plans to make/keep this low
Funds and percentage spent on administration/overhead/grantee allocation/etc
Actual financials compared with budget
Actual number of rides provided compared with goal and text about whether goal was met and why/why not

Definitions:

a) "Operating cost" means all costs in the operating expense object classes exclusive of the costs in the depreciation and
amortization expense object class of the uniform system of accounts and records adopted by the Controller pursuant to Section
99243. “Operating cost” excludes all subsidies for commuter rail services operated on railroad lines under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Railroad Administration, all direct costs for providing charter services, all vehicles lease costs, and principal and
interest payments on capital projects funded with certificates of participation.
b) "Operating cost per passenger,” means the operating cost divided by the total passengers.
c) "Operating cost per vehicle service hour,” means the operating cost divided by the vehicle service hours.
d) "Passengers per vehicle service hour" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service hours.
e) "Passengers per vehicle service mile" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service miles.
f) "Total passengers" means the number of boarding passengers, whether revenue producing or not, carried by the public
transportation system.
g) "Transit vehicle" means a vehicle, including, but not limited to, one operated on rails or tracks, which is used for public
transportation services funded, in whole or in part, under this chapter.
h) "Vehicle service hours" means the total number of hours that each transit vehicle is in revenue service, including layover time.
i) "Vehicle service miles" means the total number of miles that each transit vehicle is in revenue service.
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j)

"Vehicle service hours per employee" means the vehicle service hours divided by the number of employees employed in
connection with the public transportation system, based on the assumption that 2,000 person-hours of work in one year constitute
one employee. The count of employees shall also include those individuals employed by the operator, which provide services to
the agency of the operator responsible for the operation of the public transportation system even though not employed in that
agency.
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Documentation to Include with Your Claim (all TDA Claims):
All Claims
 A letter of transmittal addressed to the SCCRTC Executive Director that attests to the accuracy of the claim and all its
accompanying documentation.
 Statement from the TDA Eligible Claimant indicating its role and responsibilities.
Article 8 Bicycle/Pedestrian Claims
 Evidence of environmental review for capital projects
All Transit and Specialized Transportation Claims (SCMTD, CTSA, and Volunteer Center)
 A copy of the operating and capital budgets for the coming fiscal year
 Description of capital projects, including time frame over which project will be funded and implemented
 Operating Plan for current and upcoming activities – can be within project description
 TDA Standard Assurances Checklist
Article 4 Transit Claims
 A certification from the California Highway Patrol (completed within the last 13 months) indicating that the operator is in
compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code.
 Other Certifications
 Written report of current and upcoming activities. (per RTC Rules and Regulations)

Local Agency Certification:
This TDA Claim has been prepared in accordance with the SCCRTC’s Budget, SCCRTC’s Rules and Regulations, and
Caltrans TDA Guidebook (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/State-TDA.html). I certify that the information provided
in this form is accurate and correct. I understand that if the required information has not been provided this form may be
returned and the funding allocation may be delayed.
PROOF OF EXPENDITURES: Claimant acknowledges it is required to submit all expenditure backup as well as
evidence of other funding used for project to RTC, to RTC’s satisfaction, before receiving periodic disbursement or
disbursement upon project completion.
CERTIFIED FISCAL AUDIT: Claimant certifies that it has submitted a satisfactory, independent fiscal audit, with the
required certification statement, to SCCRTC and to the State Controller’s Office, pursuant to PUC 99245 and CCR 6664
for the prior fiscal year (project year minus two). Claimant assures that this audit requirement will be completed for the
current fiscal year (project year minus one). This requirement does not apply to new transit operators nor Bike to Work or
HSA claims submitted through the SCCRTC.

5/18/22
Signature _____________________________ Title:__CEO_____________________________Date:_____________
\\Rtcserv2\shared\GRANTS\TDA\TDAClaimFormMaster.doc
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TDA Standard Assurances Checklist (for Transit and Specialized Transportation Services)
Claimant:

Community Bridges – Lift Line CTSA

Fiscal Year: 2022-23_

Assurance
Initial
1. STATE CONTROLLER REPORT
Claimant certifies that it has submitted a State Controller’s report in conformance with the
uniform system of accounts and reports, to SCCRTC and to the State Controller, pursuant to
PUC 99243, for the prior year (project year minus two). Claimant assures that this report will be
completed for the current fiscal year (project year minus one). This requirement does not apply
tonew transit operators.
2. USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS (Claimants Receiving Federal Funds)
Claimant filing a claim for TDA funds for capital intensive projects pursuant to PUC
99268.7certifies that it has made every effort to obtain federal funding for any project which
is fundedpursuant to PUC 99268.7.
3. REVENUE RATIOS FOR COMMUNITY TRANSIT AND CONTRACTED TRANSIT
SERVICES (CTSA & Volunteer Center Only)
Claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99275.5c and 99405c further certifies that, for the project
year, it reasonably anticipates achieving the performance criteria, local match requirements, or
farerecovery ratios adopted by the transportation planning agency or county transportation
commission.
4. REVENUE RATIOS FOR OPERATORS SERVING URBANIZED AND NONURBANIZED
AREAS (METRO Only)
Claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99270.1 certifies that it will maintain for the project
yearat least the alternative farebox recovery ratio as determined by the adopted (RTPA name)
“fare ratio optional rule.”
5. EXTENSION OF SERVICES (METRO Only)
Claimant that received an allocation of LTF funds for an extension of service pursuant to PUC
99268.8 certifies that it will file a report of these services pursuant to CCR 6633.8b within 90 days
after the close of the fiscal year in which that allocation was granted.
6. RETIREMENT SYSTEM (METRO Only)
Claimant filing claim pursuant to PUC Section 99260 certifies that (check one):
a) The current cost of its retirement system is fully funded with respect to the officers and
employees of its public transportation system (PUC Section 99271a); or
b) The operator is implementing a plan approved by the transportation planning agency which
will fully fund the retirement system for such officers and employees within 40 years
(PUC Section 99271a); or
c) The operator has a private pension plan which sets aside and invests on a current basis
funds sufficient to provide for the payment of future pension benefits and which is fully
compliant with the requirements stated in PUC Sections 99272 and 99273.
7. REDUCED FARES FOR ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED (METRO Only)
A claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99260 which offers reduced fares to senior citizens
anddisabled persons certifies that it is in compliance with PUC 99155.
8. DRIVERS PULL NOTICE PARTICIPATION (METRO & CTSA Only)
A claimant filing a claim for public transit assistance must include a certification completed within
the prior 13 months by the California Highway Patrol indicating the operator has participated in a
"pull notice system" to examine driver's records.
9. STAFFING ON VEHICLES (METRO & CTSA Only)
Claimant certifies that it is in compliance with PUC Section 99264 that it does not routinely staff,
with two or more persons, a vehicle for public transportation purposes designed to be operated by
one person.
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10. PART-TIME EMPLOYEES (STAFF ONLY) (STA Claimants Only)
Claimant certifies that it is not precluded, by any contract, from employing part-time drivers or
contracting with common carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license.
11. INCREASE IN OPERATOR'S COST PER HOUR (STA Claimants Only)
Claimant filing a claim for operating assistance from STA funds must include a supplemental
schedule which identifies either: A - 1) the most recent audited cost per revenue vehicle hour (year
1) and the cost per revenue hour for the year prior to the most recent audit year (year 2) and 2) the
Consumer Price Index for the year prior to the most recent audit year (year 2); or B - 1) the most
recent audited cost per revenue vehicle hour (year 1) and the cost per revenue hour for the three
years prior to the most recent audit year and 2) the Consumer Price Index for the three years prior
to the most recent audit year. The supplemental schedule information will be used to determine
eligibility pursuant to PUC 99314.6.

Community Bridges

(Legal Name of Applicant/Claimant)

(Authorizing Signature of CEO/CFO)
Raymon Cancino

CEO

(Name and Title)
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EXHIBIT A, Page 1 of 2

TDA 2022-2023 BUDGET
TDA/STA
2022-23

Non-TDA
2022-23

CTSA
2022-23

300-71.0
TDA/STA
2021-22

Non-TDA
2021-22

CTSA
2021-22

ACCOUNT TITLE
BUDGET
PERSONNEL:
Salaries & Wages
488,902
Fringe Benefits: Unemployment
4,889
Workers Comp
14,810
Health Insurance
64,551
FICA
37,401
401K Plan
11,474
TOTAL PERSONNEL COSTS:
622,026
SERVICES & SUPPLIES:
OPERATING:
Vehicle Operations-Fuel
39,391
Vehicle Licenses
4,565
Vehicle Repair & Maintenance
16,967
Vehicle Insurance
37,711
Communications-Radio
34,387
TOTAL VEH. OPERATING COSTS:
133,020
OTHER OPERATING & ADMINISTRATION COSTS:
Professional Services
0
Janitorial Services/Supplies
3,947
Legal services/Audit
0
Publicity/Media
0
Special Events
0
Staff travel
1,266
Minor Equipment
3,373
Equip Maintenance/Repair
6,828
Office Supplies
954
Program Supples
4,566
Vehicle Maintenance Supplies
218
Computer Supplies/Related
287
Postage
1,123
Utilities
13,463
Space Maintenance
4,248
Telephone
1,480
Misc Fees
2,034
Staff Training
1,982
Insurance-General Liability & Fidelity
3,844
Memberships/Subscriptions
1,930
Printing & Copying
1,383
Advertising (Recruitment)
650
Interest Expense
0
Subsidized Taxi - Elderday Rides
0
Subsidized Taxi - MOW Rides
0
Subsidized Taxi - LL Rides
0
Subsidized Taxi - Scrip
19,721
Nonsubsidized Taxi-Measure D Svcs
0
Trxfer to/from Equip Reserve
32,389
300 Facilility Reserve
49,620
Major Equipment - 5310
0
Major Equipment - Carb
Major Equipment - Non-5310
58,542
300 Property Fixed Asset
0
Leasehold Improvements
0
Debt Repayment
0
Agency Overhead
140,835
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION COSTS:
354,686
TOTAL EXPENDITURES
1,109,733
TOTAL REVENUES
1,109,732
NET GAIN (LOSS)
(0)

BUDGET

BUDGET

BUDGET

BUDGET

BUDGET

1,109,733

509,776
5,098
27,927
67,307
38,998
11,964
661,070

998,678
9,987
42,737
131,858
76,399
23,438
1,283,096

434,313
6,515
17,721
27,037
33,225
8,486
527,296

438,558
705
18,477
57,453
34,069
8,849
558,111

872,871
7,220
36,198
84,489
67,294
17,335
1,085,407

41,073
4,760
17,691
39,321
35,855
138,700

80,464
9,325
34,658
77,032
70,242
271,720

31,359
3,944
17,715
36,501
21,979
111,497

32,698
4,112
18,471
38,059
22,917
116,258

64,058
8,055
36,186
74,560
44,896
227,755

51,093
4,115
10,949
13,155
389
0
3,517
7,119
995
4,761
228
300
1,171
14,037
4,430
1,544
2,121
2,067
4,009
2,012
1,442
678
59,000
3,180
0
32,956
0
17,000
23,317
0
0

51,093
8,062
10,949
13,155
389
1,266
6,891
13,947
1,949
9,327
446
587
2,295
27,500
8,678
3,024
4,155
4,049
7,853
3,942
2,825
1,328
59,000
3,180
0
32,956
19,721
17,000
55,706
49,620
0

2,524
3,347
0
0
0
0
3,275
6,629
1,313
3,955
39
279
1,091
12,239
6,979
1,553
2,073
3,655
1,963
690
686
65
0
0
0
7,357
19,147
0
82,092
0
0

38,703
3,490
18,085
13,145
378
259
3,415
6,912
579
4,124
394
291
1,137
12,761
7,277
1,383
2,161
3,811
5,890
3,137
2,057
1,837
75,333
3,873
0
35,114
0
42,199
0
0
0
203,997
20,934
301,222
0
20,182
137,734
971,813
1,646,182
1,652,702
6,520

41,227
6,837
18,085
13,145
378
259
6,690
13,540
1,892
8,079
434
570
2,228
25,000
14,256
2,936
4,234
7,466
7,853
3,827
2,743
1,901
75,333
3,873
0
42,471
19,147
42,199
82,092
0
0
203,997
58,542
301,222
0
20,182
259,749
1,292,387
2,605,549
2,612,069
6,520

170,487
411,117
0
0
125,369
972,557
1,772,327
1,772,327
(0)
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229,029
411,117
0
0
266,205
1,327,243
2,882,059
2,882,059
(0)

37,608
0
0
0
122,015
320,574
959,367
959,367
0

COMMUNITY BRIDGES - LIFT LINE / CTSA
TDA 2022-2023 BUDGET

ACCOUNT TITLE
REVENUE:
TDA
STA
City of Watsonville
County of Santa Cruz
County of SC-Measure D Sales Tax
CARB
LCTOP
Transfer From Measure D Reserve
Area Agency on Aging-Title IIIB
FTA Section 5310-Expanded
Monterey Peninsula Foundation
Kaiser Grant
Outside Contracts-Other
Scrip - Client Payments
MOW Intra-Program Charges
Elderday Intra-Program Charges
Donations
Program Income-Other
Vehicle Maintenance Intra-Program Charges
Vehicle Sales
TOTAL REVENUES

OPERATING FUND SOURCES
TDA
STA
TDA Reserve Fund
City of Capitola
City of Watsonville
County of Santa Cruz
County of SC-Measure D Sales Tax
CARB
LCTOP
FTA Section 5310-Trad
Area Agency on Aging-Title IIIB
FTA Section 5310-Expanded
Monterey Peninsula Foundation
Kaiser Grant
Outside Contracts-Other
Scrip - Client Payments
Scrip - Health Project Center
MOW Intra-Program Charges
Elderday Intra-Program Charges
Donations
PPP Loan Forgiveness
Vehicle Maintenance Intra-Program Charges
Vehicle Sales
SUBTOTAL REVENUES
SECTION 5310 - PASS THRU
CARB
LCTOP
TOTAL REVENUES

EXHIBIT A, Page 2 of 2
TDA/STA
2022-23
BUDGET
905,637
204,095

Non-TDA
2022-23
BUDGET
0
0
0
15,000
1,045,000
202,648
7,000
0
20,000
99,500
40,000

CTSA
FINAL
FY 20-21
697,240
100,000
57,700
5,900
3,500
15,000
923,256
44,952
33,579
3,136
38,043
122,446
40,000
20,000
2,400
5,204
22,500
10,335
224,532
20,963
6,500
2,397,186

2,397,186

TDA
2021-22
BUDGET

Non-TDA
2021-22
BUDGET

CTSA
2021-22
BUDGET

859,367
100,000

12,157
3,000

905,637
204,095
0
15,000
1,045,000
202,648
7,000
0
20,000
99,500
40,000
0
14,675
5,747
22,500
270,000
15,100
0
12,157
3,000

0
0
0
15,000
981,927
202,648
7,360
0
45,043
136,674
40,000
30,000
22,776
6,667
22,500
118,250
8,700
0
12,157
3,000

859,367
100,000
0
15,000
981,927
202,648
7,360
0
45,043
136,674
40,000
30,000
22,776
6,667
22,500
118,250
8,700
0
12,157
3,000

1,772,327

2,882,059

959,367

1,652,702

2,612,069

14,675
5,747
22,500
270,000
15,100

1,109,732

CTSA
2022-23
BUDGET

CTSA
BUDGET
FY 21-22

CTSA
BUDGET
FY 22-23

859,367
100,000
0
0
0
15,000
981,927
202,648
7,360
0
45,043
136,674
40,000
30,000
22,776
6,667
0
22,500
118,250
8,700
0
12,157
3,000
2,612,069
0
0
0

905,637
204,095
0
0
0
15,000
1,045,000
202,648
7,000
0
20,000
99,500
40,000
0
14,675
5,747
0
22,500
270,000
15,100
0
12,157
3,000
2,882,059
0
0
0

2,612,069

2,882,059
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EXHIBIT B
CTSA FIVE YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 22/23
FISCAL YEARS: 22/23 THROUGH 26/27
CAPITAL REVENUE

Fund Balance

Projected
2022-2023

$103,326

FTA Section 5310

$115,748

Projected
2024-2025

$91,265

Projected
2025-2026

$41,265

Projected
2026-2027

$41,368

$210,000

$0

$210,000

$0

$258

$289

$228

$103

$104

$159,290

$326,037

$91,265

$251,368

$41,472

Addition to Fund

$55,706

Fund Interest
Total

Projected
2023-2024

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

Equipment Purchase
Major Maintenance
Total
Year-End Balance

2022-2023

2023-2024

2024-2025

2025-2026

2026-2027

$43,542

$234,772

$50,000

$210,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$43,542

$234,772

$50,000

$210,000

$0

$115,748

$91,265

$41,265

$41,368

$41,472

Notes:

1
2

3.
4.

As capital grants are indefinite, and as capital equipment arrival dates vary, projected
figures may require adjustment.
In FY 2021-2022 Lift Line is paying $43,542 from TOA fund balance, an additional payment for the
Ecolane transit scheduling software. The purchase of the solutions including the implementation
of the software, hardware, and training is a capitalized purchase over a time-frame of 3 fiscal
years, that began in January, 2021. A final payment of $24,772 will be made in FY 2023-2024.
Lift Line is applying for $210,000 in equipment funding for vehicle and computer purchase in FY
2023-2024 and 2026-2027.
FY 2024-2025 is a projected $50,000 matching fund expense for EV projects.
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EXHIBIT C-1
Lift Line / CTSA
FY22/23 OPERATING PLAN
The Lift Line program provides demand-responsive, specialized non-emergency health and
medical transportation for low-income seniors and disabled residents of Santa Cruz County.
Riders are not charged a fare for the service. Service is generally provided from 8:00 AM to 4:00
PM, seven days a week (with the exception of published holidays), while Lift Line also
coordinates additional services on behalf of its clients outside these hours.
Service is focused on individuals that live outside the METRO ParaCruz service area, those who are
unable to afford the METRO ParaCruz fare, those that do not meet the ADA complementary
paratransit eligibility requirements, those needing same day service, and those that need a higher
level of service than can be provided by METRO ParaCruz. Lift Line operates a fleet of 19
wheelchair accessible vans. Transportation is provided to destinations such as doctors’ offices,
pharmacies, Elderday Adult Day Health Care, Senior Dining Centers, out of county medical
destinations, dialysis sites, and various medical therapy appointments. Clients are generally asked
to book their medical rides between 8:30am and 3:30pm.
Lift Line is seeking to continue TDA Medical Rides service and ensure this service reaches
those with the most need. Lift Line projecting 6,027 TDA Medical Rides for FY 22/23. The
TDA Medical Rides program serves as a safety net service for medical rides outside the ADAmandated METRO paratransit service areas. Eligible individuals may schedule rides to medical
destinations as late as one day in advance, with no fares collected. Currently all of the residents that
receive medical rides are low income and below the federal 200% poverty level. Lift Line staff
continue to update participant applications to reflect the new Federal Government poverty level
guidelines to ensure income and disability eligibility is maintained by participants.
Lift Line also coordinates with the local taxi companies to offer the Taxi Scrip (TS) program.
Lift Line is projecting 2,279 Taxi Scrip rides in FY 22/23.
The Taxi Scrip program serves as a safety net service for medical rides and non-medical rides needed
outside the ADA-mandated METRO paratransit service areas. Individuals may purchase subsidized
taxi scrip so that they can directly schedule taxi rides. Taxi companies own and operate vehicles that
are fully accessible for mobility devices such as wheelchairs. Currently all residents that receive
Taxi Scrip at a discount are low income and below the federal 200% poverty level. Lift Line staff
continue to update the TDA applications to reflect the new Federal Government poverty level
guidelines. Area taxi service providers include: Courtesy Cab, and Santa Cruz Cab. Lift Line
provides ongoing monitoring and assessment of the program to ensure that eligibility criteria are
met, safety criteria are met by subcontractors, and to ensure there is no abuse of this vital program.
Currently clients can purchase three $10.00 books, for a total of $30.00 worth of scrip, for $8.00
which would give them approximately one (1) or two (2) rides per book. There is currently a limit
to purchase six books per person per quarter.
Lift Line is projecting 7,099 Meals on Wheels rides for FY 22/23, 4,465 of which will be
funded with TDA funds.
We are on track to meet our projected goal for the current fiscal year. Lift Line will continue to
coordinate with the Meals on Wheels program to help them meet any increase attendance demands
at all of the senior dining centers. Lift Line continues to meet with the Meals on Wheels Program
Director and site managers to review unmet transportation service needs.
Page 1 of 2
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Exhibit C – 1
Lift Line / CTSA 22/23 Operating Plan

Lift Line is projecting 20,120 Elderday rides in FY 22/23, of which 8,700 are funded by TDA.
The Elderday program provides outpatient adult day health care to seniors and community residents
who need constant care, and/or are diagnosed with dementia or Alzheimer’s disease. Almost all of
these participants use wheelchairs or walkers, and require vans with lifts. Generally, these clients
are very frail and need personal, door-to-door assistance. Elderday rides are reflective of the level
of client service that Lift Line drivers provide to patients with critical needs.
Lift Line staff will continue to work with the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s Elderly and Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee (E&D TAC) in
identifying and addressing unmet needs. Lift Line continues to work with the E&D TAC in
meeting the Unmet Transit and Paratransit Needs as well as the recommendations of the Paratransit
Coordination Task Force. For those who don’t qualify for METRO ParaCruz or MediCal assistance,
we will continue to help them complete the required paperwork to make it easier for them to use the
current TDA programs that meet their specific needs. In our role as the Consolidated Transportation
Service Agency, Lift Line will continue working with other transportation providers to ensure
maximum efficiency and coordination of rides for all residents.
Lift Line will continue to focus its resources on transportation needs that are not being met by
other paratransit services, such as ADA-mandated METRO ParaCruz. Through TDA funding,
Lift Line will continue to serve those not eligible for METRO ParaCruz service, specifically lowincome individuals who cannot afford the $8.00 to $12.00 round-trip METRO ParaCruz fare, those
who don’t meet the strict ADA qualifications, and those with origins/destinations outside of the
METRO ParaCruz service area. Because Lift Line provides safety net services to those ineligible or
unable to use other services, its goal is to provide flexible programs, scheduling, and dispatching
that can respond to the changing needs of all participants.
Community Bridges maintains comprehensive auto and general liability coverage, including the
City of Santa Cruz and SCCRTC as additional insured parties. A copy of each insurance certificate
shall be filed with the City and with SCCRTC.

Page 2 of 2
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OPERATION PLAN SERVICE OF UNITS
EXHIBIT C-2
2022/2023
TABLE 1 - TDA/STA PROPOSED SERVICE UNITS

FUNDS ALLOCATED
OPERATING COST

TAXI
SCRIP

MEDICAL
TDA

MEALS ON
WHEELS

ELDERDAY

STA
FUNDING

$47,584

$499,187

$97,466

$205,694

$204,153

$12.78

$31.77

$11.65

$12.26

$42.31

TOTAL
UNITS

TOTAL

$1,054,084

A. PROGRAM MANAGEMENT
$5.07

$31.38

$7.67

$7.72

$24.13

Asst, Info Mgr, Rent, Liability Insur., Phone,
Supplies, etc.
B. ADMINISTRATION
14.5314% of total cost per unit.

$3.03

$19.67

$2.51

$3.66

$11.30

TOTAL COST PER SERVICE UNIT

$20.88

$82.83

$21.83

$23.64

$77.74

22/23 PROJECTED TDA/STA UNITS OF SERVICE

2,279

6,027

4,465

8,700

2,626

i.e., Mgmt Personnel: Director, Fleet Mgr, Admin

24,097

EQUIPMENT PURCHASE MATCH

$55,706

TOTAL TDA/STA CLAIM REQUEST

$1,109,791

NON-TDA SUPPORTED
TABLE 2 - OTHER CTSA SERVICE UNITS

Meals on
Wheels

Elderday
Services

Measure D
Paratransit

5310
Medical

Funds Allocated

$57,500

$270,000

$514,028

$99,500

Revenue per Service Unit

$21.83

$23.64

$98.85

$77.74

21/22 Projected Units of Service

2,634

11,420

5,200

1,280

Total
Units

Total
$941,028

20,534

Other Income

$90,621

Total Operating Income
Measure D Facility/Equip/Project Funds
CARB - Capital Equipment
LCTOP

$1,031,649
$530,972
$202,648
$7,000

TDA/ STA Claim

$1,109,790

Grand Total

$2,882,059

ROLLUP OF ALL RIDES
TABLE 3 - ALL SERVICE UNITS TOTALED ( Total tables 1 and 2, units of service, to equal table 3 totals)

21/22 Total Ride Projections

Taxi

TDA/5310

Meals on

Elderday

Measure D

Scrip

Medical

Wheels

Services

Paratransit

STA

Units

2,279

7,307

7,099

20,120

5,200

2,626

44,631

Page 1 of 1
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Total

Exhibit D
Schedule of Payment
FY: 2022-2023 TDA and STA
Claim Lift Line CTSA
July 15, 2022
October 15, 2022
January 15, 2023
April 15, 2023
Total

1st Quarter
2nd Quarter
3rd Quarter
4th Quarter
Total

TDA

STA

$298,858.00
$202,258.00
$202,258.00
$202,258.00
$905,632.00

$51,039.50
$51,039.50
$51,039.50
$51,039.50
$204,158.00

Preferred Method and Schedule for TDA fund distribution: Quarterly disbursement,
with up to 33% in first quarter, and the remaining quarterly payments being one-third
of the remaining claim amount.
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EXHIBIT E Lift Line / CTSA
22/23 Statement of Role and Responsibility
Community Bridges has been the designated Consolidated Transportation Services Agency
(CTSA) since 1982. CTSAs are authorized under California Government Code Sections 15975 and
15950-15952 which were enacted pursuant to the Social Service Transportation Improvement Act.
The purpose of the CTSA is to improve transportation required by social service recipients by
promoting the consolidation and coordinating of social service transportation. As the Consolidated
Transportation Service Agency, Community Bridges Lift Line will continue to coordinate and
consolidate transportation services with other transportation and human service agencies in order
to provide the most efficient transportation possible. Lift Line will continue to work with Santa
Cruz County School Districts, Human Services Department of the County of Santa Cruz, County
Office of Education, Veterans Service Offices in Santa Cruz and Palo Alto, Hospice of Santa Cruz
County, as well as hospitals and other medical facilities. Community Bridges Lift Line will also
continue working closely with the RTPA and to help with the unmet needs identified in the TriCounty AMBAG Coordinated Plan. Community Bridges Lift Line will also continue working with
local non-profit organizations and other human service and medical facilities in neighboring
counties to continue to define and create an effective mobility management center to help mobilize
resident with various disabilities, low income and senior populations to travel easily throughout
our County as well as to travel seamlessly throughout our tri-county Monterey Bay region and the
San Francisco Bay Area.
As the CTSA, Community Bridges Lift Line will continue coordination to improve and identify the
need for specialized transportation equipment. If the equipment funded through Caltrans 5310 isn’t
reaching its proposed requirements through their contract, the equipment can be recaptured and its
use coordinated through other identified paratransit service needs. We will continue to offer
training to ensure that not only Lift Line staff operates in a safe and sensitive manner, but will
continue to offer expertise and training for other transportation providers in the County.
Pursuant to the CTSA designation for Santa Cruz County, Community Bridges operates the Lift
Line transportation program, which will continue to take a lead, and work closely with the RTPA,
to continue to help identify unmet transportation needs, coordinate and provide social service
transportation services to low-income seniors, disabled residents, underserved populations and
other identified individuals in Santa Cruz County. Lift Line will continue to directly address the
issues identified through the unmet needs process by providing rides to medical appointments
(including dialysis), alternative care, mental health and various medical transportation needs.
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Exhibit F

Reporting Period and
Performance Measures FY:
2022-2023 TDA Claim
Community
Bridges' Lift Line
CTSA
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Reporting Period
Fiscal Year: 2021/22
1st Quarter, 7/1/22 through 9/30/22
2nd Quarter, 10/1/22 through 12/31/22
3rd Quarter, 1/1/23 through 3/31/23
4th Quarter, 4/1/23 through 6/30/23
Annual Evaluation, Fiscal Year 2022/2023

Due
11/15/22
01/15/23
04/15/23
07/15/23
11/15/23
11/15/23

Performance Measures to be included in Quarterly Reports
The quarterly reports are to include the following:
1.
Unduplicated passengers per month
2.
Total passenger trips (units of service) per month
3.
Incidents per month
4.
Accidents per month
5.
Mechanical failures* (including lift failure) per month
6.
No-shows per month
7.
Turndowns or referrals per month
8.
Cancels per month
9.
Donations per month
10.
Total operating cost per passenger
11.
Total operating cost per vehicle service hour
12.
Total passengers per vehicle service hour
13.
Total passengers per vehicle service mile
14.
Van mileage per program
*Mechanical failure means any problem which results in a delay of one hour or longer, or
cancelation
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Exhibit G-1
Operating Statistics
FY 18-19
Annual passengers
Rides/passenger trips provided by type:

Medical
Amount Spent for Medical
Meals on Wheels
Amount spent for Meals on Wheels
Taxi Script
Amount spent for Taxi Script
Elderday
Amount Spent for Elderday

Annual service hours
Passengers per vehicle service hour*
Annual service miles
# of fixed-route miles
Service Area – square miles
(note: all of Santa Cruz County)
Service Area Population
Passengers per vehicle service mile*
Average passengers per weekday
Total operating costs in budget
Operating cost per vehicle service hour*
Total operating cost per passenger*
Average Farebox Revenue per passenger (describe what is included)
# of FTE employees (all employees, not just drivers)
Vehicle Service hours/Employee*
# of routes
Average route length
Average travel times/rider
# of bus stops
# of vehicles in operation
# of monthly bus passes in circulation
Max vehicles in service at any time:
Hours of service:
Approximate # of unduplicated passengers
Cost per unit of service plus text about long range plans to make/keep this low
Funds and percentage spent on administration/overhead/grantee allocation/etc
Actual financials compared with budget ( see Exhibit G-2)
Actual number of rides provided compared with goal

FY 19-20

FY 20-21

50,352

40,132

10,716
$288,796
9,472
$106,655
2,486
$29,260
27,678
$396,072
14,524
3.47
279,974
N/A
607
273,170
0.17
968
$703,185
$48.42
$13.97
N/A
24
605
N/A
5.56
0.62
N/A
19
N/A
13
8-4 PM
2,083
$13.97
34.518%
$242,726

9,019
$454,016
6,969
$99,169
1,870
$27,171
22,274
$328,542
15,011
3.13
255,014
N/A
607
273,170
0.15
772
$834,857
$55.62
$20.80
N/A
23
653
N/A
6.35
0.85
N/A
22
N/A
12
8-4 PM
2,097
$20.80
29.827%
$249,012

119% of goal

95% of goal

FY 21-22 to date
July 1-Dec 31 2021
20,970
16,003

11,965
$404,058
6,141
$99,239
1,740
$31,877
1,124
$22,165
8,494
2.45
159,119
N/A
607
273,170
0.12
403
$733,057
$86.30
$34.96
N/A
19
447
N/A
7.59
0.88
N/A
22
N/A
8
8-4 PM
2,057
$34.96
37.363%
$273,890
48% of goal

4,747
$183,495
3,893
$64,256
513
$23,360
6,850
$94,956
5,277
3.03
82329
N/A
607
273170
0.19
616
$334,174
$63.32
$20.88
N/A
19
278
N/A
5.14
0.89
N/A
22
N/A
9
8-4 PM
1,030
$20.88
36.890%
$123,276
53% of annual

For the Fiscal Year 2019-2020, Lift Line Provided 40,132 one-way rides to Santa Cruz residents, including medical transportation, Meals on Wheels congregated

dining sites, Elderday adult day care transportation, and taxi script vouchers. Lift Line was at 95% of the goal. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic and local government
regulation, many doctors cancel rider’s medical appointments and attendance reduced at congregated sites, including Meals on Wheels dining sites and Elderday
adult daycare. For 2020-2021, Lift Line provided a 20,970 one-way ride to Santa Cruz county residents. Due to COVID-19 regulations, Lift Line was at 48 % of the
goal during FY20-21. State regulations forced the temporary closure to Meals on Wheels dining sites and Elderday adult daycare; this service was operated remotely
to comply with the CDC recommendations. Lift Line reduced capacity on vehicles to 4 passengers on a bus and single riders on a minivan to comply with 6 feet
of separation guidance. For 2021-2022, Lift Line provided 16,003 rides between July 1st and December 31st, 2021. Lift Line is at 53% of the annual goal. Lift Line is
currently on track to making a yearly goal by the end of FY 21-22.
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Exhibit G-2
COMMUNITY BRIDGES - LIFT LINE / CTSA
TDA/STA 2018-19, 2019-20, 2020-21 BUDGET TO ACTUAL
note: STA revenues started in 2019-2020

ACCOUNT TITLE

TDA
2018-19
BUDGET

PERSONNEL:
Salaries & Wages
Fringe BenUnemployment
Workers Comp
Health Insurance
FICA
401K Plan
TOTAL PERSONNEL COSTS:
SERVICES & SUPPLIES:
OPERATING:
Vehicle Operations-Fuel
Vehicle Licenses
Vehicle Repair & Maintenance
Vehicle Insurance
Communications-Radio
TOTAL VEH. OPERATING COSTS:
OTHER OPERATING & ADMINISTRATION COSTS:
Professional Services
Janitorial Services/Supplies
Publicity/Media
Staff travel
Minor Equipment
Equip Maintenance/Repair-Trapeze
Office Supplies
Program Supples
Vehicle Maintenance Supplies
Computer Supplies/Related
Postage
Space Rental
Utilities
Space Maintenance
Telephone
Misc Fees
Staff Training
Insurance-General Liability & Fidelity
Memberships/Subscriptions
Printing & Copying
Advertising (Recruitment)
Subsidized Taxi
Trxfer to/from Equip Reserve
Major Equipment - Non-5310
Agency Overhead
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION COSTS:

TDA
2018-19
ACTUAL

TDA/STA
2019-20
ACTUAL

TDA/STA
2020-21
BUDGET

TDA/STA
2020-21
ACTUAL

TDA/STA
2021-22
BUDGET

314,254
2,357
18,855
56,566
24,040
1,257
417,329

289,292
1,691
9,076
38,551
21,753
1,128
361,490

381,183
2,859
22,248
69,692
29,160
1,525
506,667

352,340
3,264
11,249
47,004
37,275
1,717
452,850

316,215
4,743
12,551
34,618
24,190
3,697
396,015

302,994
3,609
6,124
42,411
22,997
4,503
382,637

362,433
5,211
14,579
41,469
27,726
6,335
457,753

33,143
1,510
14,116
35,035
6,273
90,077

44,074
2,604
12,671
33,896
5,724
98,969

40,980
1,549
14,157
28,906
6,110
91,702

44,385
2,640
20,143
57,974
7,855
132,996

31,886
3,834
13,015
31,025
24,290
104,049

28,439
4,059
8,874
48,485
10,685
100,541

35,336
3,834
14,603
39,014
25,291
118,078

5,987
1,018
0
899
0
13,563
339
1,287
285
1,743
395
22,338
6,181
1,332
2,359
1,770
1,338
1,409
423
493
0
23,722
0
0
100,786
187,668

19,860
2,259
150

16,369
818
0
1,700
2,851
2,825
1,380
964
93
887
466
18,525
10,932
1,117
2,037
2,912
984
1,783
788
1,401
559
18,515
36,089
0
117,612
227077

25,951
4,848
0

31,167
1,748
0

839,997
839,997
0

1,086
7,544
996
3,228
55
361
1,414
9,648
18,802
2,001
2,764
2,881
566
1,850
538
1,541
44
41,576
42,950
27,855
121,316
319,817
905,662
905,662
0

2,524
2,565
0
0
5,240
5,518
1,313
3,433
39
566
292
4,970
3,342
1,553
2,027
1,034
1,250
690
199
65
0
46,335
0
37,261
99,125
219,342
719,405
719,405
0

1,696
8,557
584
4,365
32
625
301
0
12,101
2,341
2,151
4,317
0
2,910
1,315
141
107
68,898
0
24,011
106,524
273,890
757,068
757,068
0

0
2,565
0
914
2,599
6,761
735
3,181
44
221
1,099
21,998
2,890
1,312
4,191
2,025
3,009
3,007
309
71
0
42,615
0
43,542
114,828
257,916
833,747
833,747
0

TDA/STA
2019-20
BUDGET

TDA/STA
2019-20
ACTUAL

TDA/STA
2020-21
BUDGET

TDA/STA
2020-21
ACTUAL

TDA/STA
2021-22
BUDGET

651,864

733,747
100,000

695,074
695,074
0

1,441
3,970
1,343
2,173
69
1,008
486
29,203
12,342
1,563
2,768
3,082
690
1,702
404
665
145
54,406
0
0
102,997
242,726
703,185
703,185
0

TDA
2018-19
BUDGET

TDA
2018-19
ACTUAL

695,074

695,073

TOTAL EXPENDITURES
TOTAL REVENUES
NET GAIN (LOSS)

TDA/STA
2019-20
BUDGET

COMMUNITY BRIDGES - LIFT LINE / CTSA
TDA/STA 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 BUDGET TO ACTUAL
note: STA revenues started in 2019-2020

ACCOUNT TITLE
REVENUE:
TDA
STA
TAXI SCRIPT
TOTAL REVENUES

695,074

0
8,112
703,185
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739,997
100,000
839,997

800,055

100,000
5,607
905,662

619,405
100,000
719,405

100,000
5,204
757,068

833,747

Agency Board Resolution
RESOLUTION # 2022-04-01
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING COMMUNITY BRIDGES/LIFT LINE TO MAKE A
CLAIM FOR FY22/23 TDA/STA FUNDS FROM THE REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION THROUGH THE CITY OF SANTA CRUZ
WHEREAS, the Transportation Development Act (TOA) of 1971 provides that the
applicant may file an Article 8 claim for monies from the Local Transportation Fund;
and
WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) has identified a
process for TOA claims in their Rules and Regulations; and
WHEREAS, Community Bridges desires to apply for said financial assistance
to permit operation of paratransit service in Santa Cruz County; and
WHEREAS, the Community Bridges has, to the maximum extent feasible,
coordinated with other transportation providers and users in the region
(including social service agencies).
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the Community
Bridges does hereby authorize Raymon Cancino, CEO, to file and execute
applications on behalf of Community Bridges with the Department to aid in the
financing of capital projects pursuant to TOA claim, as amended.
That Raymon Cancino, CEO; Seth McGibben, CAO; Doug Underhill, CFO
is authorized to execute and file all certification of assurances, contracts or
agreements or any other document required by the Department.
That Raymon Cancino, CEO; Seth McGibben, CAO; Doug Underhill, CFO is
authorized to provide additional information as the RTC may require in connection
with the application for the TOA claim.
That Raymon Cancino, CEO; Seth McGibben, CAO; Doug Underhill, CFO
is authorized to submit and approve request for reimbursement of funds from
the RTC for the TOA claim.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by Community Bridges Board of Directors of the Santa
Cruz County, State of California. Passed by unanimous consent by proxy vote by the
Governance Committee of the Board of Directors on 4/27/22.

___________________________________
Jack Jacobson, Chair

________________________________ ___
Sara Siegel, Secretary
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Attachment 3
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of
duly seconded by
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FISCAL YEAR 2022-23 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT
ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8 CLAIM FROM THE VOLUNTEER CENTER FOR SPECIALIZED
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
WHEREAS the Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 provides that an
applicant may file an Article 8 claim for monies from the Local Transportation Fund;
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) has identified a process for
TDA claims in their Rules and Regulations;
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Commission, in adopting its FY 2022-23 TDA
budget, has apportioned $107,814 to be used by the Volunteer Center for administering the
volunteer transportation program;
WHEREAS the Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee, at its May 10,
2022 meeting, recommended that the Regional Transportation Commission approve this
claim;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION:
1.

The FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) claim by the Volunteer Center
fulfills the requirements specified in the Transportation Development Act and the
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s (RTC) Rules and
Regulations and the RTC finds that:
a. The claim includes a proposed budget for the 2022-23 fiscal year;
b. The claim includes a statement of projected or estimated revenues and
expenditures for the prior fiscal year;
c. The claim will fund specialized transportation services and respond to
transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community; and
d. The proposed expenditure of the funds is consistent with the most current
Regional Transportation Plan and Unmet Transit Needs list.

2.

The City of Santa Cruz will act as a claimant on behalf of the Volunteer Center, for
TDA Article 8 claims for specialized transportation programs and the FY 2022-23 claim
is hereby approved in the amount of $107,814 for fiscal year 2022-23 consisting of
one payment in July of 2022.

3.

Should the RTC amend its FY 2022-23 budget to modify TDA revenue apportionments
to the Volunteer Center, the Executive Director is authorized to modify the payment
amounts consistent with the RTC’s approved FY 2022-23 budget.

AYES:

COMMISSIONERS
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NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS

____________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair
ATTEST:
____________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Distribution: Community Bridges
RTC Fiscal

I:\E&DTAC\TDA\RTC Reports\Resolutions\22-23\VC_RES_TDA_22-23.docx
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Attachment 4

April 27, 2022
Guy Preston
Executive Director
Santa Cruz County RTC
1523 Pacific Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3911
Dear Mr. Preston,
I am submitting a TDA funding claim on behalf of the Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz
County.
We are honored to be a part of the Regional Transportation E&D TAC commission and
serve as one of the agencies of specialized transportation services for seniors and people
with disabilities in Santa Cruz County.
I attest to the accuracy of the claim and all of its accompanying documentation. If you
have any question or concerns, please feel free to contact me directly at 831.427.5070.

Warm Regards,
Tara Ireland
Senior Programs Director
Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz County
rsvpvol@scvolunteercenter.org
831.427.5070 x105
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April 27, 2022
Nicholas Gong
Finance Department
333 Front Street S
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Dear Nicholas,
This letter serves as our request that the City of Santa Cruz act as the Transportation
Development Act (TDA) claimant for the Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz Transportation
Program through the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission.
Our agency remains committed to serving the senior and disabled population of Santa Cruz
County.
Please see Exhibit A to review Program Responsibilities and Exhibit B to review our
proposed Budget for fiscal year 2022-23.
Thank you for your continued support of the Volunteer Center Transportation Program.
Warm Regards,

Tara Ireland
Senior Programs Director
Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz County
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Transportation Development Act (TDA)
CLAIM FORM
Submit a separate form for each project.

This form has been developed in an effort to standardize information required from TDA recipients,
based on TDA Statute, RTC Rules and Regulations, and/or RTC board requests.
If you have any questions about this claim form or would like an electronic copy of the form,
please contact the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission at 460-3200.

Project Information
1. Project Title: Volunteer Center Transportation Program
2. Implementing Agency: Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz County
3. Sponsoring Agency (if different) – must be a TDA Eligible Claimant: City of Santa Cruz
4. Funding requested this claim: TDA– Local Transportation Funds (LTF) $ 107,814
STA (transit/paratransit only) $
5. Fiscal Year (FY) for which funds are claimed: FY 22/23
6. General purpose for which the claim is made, identified by the article and section of the Act which authorizes such
claims:
Article 8 Bicycle and/or Pedestrian Facility
Article 4 Public Transportation
X Article 8 Specialized Transportation via city sponsor
Article 3 & 8 TDA Admin or Planning
7. Contact Person/Project Manager
Name:
Tara Ireland
Telephone Number: 831-427-5070 X105

E-mail: rsvpvol@scvolunteercenter.org

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available): Karen Delaney
Telephone Number: 831-427-5070
E-mail: kd@scvolunteercenter.org
8. Project/Program Description/Scope (use additional pages, if needed, to provide details such as work elements/tasks):
Please see exhibit A for Program Description/Scope.
9. Project Location/Limits (attach a map and/or photos if available/applicable, include street names):
Our program serves all of Santa Cruz County including underserved rural and mountain areas.
10. Justification for the project. (Why is this project needed? Primary goal/purpose of the project; problem to be addressed;
project benefits; importance to the community).
The Volunteer Center Transportation Program helps to meet the critical needs of many older adults and those with
mobility issues who may require the support of a caring volunteer to assist them with grocery shopping, help them get
16-39
to their appointments and also has the added benefit of being able to provide friendly conversation to combat isolation

and loneliness. In addition, the program is vital to many as it is free, offers door thru door service and can reach areas
of our county that other transportation modes may not be able to.
11. Project Productivity Goals for this fiscal year:
a. Measures of performance, success or completion to be used to evaluate project/program (ex. increase use of
facility/service, decrease collisions, etc.):
Performance measure of 4,000 rides per year in addition to participant and volunteer surveys will be used to
evaluate the program.
b. Number of people to be served/anticipated number of users of project/program (ex. number of new or maintained
bike miles; number of people served/rides provided):
We anticipate serving between 200-250 older adults and individuals with disabilities in 2022/2023
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TDA Claim

12. Consistency and relationship with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) - Is program/project listed in the RTP and/or
consistent with a specific RTP Goal/Policy? Yes
13. Impact(s) of project on other modes of travel, if any (ex. parking to be removed):
There will be no impact on other modes of travel.
14. Estimated Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (attach project budget). Specialized
Transportation Claims require 10% local match or other performance standard. Local match can take the form of fares,
donations, agency charges, grants, revenue sharing and other non-restricted sources. In kind services many NOT apply
toward the local match. In lieu of a 10% match performance standard, the Volunteer Center performance standard is
to provide 4,000 rides per year.
What is the total project cost?
$107,814
Is project fully funded? Yes
What will TDA (and STA, if applicable) funds be used on (ex. operations, administration, brochures, engineering,
construction)?
TDA funds will be used for volunteer mileage, administration, brochures/marketing recruitment, operations, volunteer
recognition, insurance, personnel, background checks
15. Preferred Method and Schedule for TDA-LTF fund distribution (see RTC Rules and Regulations for details and
requirements. Note if funds are distributed in advance of use, agencies will be required to subsequently provide
documentation of actual expenditures.):
a. Bike/Ped: Cities/County: Up to 90% upon initiation of work OR 100% upon project completion
HSA/BTW: Quarterly disbursement OR Semi-annual disbursement
b. CTSA:

Quarterly disbursement, with up to 35% in first quarter, and the remaining quarterly payments being onethird of the remaining claim amount;
Quarterly disbursement
OR

c. Volunteer Center:
d. SCMTD:

X Full approved claim amount in the first quarter

Quarterly disbursement

16. TDA Eligibility:

YES?/NO?

A. Has the project/program been approved by the claimant's governing body? Form of approval
resolution
(eg resolution, work program, budget, other document)
If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is anticipated.

Yes

B. Has this project previously received TDA funding? If yes, date RTC approved: June 2021

Yes

C. For capital projects, have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility,
or has the claimant arranged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than
the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name:
)

NA

D. Has the project already been reviewed by the RTC Bicycle Committee and/or Elderly/Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee? (If "NO," project will be reviewed prior to RTC approval).
E. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to
Chapter 1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via:
http://www.dot.ca.gov).
16-41

Yes
NA

F. For Article 4 transit claims: Does operator meet Article 4 eligibility requirements?
i. Farebox recovery ratio? and/or,
ii. 50 percent expenditure rule as an older operator, defined as service starting prior to 1974?
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TDA Claim

NA

TDA Claim

Bike/Ped (Article 8) Only
17. Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (complete “24a” or “24b”)
a. Capital Projects (Bicycle projects: Bicycle Advisory Committee or RTC must approve the final project
design plans prior to construction; see RTC Rules & Regulations)
Planning
SCHEDULE
(Month/Yr)
Completion
Date /
Total
Cost/Phase
$TDA
Requested
(this claim)
Prior TDA:

Environmental

Design/
Engineering

ROW

Construction

Other
*

Contingency

Total

Source 3:
Source 4:
Unsecured/
additional
need**

*Please describe what is included in “Other”:
b. Non-Capital Projects – Cost/Schedule: List any tasks and amount per task for which TDA will be used. Can
be substituted with alternate budget format.

Work
Element/Activi
ty/Task
Administration
/Overhead
Activity 1:

SCHEDULE
(Month/Yr)

Total Cost per
Element

$ TDA
requested

$ Source 2:

$ Source 3:

$ Source 4:

Activity 2:
Activity 3:
Activity 4:
Ex.
Consultants
Ex. Materials

SCMTD, CTSA, Bike to Work, HSA, Volunteer Center Only – PLEASE KEEP ANSWERS BRIEF
18. Improving Program Efficiency/Productivity
 Describe any areas where special efforts have been made in the last fiscal year to reduce operating cost and/or
increase ridership/program usage. Note any important trends.
Last year we began transitioning our grocery shopping program participants back to the transportation program.
The majority of individuals were very happy to start receiving rides and shopping for themselves. However, we
found that some homebound individuals still needed the grocery shopping support in order to have access to food
and medication. For these individuals, volunteers are still able to (and enjoy) shopping for them. On occasion,
volunteers may shop for an elderly, homebound senior while driving another participant to the store to shop for
themselves. We expect this trend to continue for 16-43
the foreseeable future for our frail, homebound participants.



TDA Claim

Goals for next fiscal year (ex. identify opportunities to maximize economies of scale, planned productivity
improvements). Describe any areas where special efforts will be made to improve efficiency and increase program
usage/ridership:
Our Program Specialist continues to improve and add features to the custom computer application (named “The
Hub”) that helps to both improve efficiency and increase ridership. The addition of ride request links to Google
maps has helped volunteers choose rides based on location/destination and in some cases has encouraged volunteers
to fulfill multiple requests in a single outing. Along with maps, another addition to improve efficiency has been the
addition of carpool/rideshare suggestions by The Hub. This feature has just been added and we are testing it on some
participants and volunteers.
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TDA Claim

19. What is different from last year’s program/claim?
Last year our program focused on transitioning our grocery shopper participants to the transportation program as we
continued to provide grocery support during the pandemic. This year we continue to support some of those same frail,
homebound participants who are unable shop for themselves but will be focusing on rebuilding our volunteer driver pool
and growing our transportation program. Additionally, we will have another Volunteer Center staff person supporting the
Transportation Program and working to recruit more drivers.
20. Schedule of regular progress reports including an evaluation at the end of the year:
SCMD – April each year
X Specialized Transportation: Quarterly1 to E/D TAC, RTC in:

October 2022, January 2023, April 2023, July 2023
SCMTD, CTSA and Volunteer Center Only
21. a. Are these transportation services responding to transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community
or jurisdiction of the claimant?
Yes. The free, door thru door, volunteer supported program is a need that is not currently being offered by any other
program in Santa Cruz County except for the Volunteer Center.
b. Does the project meet an unmet transit need from the most recently approved RTC Unmet Paratransit and Transit
Needs List? Describe.
Yes. The Volunteer Center Transportation Program meets many of the unmet transit needs from the RTC Unmet Needs
List. Below are the ways in which our program supports these needs.
H1 Transportation services to areas with high concentrations of seniors, disabled and low income individuals. We utilize
volunteer drivers to serve low income and senior housing areas outside of the transit service area in south county.
Additionally, we offer carpool options to our program participants and can offer rides to those with some mobility
devices such as canes, walkers and crutches.
H1 Specialized transportation for areas outside the ADA-mandated paratransit service area for medical, non-medical
trips. We provide volunteer drivers to provide transportation services from areas not served by transit or ADA
paratransit service.
H2 Free or low-cost paratransit options. The Volunteer Transportation program is free to its users.
M1 Affordable transportation for dialysis and other medical appointments, including ‘same day’ specialized
transportation services for medical trips, on a continuous basis. Volunteer drivers in our program offer rides to medical
appointments including dialysis on a continuous basis and have occasionally offered “same day” rides. We continue to
attempt to increase our capacity to offer specialized transportation services.
H2 Volunteer drivers in Santa Cruz County particularly in south-county and San Lorenzo Valley.
We currently offer rides to new and existing participants in these areas and seek to expand outreach efforts to recruit
drivers and also promote services.
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CTSA and Volunteer Center (Article 8) Only
22. Where appropriate, are these specialized transportation services coordinated with other transportation services,
including METRO service? Describe.
Yes. Our staff and volunteers regularly refer individuals to transit options listed in the Specialized Transportation
Guide and make suggestions of transportation services that may be able to assist them.
23. Provide performance information, as pertinent, which demonstrate service efficiency and effectiveness, such as:
verification of the operating cost per passenger, operating cost per vehicle service hour, passengers per vehicle service
hour, passengers per vehicle service mile, and vehicle service hours per employee for last fiscal year (definitions
available in Section 99247 of TDA Guidelines). (99246d, per Performance Audits)
a. Volunteer Center, only: X Provide a minimum 4,000 rides per year
24. Discuss the needs and types of the passengers being served, the employment of part-time drivers and the contracting
with common carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license to provide services during peak hours, as
defined in subdivision (a) of Section 99260.2. (99246d, per 2010 Performance Audit)
Participants of our program are all older adults. Many are elderly and frail and some of these individuals use walkers
or canes. Some participants are homebound and need a high level of support that may include the physical support of
a volunteer to walk with them through the store or to an appointment. That volunteer may even help to put their
groceries away or upon request sit with them in their doctor’s appointments.
SCMTD, CTSA, Volunteer Center & RTC Only
25. List the recommendations provided in the last TDA Triennial Performance Audit and your progress toward meeting
them.
 Describe the work your agency has undertaken to implement each performance audit recommendation and the
steps it will take to fully implement the recommendation.
One suggestion from the TDA Triennial Performance Audit was: “Volunteer Center should capture client
and driver stories in its reporting on the volunteer driver program.” We have increased our participant
and driver story collection and have even been able to capture audio testimonials of the program with
permission of each individual. Our program has been able to use these driver and participant stories in local
publications such as the Santa Cruz Sentinel and Good Times in order to attract and promote volunteers and
participants.
Another suggestion from the audit was: “City of Santa Cruz, Volunteer Center, and SCCRTC should
discuss an alternative performance measure for TDA-Local Transportation Fund eligibility.” An
alternative performance measure of 4,000 rides per year has been implemented in lieu of a match
requirement.


For any recommendations that have not been implemented, explain why the recommendation has not been
implemented and describe the work your agency will undertake to implement each performance audit
recommendation. All recommendations have been implemented.



Describe any problems encountered in implementing individual recommendations. There have been no problems
in implementing recommendations.
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If feasible, the quarterly TDA reports submitted by Community Bridges for Lift Line as the Consolidated Transportation Services
Agency (CTSA) should include on-time performance of the service.
Vehicle on-time arrival to pick up a passenger at the scheduled time is an important measure of operational effectiveness and customer
service.

1
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SCMTD Only
26. TDA Article 4 Eligibility Compliance – Provide documentation for 50% expenditure limitation (PUC Section 99268.1).
50 percent expenditure limitation (use if LTF remains below 50 percent of its operating costs):
• Overall operating cost for fiscal year: $
• TDA-LTF claim: $
• Source of information (e.g. audited financial statements, budget, etc):
Funds

Urbanized Service

Rural/Non-Urban Service

Fare Revenue:
Local Support Revenues:
Operation costs:
Ratio Fare Rev ÷ Op Cost: (minimum
required=15% per PUC Sec.6645)
Cost per ride being subsidized for
different services/funds

$
$
$

$
$
$

%

$

(could use FTA 5311 application)

%

$

Note: Exemptions for calculating operating costs – spell out in your operating budget summary.
 Service extensions are exempt until two years after the end of the fiscal year during which they were established (PUC Sec.
99268.8). This exemption applies only if the new service was not provided nor was funded by LTF/STA during any of the prior
three fiscal years.
 The additional operating costs to a transit operator of providing comparable complementary paratransit services, pursuant to the
Americans with Disabilities Act, that exceed operator’s prior year costs as adjusted by the CPI are excluded from operating cost.
 As set forth in Section 99268.2, ratio must be at least equal to one-fifth if serving an urbanized area or one-tenth if serving a nonurbanized area. If a ratio of the sum of fare revenues and local support to operating cost greater than one-fifth if serving an
urbanized area, or one-tenth if serving a non-urbanized area, during the 1978 -79 fiscal year shall, at least, maintain that ratio in
order to be eligible for additional funds pursuant to this section.
 Additional exclusions in calculating urban/rural farebox recovery: operating costs above the consumer price index for fuel,
alternative fuel programs, power, insurance premiums and payments in settlement of claims, and state and federal mandates.

27. Did the SCMTD operating budget increase over 15% from the prior fiscal year?
If the answer is yes, please provide a statement identifying and substantiating the reason or need for the increase in the
transit operating budget in excess of 15% above the preceding year, and identify substantial increases or decreases in
the scope of operations or capital provisions for major new service - (transit claimants only, if applicable).
28. Operating statistics (compare current fiscal year to date to last three full fiscal years; *TDA required performance
indicators), submit items from the following list.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Annual passengers
 Rides/passenger trips provided by type (student, senior, adult, pass holders, etc, or however stat’s kept)
and amount of TDA $ used for each type of ride
Annual service hours
Passengers per vehicle service hour*
Annual service miles
# of fixed-route miles
Service Area – square miles
Service Area Population
Passengers per vehicle service mile*
Average passengers per weekday
Total operating costs in budget
Operating cost per vehicle service hour*
Total operating cost per passenger*
Average Farebox Revenue per passenger (describe what is included)
# of FTE employees (all employees, not just drivers)
Vehicle Service hours/Employee*
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

# of routes
Average route length
Average travel times/rider
# of bus stops
# of vehicles in operation
# of monthly bus passes in circulation
Max vehicles in service at any time:
Hours of service:
Approximate # of unduplicated passengers
Cost per unit of service plus text about long range plans to make/keep this low
Funds and percentage spent on administration/overhead/grantee allocation/etc
Actual financials compared with budget
Actual number of rides provided compared with goal and text about whether goal was met and why/why not

Definitions:

a) "Operating cost" means all costs in the operating expense object classes exclusive of the costs in the depreciation and
amortization expense object class of the uniform system of accounts and records adopted by the Controller pursuant to Section
99243. “Operating cost” excludes all subsidies for commuter rail services operated on railroad lines under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Railroad Administration, all direct costs for providing charter services, all vehicles lease costs, and principal and
interest payments on capital projects funded with certificates of participation.
b) "Operating cost per passenger,” means the operating cost divided by the total passengers.
c) "Operating cost per vehicle service hour,” means the operating cost divided by the vehicle service hours.
d) "Passengers per vehicle service hour" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service hours.
e) "Passengers per vehicle service mile" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service miles.
f) "Total passengers" means the number of boarding passengers, whether revenue producing or not, carried by the public
transportation system.
g) "Transit vehicle" means a vehicle, including, but not limited to, one operated on rails or tracks, which is used for public
transportation services funded, in whole or in part, under this chapter.
h) "Vehicle service hours" means the total number of hours that each transit vehicle is in revenue service, including layover time.
i) "Vehicle service miles" means the total number of miles that each transit vehicle is in revenue service.
j) "Vehicle service hours per employee" means the vehicle service hours divided by the number of employees employed in
connection with the public transportation system, based on the assumption that 2,000 person-hours of work in one year constitute
one employee. The count of employees shall also include those individuals employed by the operator, which provide services to
the agency of the operator responsible for the operation of the public transportation system even though not employed in that
agency.
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Documentation to Include with Your Claim (all TDA Claims):
All Claims
 X A letter of transmittal addressed to the SCCRTC Executive Director that attests to the accuracy of the claim and all
its accompanying documentation.
 X Statement from the TDA Eligible Claimant indicating its role and responsibilities.
Article 8 Bicycle/Pedestrian Claims
 Evidence of environmental review for capital projects
All Transit and Specialized Transportation Claims (SCMTD, CTSA, and Volunteer Center)
 A copy of the operating and capital budgets for the coming fiscal year
 Description of capital projects, including time frame over which project will be funded and implemented
 Operating Plan for current and upcoming activities – can be within project description
 TDA Standard Assurances Checklist
Article 4 Transit Claims
 A certification from the California Highway Patrol (completed within the last 13 months) indicating that the operator is in
compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code.
 Other Certifications
 Written report of current and upcoming activities. (per RTC Rules and Regulations)

Local Agency Certification:
This TDA Claim has been prepared in accordance with the SCCRTC’s Budget, SCCRTC’s Rules and Regulations, and
Caltrans TDA Guidebook (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/State-TDA.html). I certify that the information provided
in this form is accurate and correct. I understand that if the required information has not been provided this form may be
returned and the funding allocation may be delayed.
PROOF OF EXPENDITURES: Claimant acknowledges it is required to submit all expenditure backup as well as
evidence of other funding used for project to RTC, to RTC’s satisfaction, before receiving periodic disbursement or
disbursement upon project completion.
CERTIFIED FISCAL AUDIT: Claimant certifies that it has submitted a satisfactory, independent fiscal audit, with the
required certification statement, to SCCRTC and to the State Controller’s Office, pursuant to PUC 99245 and CCR 6664
for the prior fiscal year (project year minus two). Claimant assures that this audit requirement will be completed for the
current fiscal year (project year minus one). This requirement does not apply to new transit operators nor Bike to Work or
HSA claims submitted through the SCCRTC.
Signature

Title: Senior Programs Division ManagerDate:

\\Rtcserv2\shared\GRANTS\TDA\TDAClaimFormMaster.doc
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TDA Standard Assurances Checklist (for Transit and Specialized Transportation Services)
Claimant:

Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz County

Fiscal Year: 22/23

Assurance
1. STATE CONTROLLER REPORT
Claimant certifies that it has submitted a State Controller’s report in conformance with the
uniform system of accounts and reports, to SCCRTC and to the State Controller, pursuant to
PUC 99243, for the prior year (project year minus two). Claimant assures that this report will be
completed for the current fiscal year (project year minus one). This requirement does not apply
tonew transit operators.
2. USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS (Claimants Receiving Federal Funds)
Claimant filing a claim for TDA funds for capital intensive projects pursuant to PUC
99268.7certifies that it has made every effort to obtain federal funding for any project which
is fundedpursuant to PUC 99268.7.
3. REVENUE RATIOS FOR COMMUNITY TRANSIT AND CONTRACTED TRANSIT
SERVICES (CTSA & Volunteer Center Only)
Claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99275.5c and 99405c further certifies that, for the project
year, it reasonably anticipates achieving the performance criteria, local match requirements, or
farerecovery ratios adopted by the transportation planning agency or county transportation
commission.
4. REVENUE RATIOS FOR OPERATORS SERVING URBANIZED AND NONURBANIZED
AREAS (METRO Only)
Claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99270.1 certifies that it will maintain for the project
yearat least the alternative farebox recovery ratio as determined by the adopted (RTPA name)
“fare ratio optional rule.”
5. EXTENSION OF SERVICES (METRO Only)
Claimant that received an allocation of LTF funds for an extension of service pursuant to PUC
99268.8 certifies that it will file a report of these services pursuant to CCR 6633.8b within 90 days
after the close of the fiscal year in which that allocation was granted.
6. RETIREMENT SYSTEM (METRO Only)
Claimant filing claim pursuant to PUC Section 99260 certifies that (check one):
a) The current cost of its retirement system is fully funded with respect to the officers and
employees of its public transportation system (PUC Section 99271a); or
b) The operator is implementing a plan approved by the transportation planning agency which
will fully fund the retirement system for such officers and employees within 40 years
(PUC Section 99271a); or
c) The operator has a private pension plan which sets aside and invests on a current basis
funds sufficient to provide for the payment of future pension benefits and which is fully
compliant with the requirements stated in PUC Sections 99272 and 99273.
7. REDUCED FARES FOR ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED (METRO Only)
A claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99260 which offers reduced fares to senior citizens
anddisabled persons certifies that it is in compliance with PUC 99155.
8. DRIVERS PULL NOTICE PARTICIPATION (METRO & CTSA Only)
A claimant filing a claim for public transit assistance must include a certification completed within
the prior 13 months by the California Highway Patrol indicating the operator has participated in a
"pull notice system" to examine driver's records.
9. STAFFING ON VEHICLES (METRO & CTSA Only)
Claimant certifies that it is in compliance with PUC Section 99264 that it does not routinely staff,
with two or more persons, a vehicle for public transportation purposes designed to be operated by
one person.
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10. PART-TIME EMPLOYEES (STAFF ONLY) (STA Claimants Only)
Claimant certifies that it is not precluded, by any contract, from employing part-time drivers or
contracting with common carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license.
11. INCREASE IN OPERATOR'S COST PER HOUR (STA Claimants Only)
Claimant filing a claim for operating assistance from STA funds must include a supplemental
schedule which identifies either: A - 1) the most recent audited cost per revenue vehicle hour (year
1) and the cost per revenue hour for the year prior to the most recent audit year (year 2) and 2) the
Consumer Price Index for the year prior to the most recent audit year (year 2); or B - 1) the most
recent audited cost per revenue vehicle hour (year 1) and the cost per revenue hour for the three
years prior to the most recent audit year and 2) the Consumer Price Index for the three years prior
to the most recent audit year. The supplemental schedule information will be used to determine
eligibility pursuant to PUC 99314.6.

Tara E. Ireland
(Legal Name of Applicant/Claimant)

(Authorizing Signature of CEO/CFO)
Karen Delaney Executive Director
(Name and Title)
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Exhibit A
VOLUNTEER CENTER OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
1740 17th Avenue Santa Cruz, CA 95062
427-5070
PROGRAM DESCRIPTION/SCOPE OF WORK
VOLUNTEER CENTER'S TRANSPORTATION
PROGRAM Fiscal Year 2022-23
A.

TARGET POPULATION

Seniors age 60+ and older adults with disabilities
B.

SERVICE GOALS

Our goal is to provide 4,000 one-way trips to eligible clients. Clients will be limited to a
maximum of two rides per week. Our priority for filling requests is as follows:
1st Priority
2nd Priority
3rd Priority

Medical requests for target population.
Shopping requests for target population.
Other essential destinations

These trips will be targeted for geographic distribution as follows:
Rides
Santa Cruz/Mid-County/Aptos/Capitola
2000
San Lorenzo/Scotts Valley
1000
Watsonville/ Freedom
1000

% of Rides #Clients
50%
100
25%
50
25%
50

In considering geographic distribution of services, our goal is to provide extra support in those
areas which are outside the boundaries of Liftline services, or which receive limited Liftline
service and have limited public transit services.
C. PROGRAM ACTIVITIES
1.

The Volunteer Center will maintain volunteers Monday- Friday 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

2.

When possible, the Volunteer Center will refer those callers whose requests cannot be
accommodated through our program to other programs such as Liftline and Metro.

3.

The Volunteer Center will continue its intensive campaign to recruit new drivers

4.

Volunteer Center staff will attend meetings of the E& DTAC of the RTC.
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.
D.

QUARTERLY REPORTS

Volunteer Center of Santa Cruz Transportation Program TDA
Funding Quarterly Reports and Final Activities Report are due to the
Transportation Commission and the City of Santa Cruz according to
this schedule:
Quarterly Activities
Quarterly Activities
Quarterly Activities
Quarterly Activities

Report 1:
Report 2:
Report 3:
Report 4:

October 25, 2022
February 8, 2023
April 26, 2023
July 26, 2023

The reports will contain the following information for each center and total:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

Number of rides/deliveries provided
Trip destinations
Mileage claimed
Estimated total mileage
Average length of trip
Number of unduplicated passengers
Number of requests for service
Number of turndowns
Reason for turndowns
Number of active volunteers
Geographic distribution of clients

E.

INSURANCE

Comprehensive auto and general liability insurance over and above that
held by the driver will be maintained by the Volunteer Center in the
amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence.
F.

CLAIM

One claim will be submitted for advance payment for the year:
Annual Advance - July, 2022
$ 107,814
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PROGRAM NAME:
FISCAL YEAR:
REVENUES
Budget Unit Name
Budget Unit Number
4000
PUBLIC SUPPORT |Donations
4008 Unallocated Funds
4295 Transportation
Commission
TOTAL CURRENT
YEAR REVENUES

Volunteer Center Transportation
2022-2023 2021-2022
Transportation Transp/GSP
05
05
1,000
107,813
107,813
75,390

62,682

107,813
500
300
400
550
200
630
1,900
450
2,000
2,000
900
500
3,500
2,500
600
400
15,093
107,813

88,351
500
300
500
550
200
600
1,600
400
1,500
2,000
500
600
3,000
2,200
500
350
12,369
88,351

5001 Hourly Wages
SUBTOTAL BENEFITS & TAXES.
6012 Auditing Expense
6018 Copies
6032 Equipment
6151 Background Checks
6039 Facility Maintenance
6040 Insurance, General
6042 Insurance, Volunteer
6050 Postage
6009 Recruitment/Marketing
6061 Rent
6078 Office Supplies
6081 Computer Software & Fees
6098 Mileage, Volunteers
6100 Telecommunication
6125 Utilities
6150 Volunteer Recognition
6160 Admin Fees
TOTAL CURRENT EXPENSES

87,351
88,351

16-55

Attachment 5
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of
duly seconded by
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE FISCAL YEAR 2022-23 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT
ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 4 CLAIM AND STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE CLAIM
FROM THE SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT
WHEREAS, the Transportation Development Act of 1971, Article 4, Section 99260(a)
of the Public Utilities Code provides that transit operators may file a claim for monies from
a county's local transportation fund with the transportation planning agency for that county;
WHEREAS, the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District (METRO) is a transit operator
in accordance with Article 1, Section 99210 of the Public Utilities Code, and the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) is the regional transportation planning
agency for Santa Cruz County, in accordance with Article 1, Section 99214 of the Public
Utilities Code;
WHEREAS, the RTC apportioned $9,218,043 in Transportation Development Act
(TDA) funds, $2,430,458 in RTC’s population-based State Transit Assistance (STA)
formula funds (PUC Section 99313), $2,249,725 in Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit
District’s (METRO) estimated STA revenue-based formula share (PUC Section 99314), for
a total of $4,680,183 apportioned to METRO in its fiscal year 2022-23 budget;
WHEREAS, METRO submitted a claim for Transportation Development Act funds and
State Transit Assistance Funds in accordance with TDA statutes and the RTC Rules and
Regulations; and,
WHEREAS the Elderly & Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee, at its May 10,
2022 meeting, recommended that the Regional Transportation Commission approve this
claim;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION:
1.

The FY 2022-23 Transportation Development Act (TDA) claim by Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District (METRO) fulfills the requirements specified in the
Transportation Development Act and the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s (RTC) Rules and Regulations and the RTC finds that:
a. The proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional Transportation
Plan.
b. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the METRO to
meet the farebox recovery ratio requirements of Public Utilities Code sections
99268.2b as an older operator or the 50% expenditure limitation (PUC Section
99268.1).
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c. METRO is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass
Transportation Act of 1964.
d. The sum of METRO’s allocations from the State Transit Assistance (STA) and the
TDA funds does not exceed the amount that METRO is eligible to receive during
the fiscal year.
e. The claim funds may be used to offset reductions in federal operating assistance
and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or area
wide public transportation needs.
f. METRO made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity improvements
recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code section 99244 as specified in
sections 18 and 19 of the TDA claim form.
g. METRO obtained certification by the Department of the California Highway Patrol
verifying that METRO is in compliance with section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code,
as required in Public Utilities Code section 99251. The certification shall have
been completed within the last 13 months.
2.

The claim submitted by the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District for Transportation
Development Act Article 4 funds in the amount of $9,218,043 and State Transit
Assistance funds in the amount of $4,476,025 for fiscal year 2022-23 is hereby
approved, to be paid in estimated quarterly payments, as specified below:
1st Quarter
2nd Quarter
3rd Quarter
4th Quarter
Total

TDA
$2,304,510.75
$2,304,510.75
$2,304,510.75
$2,304,510.75
$9,218,043

STA
$1,119,006.25
$1,119,006.25
$1,119,006.25
$1,119,006.25
$4,476,025

3.

Should the RTC amend its FY 2022-23 budget to modify TDA revenue apportionments
to METRO, the Executive Director is authorized to modify the payment amounts
consistent with the RTC’s approved FY 2022-23 budget.

4.

The Executive Director is authorized to modify the payment amounts based on actual
STA funds approved by the State and received by the RTC from the State such that
SC METRO receives 100% of PUC Section 99314 STA funds and 91.6% of PUC Section
99313 STA funds received by the RTC for FY 2022-23.

AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS

I:\E&DTAC\TDA\RTC Reports\Resolutions\22-23\Metro_RES_TDA_22-23.docx
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____________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair
ATTEST:
____________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Distribution: METRO
RTC Fiscal

I:\E&DTAC\TDA\RTC Reports\Resolutions\22-23\Metro_RES_TDA_22-23.docx
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SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT
DATE:

April 12, 2022

TO:

Executive Director, SCCRTC

FROM:

CEO/General Manager, Santa Cruz METRO

SUBJECT:

FY23 TDA FUNDS DISBURSEMENT REQUIREMENT

METRO requests disbursement of the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District’s FY23 TDA claim for
$9,218,043 in TDA-LTF funds, and $4,476,025 in TDA-STA funds as follows:
1. TDA-LTF FUNDING FOR FY23
Disbursement Schedule

Operating Funds

Total Disbursement

First Quarter

$2,304,510.75

$2,304,510.75

Second Quarter

$2,304,510.75

$2,304,510.75

Third Quarter

$2,304,510.75

$2,304,510.75

Fourth Quarter

$2,304,510.75

$2,304,510.75

$9,218,043

$9,218,043

Total

2. TDA-STA FUNDING FOR FY23 (Sec. $204,158 less of 99313 and 100% 99314 STA)
Disbursement Schedule

Operating Funds

Total Disbursement

First Quarter

$1,119,006.25

$1,119,006.25

Second Quarter

$1,119,006.25

$1,119,006.25

Third Quarter

$1,119,006.25

$1,119,006.25

Fourth Quarter

$1,119,006.25

$1,119,006.25

$4,476,025

$4,476,025

Total

FY23 TDA funds will be used for fixed-route and paratransit operating, capital and administrative
costs as shown on the FY23 TDA Claim Form and in the Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District
FY23 & FY24 Preliminary Operating Budget and the FY22 Preliminary Capital Budget, which the

Board approved on 3/26/22.

f:\grants\s\sccrtc\tda claim\fy23 tda claim\revised claim fy23\fy23 tda disbursement_gd.doc
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METRO FY23 TDA Claim 4/12/22

Transportation Development Act (TDA)
CLAIM FORM
Submit a separate form for each project.

This form has been developed in an effort to standardize information required from TDA recipients,
based on TDA Statute, RTC Rules and Regulations, and/or RTC board requests.
If you have any questions about this claim form or would like an electronic copy of the form,
please contact the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission at 460-3200.

Project Information
1. Project Title: FY23 Santa Cruz METRO Operating and Capital Assistance
2. Implementing Agency: Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District (METRO)
3. Sponsoring Agency (if different) – must be a TDA Eligible Claimant: Yes
4. Funding requested this claim:
$9,218,043
$2,226,300
$2,249,725

TDA-LTF
TDA-STA 99313
TDA-STA 99314
5. Fiscal Year (FY) for which funds are claimed: FY23

6. General purpose for which the claim is made, identified by the article and section of the Act which authorizes such
claims:
Article 8 Bicycle and/or Pedestrian Facility
Article 4 Public Transportation
Article 8 Specialized Transportation via city sponsor
Article 3 & 8 TDA Admin or Planning
7. Contact Person/Project Manager
a. Name: Michael Tree, CEO/General Manager
Telephone Number: (831) 420-2501. Email: Mtree@scmtd.com
b. Secondary Contact (in event primary not available): Wondimu Mengistu, Grants/Legislative Analyst
Telephone Number: (831) 420-2580. Email: Wmengistu@scmtd.com
8. Project/Program Description/Scope (use additional pages, if needed, to provide details such as work elements/tasks):
This project provides $13,694,068 for fixed-route public transit and Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA)
complementary paratransit operations in Santa Cruz County. Fixed-route public transit operations require a
maximum fleet of 76 buses serving 25 routes throughout Santa Cruz County, including the Highway 17 Express
AMTRAK feeder service between Santa Cruz and San Jose (Diridon Station). ParaCruz, METRO’s complementary
paratransit service, operates 32 accessible vans in demand-response service for persons who, due to disability,
cannot access the fixed-route system.
9. Project Location/Limits (attach a map and/or photos if available/applicable, include street names):
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Route Detail Inset
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TDA Claim

10. Justification for the project. (Why is this project needed? Primary goal/purpose of the project; problem to be addressed;
project benefits; importance to the community).
This project provides financial support for fixed-route public transit and paratransit service in Santa Cruz County
and critical capital improvement funds to replace buses that are beyond their useful lifespan. The COVID-19
pandemic has significantly increased METRO’s transit operating costs while farebox revenue has continued to
decrease longer than anticipated. As METRO works to maintain and restore these essential services, these funds are
critical to ensuring that public transportation can continue to be a lifeline for our essential workers and help our
communities rebuild their economies in the wake of the pandemic. Without this funding, METRO may be required
to drastically curtail service and delay critical capital projects, impacting the freedom of mobility for individuals
with disabilities; public transportation for health care workers, law enforcement, first responders, and other safety
personnel; and Medicaid recipients who receive medical transportation for kidney dialysis, cancer treatments, and
other critical care. Increasing public transit ridership is a goal of the 2040 RTP, and TDA/STA financial assistance
is required to sustain current levels of transit service, which will support ridership growth in subsequent years.
While METRO has been successful in obtaining capital grants to replace some of its aging fleet, it still needs
additional capital funds to replace the backlog of old buses which need to be replaced. METRO continues to operate
buses, which are beyond their useful life, and is purchasing zero emission buses (ZEBs) to transition to a 100%
zero-emission fleet by 2040. Furthermore, METRO’s existing bus yard is limited in its ability to accommodate the
footprint required for fueling/charging, operating and maintenance infrastructure for a full fleet of ZEBs. A new
Zero-Emissions Operating and Maintenance Facility in the South County is necessary for METRO to fully transition
to zero-emission buses by 2040. However, transitioning to ZEB fleet will require significant capital investment in
real estate acquisitions and construction of Zero-Emissions Operating and Maintenance Facility to accommodate
ZEB buses in the future.
11. Project Productivity Goals for this fiscal year:
a. Measures of performance, success or completion to be used to evaluate project/program (ex. increase use of
facility/service, decrease collisions, etc.):
i. Total Annual passenger trips
ii. Operating Cost/Hour
b.

Number of people to be served/anticipated number of users of project/program (ex. number of new or maintained
bike miles; number of people served/rides provided):
Shelter-in Place directives, carrying capacity restrictions adhering to social distancing protocols, and increased
remote learning and teleworking in response to COVID-19 led to major transit demand decline for METRO
transit system. For FY23, METRO projects 4,099,250 fixed-route and ParaCruz passenger trips based upon a
FY19 actual pre-COVID-19 pandemic ridership reduction by 20% in fixed-route and 15% decrease in ParaCruz
passenger trips. The FY23 ParaCruz ridership estimate is 62,472 trips, 160% higher than the 38,974 actual trips
carried in FY21. The FY23 ParaCruz ridership estimate is based upon current trends to adjust the previous year’s
actual ridership

12. Consistency and relationship with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) - Is program/project listed in the RTP and/or
consistent with a specific RTP Goal/Policy?
a. Yes, METRO’s FY23 TDA/STA project conforms to these goals and targets in the 2040 RTP, Transportation
Goals, Policies and Targets:
2|P age
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i. Goal 1: Improve people’s ability to meet most of their daily needs without having to drive.
Improve access and proximity to employment centers (Attachment 3, p. 1)
1. Targets:
a. 1A. Increase the percentage of people that can travel to key destinations within a
30-minute walk, bike or transit trip by 47 percent by 2040 (Attachment 3, p. 1).
b. 1B. Reduce per capita fuel consumption and greenhouse gas emissions by 5
percent by 2035 and 6 percent by 2040. (Attachment 3, p. 1).
c. 1E. Increase the number of active transportation trips by 20% of all trips by 2040.
(Attachment 3, p. 2).
ii. Goal 3: Deliver access and safety improvements cost effectively, within available revenues
equitably and responsive to the needs of all users of the transportation system, and
beneficially for the natural environment.
1. Targets:
a. 3C. Reduce travel times and increase travel options for people who are
transportation disadvantaged due to income, age, race, disability or of limited
English proficiency by increasing the percentage that are within a 30-minute
walk, bike or transit trip to key destinations by 47% by 2040.
13. Impact(s) of project on other modes of travel, if any (ex. parking to be removed):
•
•
•
•

Reduce congestion on local streets and roads by providing alternatives to the private automobile.
Improves the transit and active transportation network.
Increase range of travel for bicycles by accommodating bikes on buses.
Provide feeder service to intercity bus, rail and airline network at San Jose.

14. Estimated Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (attach project budget). Specialized
Transportation Claims require 10% local match or other performance standard. Local match can take the form of fares,
donations, agency charges, grants, revenue sharing and other non-restricted sources. In kind services many NOT apply
toward the local match. In lieu of a 10% match performance standard, the Volunteer Center performance standard is
to provide 4,000 rides per year.
METRO will contribute $13,694,068 in farebox revenue together with sufficient advertising, local sales tax, and
rental and interest income to meet the 50% match for operating funds.
What is the total project cost?
$57,292,340 for FY23 operations and $3,000,000 for capital improvements as published in the Santa Cruz
Metropolitan Transit District FY23 and FY24 Preliminary Line Item Operating Budgets and FY23 Capital
Budget for review and TDA/STA claims purposes, Attachment A. Revenue sources for capital improvements
(replacement buses) are $770,861 in SGR capital; $2,428,170 FY23 Measure D transferred from operating
budget.
a. Is project fully funded? Yes
What will TDA (and STA, if applicable) funds be used on (ex. operations, administration, brochures, engineering,
construction)?
3|Page
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•

Public transit operations; administration

15. Preferred Method and Schedule for TDA-LTF fund distribution (see RTC Rules and Regulations for details and
requirements. Note if funds are distributed in advance of use, agencies will be required to subsequently provide
documentation of actual expenditures.):
a. Bike/Ped: Cities/County:
Up to 90% upon initiation of work OR
100% upon project completion
HSA/BTW:
Quarterly disbursement OR
Semi-annual disbursement
b. CTSA:

Quarterly disbursement, with up to 35% in first quarter, and the remaining quarterly payments being onethird of the remaining claim amount;
OR
Quarterly disbursement

c. Volunteer Center:
d. SCMTD:

Full approved claim amount in the first quarter

Quarterly disbursement

16. TDA Eligibility:
A. Has the project/program been approved by the claimant's governing body? Form of approval At its
3/26/22 meeting, METRO’s Board adopted the FY23 & FY24 Preliminary Operating Budget for
the purpose of submitting the TDA claim in the amounts requested with this claim. (eg resolution,
work program, budget, other document)
If "NO," provide the approximate date approval is anticipated._______________

YES?/NO?
Yes

B. Has this project previously received TDA funding? If yes, date RTC approved:______________

No

C. For capital projects, have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility,
or has the claimant arranged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than
the Claimant is to maintain the facility provide its name: ________________________________ )

Yes

D. Has the project already been reviewed by the RTC Bicycle Committee and/or Elderly/Disabled
Transportation Advisory Committee? (If "NO," project will be reviewed prior to RTC approval).

N/A

E. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to
Chapter 1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? (Available on the internet via:
http://www.dot.ca.gov).

N/A

F. For Article 4 transit claims: Does operator meet Article 4 eligibility requirements?
i. Farebox recovery ratio? and/or,
ii. 50 percent expenditure rule as an older operator, defined as service starting prior to 1974?

Yes

Bike/Ped (Article 8) Only
17. Project Cost/Budget, including other funding sources, and Schedule: (complete “24a” or “24b”)
a. Capital Projects (Bicycle projects: Bicycle Advisory Committee or RTC must approve the final project
design plans prior to construction; see RTC Rules & Regulations)
Planning

Environmental

Design/
Engineering

ROW

Construction

Other
*

Contingency

Total

SCHEDULE
(Month/Yr)
Completion
Date __/__
Total
Cost/Phase
$TDA
Requested
4|Page
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(this claim)
Prior TDA:
Source 3:
Source 4:
Unsecured/
additional
need**

*Please describe what is included in “Other”:
b. Non-Capital Projects – Cost/Schedule: List any tasks and amount per task for which TDA will be used. Can
be substituted with alternate budget format.
Work Element/
Activity/Task
Administration
/Overhead
Activity 1:

SCHEDULE
(Month/Year)

Total Cost per
Element

$ TDA
requested

$ Source 2:

$ Source 3:

$ Source 4:

Activity 2:
Activity 3:
Activity 4:
Ex.
Consultants
Ex. Materials

SCMTD, CTSA, Bike to Work, HSA, Volunteer Center Only – PLEASE KEEP ANSWERS BRIEF
18. Improving Program Efficiency/Productivity
▪ Describe any areas where special efforts have been made in the last fiscal year to reduce operating cost and/or
increase ridership/program usage. Note any important trends.
•

METRO Zero-Emission Watsonville Circulator Operating Project deployed two of METRO’s batteryelectric buses on a new circulator route in downtown Watsonville in the Fall of 2021. This project also
includes a free fare pilot program offered to all riders for one year. The new route provides more frequent
service to desirable commercial and professional destinations in Watsonville. It runs from 8:44am –
7:14pm and provides 16 daily round trips, seven days a week, 52 weeks out of the year. The project will
not only supplant the greenhouse gas emissions from a fossil-fueled bus, but it will also create a more
productive route with ridership anticipated to exceed the current route. The route connects the Downtown
Transit Center with primary retail and medical destinations in Watsonville. This new route operates a
clockwise loop and a counter-clockwise loop from Watsonville Transit Center, serving Main Street,
Green Valley Road, Freedom Centre, Freedom Boulevard, and Lincoln Street, connecting commuters
with existing local and intercity Bus Lines 69A, 69W, 71, 72/72W, 74S, 75, 79 and 91X. The Circulator
Route is envisioned to become a critical link for our community.

•

METRO launched its first on-demand transit service, Cruz On-Demand. This pilot program was a shared
5|Page
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ride experience on smaller vans, operated by METRO’s trained ParaCruz operators, extending METRO’s
service area three quarters of a mile from any of METRO’s fixed bus routes, excluding Highway 17 and
the University of California Santa Cruz (UCSC) campus.

▪

•

In an effort to further protect its customers, METRO encourages riders to use METRO’s
contactless/touchless fare payment tools, which in addition to Cash and METRO Pass smart cards, now
includes new mobile ticketing app, METRO Splash Pass, available for download on Google Play and the
Apple App Store. This cash-free, contactless, and COVID-19 safe, mobile ticketing solution allows
METRO riders to purchase fares and display tickets on their smartphone devices anytime, anywhere.
Riders have the option of purchasing Local and Highway 17 Express tickets including full or discounted
options using a debit or credit card or via digital payment services such as Apple Pay.

•

METRO Splash Pass, cash-free, contactless, and COVID-19 safe, mobile ticketing solution allows Santa
Cruz METRO riders to purchase fares and display tickets on their smartphone devices anytime, anywhere.
The METRO Splash Pass can be downloaded from Google Play and the Apple App Store. Riders have
the option of purchasing Local and Highway 17 Express tickets including full or discounted options.

•

METRO is continuously fine-tuning the time of its route and considering route modification to improve
efficiency.

Goals for next fiscal year (ex. identify opportunities to maximize economies of scale, planned productivity
improvements). Describe any areas where special efforts will be made to improve efficiency and increase program
usage/ridership:
• METRO will purchase and install Automatic Passenger Counters (APCs). APCs will help METRO
optimize efficiency, enhance service and facilities planning, and improve customer safety and reliability.
The purchase and installation of an automated, robust, and scalable ridership data management and analytics
software platform, a first for METRO, will allow staff to collect real time boarding and alighting
information on 100% of its fleet. Currently, ridership information is only available on an extremely limited
basis through manually-conducted surveys. APCs will remove many of the current manual data entry steps
required for collecting ridership data while alleviating laborious data processing activities and data
manipulation. Future service, fleet and facility needs depend on obtaining accurate ridership information
on where and when customers are boarding.
The APC module will also give passengers the opportunity to make informed decisions on which vehicle
they feel comfortable riding. Having a fleet that is 100% APC-equipped will provide accurate passenger
load information (PLI) for passengers on all buses, enhancing service quality and boosting customer
confidence in METRO services during the COVID-19 pandemic and after.
• METRO will continue Zero-Emission Watsonville Circulator Project for two more years. This project also
includes a free fare program offered to all riders for two more years.
• Develop a master plan for the South County Zero-Emissions Operating and Maintenance Facility
necessary for METRO to fully transition to zero-emission buses by 2040.
• Purchase up to 18 CNG buses replace diesel buses to help bring the fleet into a state of good repair. This
will allow METRO more time to test ZEB technology, to plan and build ZEB infrastructure, and to allow
the ZEB market to continue to mature while avoiding early retirement of the significant investment made
in CNG fueling tanks.
• Purchase 10 new vans to retire diesel buses which are beyond their useful life and will help METRO
increase service reliability, and decrease operating costs.
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•
•
•
•

Begin rebuilding service from the FY17 service restructuring.
Improve on-time performance.
Continue pursuit of discretionary grants in state and federal programs.
Deploy Automatic Vehicle Locators to provide real-time travel information to customers and improve
vehicle dispatch response.

19. What is different from last year’s program/claim?
a. While normal pre-COVID-19 annual ridership is typically around 5 million passenger trips per year, the
impacts of the pandemic on ridership resulted in METRO delivering 907,140 trips in FY21 (year ended June
30, 2021). The ongoing pandemic continues to impact METRO ridership, with ridership down year-over-year
an average of 50% by the end of January 2022.
b. Per TDA Fiscal Years 2016-2018 Triennial Performance Audit recommendation, METRO intends to continue
to use only “50% expenditure limitation” rather than farebox recovery in the TDA claims form to be
consistent with METRO audited financial statements.
a. METRO and Lift Line requested the RTC to allocate eight and four tenths percent per year of the RTC’s
population shares (PUC 99313) of FY22/23‐FY24/25 STA funds to Lift Line and to pass through the
balance of the RTC’s FY22/23‐FY24/25 STA and 100% of the region’s population shares (PUC 99313) of
FY22/23‐FY24/25 SB1-STA of Good Repair (SGR) funds to METRO.
20. Schedule of regular progress reports including an evaluation at the end of the year:
SCMD – April each year
Specialized Transportation: Quarterly1 to E/D TAC, RTC _____________ (Months/Year)
HSA/BTW: Bicycle Committee ____________ (Month, year); RTC _____________(Month, year)
SCMTD, CTSA and Volunteer Center Only
21. a. Are these transportation services responding to transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community
or jurisdiction of the claimant?
Yes. METRO services are responding to transportation needs not otherwise being met within the community or
jurisdiction of the claimant.
METRO transit routes cover the most populous disadvantaged areas of the county. These routes serve low-income
people, people with disabilities, seniors, youth and minorities can often be disproportionately limited by the
transportation choices available to them. Data from METRO's 2019 Onboard Transit Ridership Survey (OTRS) indicate
that a majority of these riders are transit dependent, with 65% earning less than $24,000 (44% have an annual household
income of below $15,000), and nearly 60% report riding METRO five or more days per week (OTRS, 2019).
ParaCruz is METRO’s complementary paratransit service for seniors or the disabled who are unable to use the fixed
route transit service. METRO has high ridership for a small transit operator. METRO also enhances regional
connectivity through its Highway 17 Express service connecting Santa Cruz with jobs in the high-tech industry in
Silicon Valley; commuter and intercity passenger rail (ACE, Caltrain and Amtrak); and San Jose State University.

If feasible, the quarterly TDA reports submitted by Community Bridges for Lift Line as the Consolidated Transportation Services
Agency (CTSA) should include on-time performance of the service.
Vehicle on-time arrival to pick up a passenger at the scheduled time is an important measure of operational effectiveness and customer
service.
7|Page
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b. Does the project meet an unmet transit need from the most recently approved RTC Unmet Paratransit
and Transit Needs List? Describe.
1. H1 – Free and low-cost transportation options, including fixed-route transit services.
a. Support programs that provide transportation services, including, but not limited to bus services, for a
reduced or no fee.
i. METRO will continue its Zero-Emission Watsonville Circulator Project for two more years until
2024. The project deployed two of METRO’s battery-electric buses on a new circulator route in
downtown Watsonville in the Fall of 2021. This project also includes a free fare pilot program
offered to all riders for one year. The service is designed to increase transit ridership by providing
more frequent service to desirable commercial and professional destinations in Watsonville
between 10 a.m. and 8 p.m. daily. The new route serves one of the lowest income communities in
METRO’s service area. The project would not only supplant the greenhouse gas emissions from a
fossil fueled bus, but it would also provide additional service in an area of the county with a high
proportion of transit users.
2. H1 – Bus replacement: Replace buses beyond useful life as needed including buses, including buses providing
rural service.
a. Support funding for transit capital improvements.
i. METRO is purchasing Zero emission and CNG buses which would significantly reduce the
number of buses beyond their useful life. It would also allow METRO sufficient time to test its
new ZEBs, build charging infrastructure and allow battery technology to improve while at the
same time avoiding early retirement of its CNG fueling tanks.
3. H3 - New equipment to assist with real-time operations, security, scheduling and planning.
a. In the process of installing Automated Vehicle Location (AVL) System to provide better monitoring of
on-time performance and more accurate data reporting.
b. In the process of installing Automatic Passenger Counting (APC) system to make mandatory reporting
more efficient and improve data for service planning.
c. Installed audio and video surveillance system for most buses.
d. Installed audio and video surveillance system for most buses
e. In the process of installing electronic fare payment for more convenient payment options and to speed up
boarding.
f. METRO offers several mobile apps that allow riders to locate a bus schedule, book a Cruz On-Demand or
ParaCruz ride, purchase a pass, or purchase an overnight parking permit at our Cavallaro Transit Center in
Scotts Valley. All apps are available for download on the App Store and Google Play. For more
information on all METRO apps visit scmtd.com/apps.
i. METRO Splash Pass: Mobile ticketing app is for use on fixed-route, Highway 17 Express, and
Cruz On-Demand.
ii. Transit App: Allows riders to view METRO bus schedules.
iii. Ecolane App: Riders who want to schedule a Cruz On-Demand ride or a ParaCruz ride have the
convenience of viewing available trips and booking their own rides.
iv. Passport Parking App: For purchasing overnight parking at our Scotts Valley Cavallaro Transit
Center (for Highway 17 Express riders making an overnight or multi-day trip).
CTSA and Volunteer Center (Article 8) Only
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22. Where appropriate, are these specialized transportation services coordinated with other transportation services,
including METRO service? Describe.
23. Provide performance information, as pertinent, which demonstrate service efficiency and effectiveness, such as:
verification of the operating cost per passenger, operating cost per vehicle service hour, passengers per vehicle service
hour, passengers per vehicle service mile, and vehicle service hours per employee for last fiscal year (definitions
available in Section 99247 of TDA Guidelines). (99246d, per Performance Audits)
a. Volunteer Center, only:

provide a minimum 4,000 rides per year

24. Discuss the needs and types of the passengers being served, the employment of part-time drivers and the contracting
with common carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license to provide services during peak hours , as
defined in subdivision (a) of Section 99260.2. (99246d, per 2010 Performance Audit)
SCMTD, CTSA, Volunteer Center & RTC Only
25. List the recommendations provided in the last TDA Triennial Performance Audit and your progress toward meeting
them.
▪ Describe the work your agency has undertaken to implement each performance audit recommendation and the
steps it will take to fully implement the recommendation.
• TDA Triennial Performance Audit (FY16-FY18) report includes a recommendation that the RTC and
Santa Cruz METRO should clarify the performance eligibility criteria for TDA-Local Transportation
Funds.
• Article 4 of the TDA statute provides alternatives for Santa Cruz METRO to be eligible for TDALocal Transportation Funds. One is for Santa Cruz METRO to meet the farebox recovery ratio. The
other is to meet the 50 percent expenditure rule as an older operator, defined as service starting prior
to 1974. Currently, Santa Cruz METRO meets both requirements but the documentation stating
eligibility is not consistent.
• Santa Cruz METRO is defined in the TDA as an older operator, having started service prior to July 1,
1974. Older operators may qualify for TDA under the 50% expenditure limitation (PUC Section
99268.1) or the farebox recovery ratio (PUC Section 99268.2). Pursuant to the TDA, Santa Cruz
METRO meets the 50% expenditure limitation required by PUC §99268 and does not use the
alternative revenue ratio to determine eligibility for TDA funds. This clarity will provide consistency
in reporting of performance measures for LTF eligibility.
▪

For any recommendations that have not been implemented, explain why the recommendation has not been
implemented and describe the work your agency will undertake to implement each performance audit
recommendation.
• All recommendations are being implemented.

▪

Describe any problems encountered in implementing individual recommendations.
• None

SCMTD Only
26. TDA Article 4 Eligibility Compliance – Provide documentation for 50% expenditure limitation (PUC Section 99268.1).
50 percent expenditure limitation (use if LTF remains below 50 percent of its operating costs):
• Overall operating cost for fiscal year: $_________
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• TDA-LTF claim: $______
• Source of information (e.g. audited financial statements, budget, etc):
The calculation below in Table shows the compliance.

Note: Exemptions for calculating operating costs – spell out in your operating budget summary.
▪ Service extensions are exempt until two years after the end of the fiscal year during which they were established (PUC Sec.
99268.8). This exemption applies only if the new service was not provided nor was funded by LTF/STA during any of the prior
three fiscal years.
▪ The additional operating costs to a transit operator of providing comparable complementary paratransit services, pursuant to the
Americans with Disabilities Act, that exceed operator’s prior year costs as adjusted by the CPI are excluded from operating cost.
▪ As set forth in Section 99268.2, ratio must be at least equal to one-fifth if serving an urbanized area or one-tenth if serving a nonurbanized area. If a ratio of the sum of fare revenues and local support to operating cost greater than one-fifth if serving an
urbanized area, or one-tenth if serving a non-urbanized area, during the 1978 -79 fiscal year shall, at least, maintain that ratio in
order to be eligible for additional funds pursuant to this section.
▪ Additional exclusions in calculating urban/rural farebox recovery: operating costs above the consumer price index for fuel,
alternative fuel programs, power, insurance premiums and payments in settlement of claims, and state and federal mandates.

27. Did the SCMTD operating budget increase over 15% from the prior fiscal year?
If the answer is yes, please provide a statement identifying and substantiating the reason or need for the increase in the
transit operating budget in excess of 15% above the preceding year, and identify substantial increases or decreases in
the scope of operations or capital provisions for major new service - (transit claimants only, if applicable).
NO, the FY23 preliminary operating budget shows an increase of 6% over the final FY22 budget.
28. Operating statistics (compare current fiscal year to date to last three full fiscal years; *TDA required performance
indicators), submit items from the following list.

•

Annual passengers
▪ Rides/passenger trips provided by type (student, senior, adult, pass holders, etc, or however stat’s kept)
and amount of TDA $ used for each type of ride.
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For FY23, TDA funds will contribute an estimated $3.10 per fixed-route passenger trip and $17.32
per ParaCruz passenger trip.
Annual service hours
Passengers per vehicle service hour*
Annual service miles
# of fixed-route miles
Service Area – square miles
Service Area Population
Passengers per vehicle service mile*
Average passengers per weekday
Total operating costs in budget
Operating cost per vehicle service hour*
Total operating cost per passenger*
Average Farebox Revenue per passenger (describe what is included)
# of FTE employees (all employees, not just drivers)
Vehicle Service hours/Employee*
# of routes
Average route length
Average travel times/rider
# of bus stops
# of vehicles in operation
# of monthly bus passes in circulation
Max vehicles in service at any time:
Hours of service:
Approximate # of unduplicated passengers
Cost per unit of service plus text about long range plans to make/keep this low
Funds and percentage spent on administration/overhead/grantee allocation/etc
Actual financials compared with budget
Actual number of rides provided compared with goal and text about whether goal was met and why/why not
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
Definitions:

a) "Operating cost" means all costs in the operating expense object classes exclusive of the costs in the depreciation and
amortization expense object class of the uniform system of accounts and records adopted by the Controller pursuant to Section
99243. “Operating cost” excludes all subsidies for commuter rail services operated on railroad lines under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Railroad Administration, all direct costs for providing charter services, all vehicles lease costs, and principal and
interest payments on capital projects funded with certificates of participation.
b) "Operating cost per passenger,” means the operating cost divided by the total passengers.
c) "Operating cost per vehicle service hour,” means the operating cost divided by the vehicle service hours.
d) "Passengers per vehicle service hour" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service hours.
e) "Passengers per vehicle service mile" means the total passengers divided by the vehicle service miles.
f) "Total passengers" means the number of boarding passengers, whether revenue producing or not, carried by the public
transportation system.
g) "Transit vehicle" means a vehicle, including, but not limited to, one operated on rails or tracks, which is used for public
transportation services funded, in whole or in part, under this chapter.
h) "Vehicle service hours" means the total number of hours that each transit vehicle is in revenue service, including layover time.
i) "Vehicle service miles" means the total number of miles that each transit vehicle is in revenue service.
j) "Vehicle service hours per employee" means the vehicle service hours divided by the number of employees employed in
connection with the public transportation system, based on the assumption that 2,000 person-hours of work in one year constitute
one employee. The count of employees shall also include those individuals employed by the operator, which provide services to
11 | P a g e
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the agency of the operator responsible for the operation of the public transportation system even though not employed in that
agency.
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TDA Standard Assurances Checklist (for Transit and Specialized Transportation Services)
Claimant:

Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District

Fiscal Year: ___23_______

Assurance
Initial
1. STATE CONTROLLER REPORT
MT
Claimant certifies that it has submitted a State Controller’s report in conformance with the
uniform system of accounts and reports, to SCCRTC and to the State Controller, pursuant to
PUC 99243, for the prior year (project year minus two). Claimant assures that this report will be
completed for the current fiscal year (project year minus one). This requirement does not apply
tonew transit operators.
2. USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS (Claimants Receiving Federal Funds)
MT
Claimant filing a claim for TDA funds for capital intensive projects pursuant to PUC
99268.7certifies that it has made every effort to obtain federal funding for any project which
is fundedpursuant to PUC 99268.7.
3. REVENUE RATIOS FOR COMMUNITY TRANSIT AND CONTRACTED TRANSIT
NA
SERVICES (CTSA & Volunteer Center Only)
Claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99275.5c and 99405c further certifies that, for the project
year, it reasonably anticipates achieving the performance criteria, local match requirements, or
farerecovery ratios adopted by the transportation planning agency or county transportation
commission.
4. REVENUE RATIOS FOR OPERATORS SERVING URBANIZED AND NONURBANIZED
MT
AREAS (METRO Only)
Claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99270.1 certifies that it will maintain for the project
yearat least the alternative farebox recovery ratio as determined by the adopted (RTPA name)
“fare ratio optional rule.”
5. EXTENSION OF SERVICES (METRO Only)
MT
Claimant that received an allocation of LTF funds for an extension of service pursuant to PUC
99268.8 certifies that it will file a report of these services pursuant to CCR 6633.8b within 90 days
after the close of the fiscal year in which that allocation was granted.
6. RETIREMENT SYSTEM (METRO Only)
MT
Claimant filing claim pursuant to PUC Section 99260 certifies that (check one):
a) The current cost of its retirement system is fully funded with respect to the officers and
employees of its public transportation system (PUC Section 99271a); or
b) The operator is implementing a plan approved by the transportation planning agency which
will fully fund the retirement system for such officers and employees within 40 years
(PUC Section 99271a); or
c) The operator has a private pension plan which sets aside and invests on a current basis
funds sufficient to provide for the payment of future pension benefits and which is fully
compliant with the requirements stated in PUC Sections 99272 and 99273.
7. REDUCED FARES FOR ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED (METRO Only)
A claimant filing a claim pursuant to PUC 99260 which offers reduced fares to senior citizens
anddisabled persons certifies that it is in compliance with PUC 99155.
8. DRIVERS PULL NOTICE PARTICIPATION (METRO & CTSA Only)
A claimant filing a claim for public transit assistance must include a certification completed within
the prior 13 months by the California Highway Patrol indicating the operator has participated in a
"pull notice system" to examine driver's records.

MT
MT
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FY17-FY21 Transit Fact Sheet
Santa Cruz METRO Operating Financials
Operating Expenses
FY17
35,789,455.00 $
Local Fixed-Route Expenses $
4,415,938.00 $
Highway 17 $
4,904,633.00 $
Paratransit $
$ 45,110,026.00 $
TOTAL Operating Expenses*
Operating Revenue
FY17
Fixed-Route Fares $
2,849,064.00 $
Fares-Contracts $
4,424,951.00 $
Highway 17 Fares $
1,644,388.00 $
Highway 17 Payments $
503,961.00 $
ParaCruz Fares $
298,506.00 $
Sales Tax $
20,869,028.00 $
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) $
6,454,874.00 $
Transit Development Act (TDA) $
6,804,838.00 $
State Transit Assistance (STA) $
2,041,333.00 $
Misc. Revenue $
903,922.00 $
Transfers From/(To) Reserves $
(1,684,839.00) $
TOTAL Operating Revenue
$ 45,110,026.00 $
Santa Cruz METRO Operating Statistics
System Information
FY17
Directional Route Miles
Number of Bus Stops
Number of Routes
Total Active Fleet
Maximum Bus In-Svc
Total METRO Employees
Revenue Hour Per Employee
Local Fixed-Route Performance
Ridership
Revenue Hours
Revenue Miles
Passengers Per Hour
Passengers Per Mile
Passengers Per Capita
Revenue Hours Per Capita
Revenue Miles Per Capita
Total Cost Per Passenger
Revenue Per Passenger
Farebox Recovery
Highway 17 Performance

Ridership
Revenue Hours
Revenue Miles
Passengers Per Hour
Passengers Per Mile
Passengers Per Capita
Revenue Hours Per Capita
Revenue Miles Per Capita
Total Cost Per Passenger
Revenue Per Passenger
Farebox Recovery
Subsidy Per Passenger
Cost Per Revenue Hour
ParaCruz Performance

$
$
$
$

FY19
39,026,374.87
4,932,146.00
5,150,526.00
49,109,046.87

$
$
$
$

FY20
40,910,900.03
5,154,746.0
5,375,211.0
51,440,857.03

$
$
$
$

FY21
37,070,657.68
6,799,943.00
5,112,615.00
48,983,215.68

FY18
2,631,707.00
5,273,571.00
1,564,281.00
523,636.00
287,363.00
24,889,095.00
6,738,883.00
6,767,933.00
3,196,463.00
1,081,108.00
(6,274,237.00)
46,679,803.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

FY19
2,546,822.81
5,330,372.73
1,549,495.90
526,429.80
285,840.50
25,965,463.57
6,969,093.00
7,288,209.00
4,253,929.00
987,623.68
(6,594,233.13)
49,109,046.86

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

FY20
1,853,675.2
4,059,315.5
1,068,135.7
534,911.2
217,664.0
24,964,186.4
25,752,598.0
7,930,060.0
4,346,687.0
1,868,759.8
(21,155,135.8)
51,440,857.03

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

FY21
856,878.52
3,190,854.08
204,022.22
532,338.81
114,807.00
28,707,450.10
16,404,147.00
7,096,904.00
3,425,215.00
977,018.37
(12,526,419.42)
48,983,215.68

FY18

FY19

FY20

FY21

398.37
931
25
98
75
311
671

398.65
845
26
100
76
319
651

381.96
824
24
101
74
303
684

387.12
825
24
94
75
312
571

FY17
4,787,727
186,066
2,283,490

FY18
4,758,093
184,384
2,255,016

FY19
4,760,464
184,077
2,262,484

FY20
3,344,208
160,107
1,966,903

25.73
2.10
20.18

25.81
2.11
17.57

25.86
2.10
17.58

20.89
1.70
14.10

6.23
0.48
3.18

0.78
9.63
$7.48

0.68
8.33
$7.77

0.68
8.35
$8.20

0.67
8.29
$12.23

0.51
6.65
$43.05

$1.52
20.32%

$1.66
21.37%

$1.65
20.18%

$1.77
14.45%

$4.70
10.9%

FY17

Ridership
Revenue Hours
Revenue Miles
Passengers Per Hour
Passengers Per Mile
Passengers Per Capita
Revenue Hours Per Capita
Revenue Miles Per Capita
Total Cost Per Passenger
Revenue Per Passenger
Farebox Recovery
Fixed-Route Total Performance

FY18
36,986,119.00
4,673,012.00
5,020,672.00
46,679,803.00

FY18

FY19

387.26
813
24
94
54
291
516
FY21
861,059
138,134
1,801,241

FY20

FY21

303,667
22,731
611,805

290,419
23,296
603,289

285,508
23,271
606,029

200,249
18,029
500,933

46,081
12,086
329,477

13.36
0.50
1.28

12.47
0.48
1.07

12.27
0.47
1.05

11.11
0.40
0.74

3.81
0.14
0.17

0.10
2.58
$14.54

0.09
2.23
$16.09

0.09
2.24
$17.27

0.07
1.85
$25.74

0.04
1.22
$147.57

$7.07
37.24%

$7.19
33.47%

$7.27
31.42%

$8.01
20.72%

$15.98
3.00%

FY17
5,091,394
208,797
2,895,295
24.38
1.76
22.74

FY18
5,048,512
207,680
2,858,305
24.31
1.77
19.71

FY19
5,045,972
207,348
2,868,513
24.34
1.76
19.68

FY20
3,544,457
178,136
2,467,836
19.90
1.44
13.83

0.98
12.20

0.85
10.55

0.85
10.59

0.72
9.11

FY21
907,140
150,220
2,130,718
6.04
0.43
3.52
0.60
7.87

$
$

7.90
1.85
22.18%

$
$

8.25
1.98
22.73%

$
$

8.71
1.97
21.44%

$
$

13.00
2.12
15.15%

$
$

48.36
5.27
9.7%

$
$

6.05
192.56

$
$

6.27
200.59

$
$

6.74
212.00

$
$

10.88
258.60

$
$

43.09
292.04

FY17
FY18
FY19
FY20
FY21
75,116
72,209
73,497
61,631
38,974
Ridership
39,474
38,779
44,804
35,181
23,092
Revenue Hours
456,208
451,985
464,816
356,875
234,764
Revenue Miles
1.90
1.86
1.64
1.75
1.69
Passengers Per Hour
Passengers Per Mile
0.16
0.16
0.16
0.17
0.17
0.32
0.27
0.27
0.23
0.14
Passengers Per Capita
Revenue Hours Per Capita
0.17
0.14
0.17
0.13
0.09
Revenue Miles Per Capita
1.92
1.67
1.72
1.32
0.87
Total Cost Per Passenger $
65.29 $
69.53 $
70.08 $
87.22 $
131.18
Revenue Per Passenger $
3.97 $
3.98 $
3.89 $
3.53 $
2.95
Farebox Recovery
6.09%
5.72%
5.55%
4.05%
2.25%
Subsidy Per Passenger $
61.32 $
65.55 $
66.19 $
83.68 $
128.23
Cost Per Revenue Hour $
124.25 $
129.47 $
114.96 $
152.79 $
221.40
* Expenses do not include year-end Depreciation, W/C Incurred & IBNR, GASB 75 OPEB adjustments, or GASB 68 Pension adjustments
** Highway 17 Farebox Recovery including Highway 17

16-77

11/10/2021

16-78
Farebox Recovery

Operating Surplus/(Deficit)

Transfers and Other
Transfers to Capital/Bus Replacement/Sustainability Funds
(To)/From COVID Recovery Fund
Operating Surplus/(Deficit) after Transfers

Non-Operating Revenue/(Expense)
Sales Tax/including Measure D
Federal/State Grants
COVID Related Costs
Pension UAL/Bond Payment*
All Other Revenue
Total Non-Operating Revenue/(Expense)
Operating Surplus/(Deficit) before Transfers

Operating Expense
Labor - Regular
Labor - OT
Fringe
Non-Personnel
Total Operating Expense

Operating Revenue
Passenger Fares
Special Transit Fares
Total Operating Revenue

REVENUE:
2,294,699
6,024,734
8,319,433
$

$

2,409,682
5,952,851
8,362,533

FY23

BUDGET

March-22

$

$

16.4%

16.0%

$

$

(2,264,991) $
$

(4,414,734) $
6,278,558
$

(7,428,170) $
1,556,211
-

$ 25,889,093 $ 26,303,319 $ 30,774,884 $
20,156,583
19,450,954
23,328,664
(121,347)
(297,712)
(4,434,221)
(5,650,261)
(4,747,974)
962,950
677,171
698,218
$ 42,574,405 $ 40,659,836 $ 49,756,080 $
$
2,264,991 $ (1,863,824) $
5,871,959 $

20.3%

$ 18,751,562 $ 18,921,745 $ 19,294,218 $
1,557,535
1,133,162
1,324,573
20,622,009
20,480,574
20,976,098
9,633,082
10,307,612
10,651,765
$ 50,564,188 $ 50,843,093 $ 52,246,654 $
$ (40,309,416) $ (42,523,660) $ (43,884,121) $

$

$

FY22

FY21
4,152,166
6,102,606
$ 10,254,772

$

June-21

BUDGET

June-20
BUDGET

As of July 1, 2022

2.0%
16.9%
2.4%
3.3%
2.8%
3.2%

5.0%
(1.2%)
0.5%

(3,013,436)
(4,722,347)

68.3%
(75.2%)

4,471,565
17.0%
3,877,710
19.9%
(176,365) 145.3%
902,287
(16.0%)
21,047
3.1%
22.4%
9,096,244
7,735,783 (415.0%)

372,473
191,411
495,524
344,153
1,403,561
(1,360,461)

114,983
(71,883)
43,100

Increase/(Decrease)
$ VAR
%VAR

SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT

PRELIMINARY

2,463,701
6,071,590
8,535,291

$

$

$

$

(5,454,945) $
(358,574)
-

$ 31,390,382 $
23,982,408
(290,035)
(4,445,271)
711,477
$ 51,348,961 $
$
5,813,519 $

15.8%

$ 19,650,047 $
1,352,585
21,855,346
11,212,755
$ 54,070,733 $
$ (45,535,442) $

$

$

FY24

Budget

March-22

2.0%
2.8%
(2.6%)
(6.4%)
1.9%
3.2%
(1.0%)

1.8%
2.1%
4.2%
5.3%
3.5%
3.8%

2.2%
2.0%
2.1%

(26.6%)
1,973,225
(1,914,785) (123.0%)

615,498
653,744
7,677
302,703
13,259
1,592,881
(58,440)

355,829
28,012
879,248
560,990
1,824,079
(1,651,321)

54,019
118,739
172,758

Increase/(Decrease)
$ VAR
% VAR
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Federal/State Grants
Transp Dev Act (TDA - LTF) Funds
FTA Sec 5307 - Op Assistance*
FTA Sec 5311 - Rural Op Asst*
Medicare Subsidy
AMBAG (FTA 5304)
LCTOP Grant
TDA - STA - Operating (Includes SB1)
STIC - Op Assistance
Fuel Tax Credit

REVENUE SOURCE
Passenger Fares
Fixed Route Fares
Paratransit Fares
Highway 17 Fares
Special Transit Fares
UCSC
Cabrillo
City of SC
Shaffer
Highway 17 Payments
VTA
San Jose State
Amtrak
Sales Tax/including Measure D
1979 Gross Sales Tax (1/2 cent)
2016 Net Sales Tax (Measure D)
$

7,468,499
4,763,645
200,796
550
489,213
3,454,690
2,898,561
175,000

22,746,692
3,556,627

22,388,476
3,500,617
7,628,850
4,582,912
191,234
550
205,000
4,494,411
2,702,626
351,000

350,004
12,109
160,683

330,000
22,300
165,503

1,435,541
176,531
682,627
4,692,000
748,840
56,310
4,788

$

June-21
BUDGET
FY22

4,509,846
748,840
311,117
15,000

2,371,000
291,566
1,489,600

June-20
BUDGET
FY21
$

7,692,554
5,681,512
248,984
550
4,229,177
5,475,887
-

26,613,630
4,161,254

375,000
175,772

4,780,072
583,388
34,070
4,549

1,621,499
194,184
593,999

March-22
BUDGET
FY23

REVENUE SOURCES

$

1.9%
(22.1%)
(39.5%)
(5.0%)

13.0%
10.0%
(13.0%)

17.0%
17.0%
224,055
3.0%
917,867
19.3%
48,188
24.0%
0.0%
0.0%
(489,213) (100.0%)
774,487
22.4%
2,577,326
88.9%
(175,000) (100.0%)

3,866,938
604,627

24,996
7.1%
(12,109) (100.0%)
15,089
9.4%

88,072
(165,452)
(22,240)
(239)

185,958
17,653
(88,628)

Increase/(Decrease)
$ VAR
%VAR

PRELIMINARY FY23 & FY24 OPERATING BUDGET

SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT

$

7,923,331
5,805,937
254,437
550
4,402,344
5,595,809
-

27,145,903
4,244,479

382,500
179,287

4,875,673
595,056
34,753
4,321

1,653,929
203,893
605,879

March-22
PLAN
FY24
$

230,777
124,425
5,453
173,167
119,922
-

532,273
83,225

7,500
3,515

95,601
11,668
683
(228)

32,430
9,709
11,880

3.0%
2.2%
2.2%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
4.1%
2.2%
0.0%

2.0%
2.0%

2.0%
2.0%
2.0%

2.0%
2.0%
2.0%
(5.0%)

2.0%
5.0%
2.0%

Increase/(Decrease)
$ VAR
% VAR
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2,500
343,750
119,795
45,205
275,000
176,700

8,413,422

16-80
-

TRANSFERS TO UAL & OPEB

FUEL TAX CREDIT

SURPLUS/(DEFICIT)

2,264,991

54,998,409

TRANSFERS TO OPERATING & CAPITAL RESERVE FUNDS

TRANSFERS TO BUS REPLACEMENT FUND

TOTAL EXPENSES

* FTA funding is used solely to fund labor expense

TOTAL REVENUE SOURCES $ 54,998,408

-

6,278,558

(6,278,558)

175,000

2,000,000

-

2,239,734

56,614,701

$ 56,614,701

$

1,556,211

(1,556,211)

-

2,000,000

3,000,000

2,428,170

57,292,340

$ 57,292,340

$

68.3%

$

4,722,347

(175,000)

-

3,000,000

188,436

677,639

677,639

0.0%

100.0%

8.4%

1.2%

1.2%

$

1,973,225

1,455,259

5,000
1,446
698
1,116
2,500
1,259
1,240

(26.6%)

2.3%

0.0%
2.6%
2.4%
2.3%
3.0%
1.0%
2.0%
2.0%

Increase/(Decrease)
$ VAR
% VAR

358,574

-

2,000,000

1,000,000

2,454,945

58,806,039

$

1,914,785

-

-

(2,000,000)

26,775

1,513,699

1,513,699

0.0%

(66.7%)

1.1%

2.6%

2.6%

(358,574) $ (1,914,785) (123.0%)
$ 58,806,039

$

$ (5,454,945) $

1,000
200,000
61,633
30,560
38,332
252,500
64,212
63,240

March-22
PLAN
FY24

15.4% $ 64,619,558

0.0%
30.0%
(37.7%)
3.0%
(10.6%)
(15.3%)
100.0%
(3.1%)

$ (4,722,347) (75.2%)

$

$

45,000
(36,355)
870
(4,421)
(45,000)
62,953
(2,000)

Increase/(Decrease)
$ VAR
%VAR

TRANSFERS (TO) / FROM COVID-19 RECOVERY FUND

$ 63,164,299

1,000
195,000
60,187
29,862
37,216
250,000
62,953
62,000

March-22
BUDGET
FY23

$ (2,264,991) $ (4,414,734) $ (7,428,170) $ (3,013,436)

$ 54,750,877

1,000
150,000
96,542
28,992
41,637
295,000
64,000

June-21
BUDGET
FY22

TRANSFERS TO OPERATING/CAPITAL RESERVES

TOTAL OPERATING REVENUE $ 57,263,399

REVENUE SOURCE
All Other Revenue
Commissions
Advertising Income
Rent Income - SC Pacific Station
Rent Income - Scotts Valley
Rent Income - Watsonville TC
Interest Income
Other Non-Transp Revenue - CNG Sales
Other Non-Transp Revenue - All Other

June-20
BUDGET
FY21

REVENUE SOURCES

PRELIMINARY FY23 & FY24 OPERATING BUDGET

SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT
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3/3/2022

19-0001
19-0002

19-0004

ERP Consultant & System
Subtotal

New METRO Owned Paracruz Facility-FY20 LPP (Grant
Match for 5339(b))
Pacific Station/Metro Center Redevelopment w/ City of SC
Subtotal

19-0006
19-0013
19-0020
19-0018a

19-0032

10

FY18 STIP - AVL/ITS (STIP, Measure D)
7 Replacement Paracruz Vans (FY19 LPP, Measure D)
3 New Flyer Repl. Capital Lease - Year 4 of 6 Prin Only (Measure D) Interest funded in Operating Budget $32K
Subtotal

$

16-81

19-0041

12

Electric Bus (4) (FTA 5339c FY16)
Completion of JKS Facility-ZEB Yard Charging
Infrastructure
Subtotal

21-0004

19-0048

Misc Capital Contingency-$800K - 11/15/19 BOD+$100K
5/21/2021+$739K 03/25/2022
Subtotal

Subtotal

Golf Club Part Washers (FTA 5339a FY20)
Subtotal

TOTAL CAPITAL PROJECTS

14

Misc.

Office Equipment

13

Fleet & Maint Equipment

Subtotal

Non-Revenue Vehicle Purchases & Replacements

19-0037

11

$

$

$

$
$

$

$

$

-

-

3,824,514

-

-

80,000
80,000

-

3,515,514

3,515,514

-

100,000
229,000

129,000

Revenue Vehicle Purchases, Replacements & Campaigns-Fleet Electrification Projects

19-0027
20-0001

8
9

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

PTMISEA (1B)

FEDERAL
FUNDS

Maint Yard-Security Hardening/Expanded Parking
JKS Facility - Upper Security Gates ( FTA FY22 5339a + Reserve $
Admin Bldg. Engineering & Renovations
Awning @ Fueling Station - Construction Phase (FTA 5339a FY20 $
Subtotal
$

Revenue Vehicle Purchases, Replacements & Campaigns

4
5
6
7

Facilities Upgrades & Improvements

3

IT Projects

1
2

Construction Related Projects

PROJECT/ACTIVITY

RESTRICTED

RESTRICTED

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

435,541

-

-

-

-

-

435,541

435,541

STIP

RESTRICTED

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

1

LCTOP

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

RESTRICTED

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

302,000

-

-

-

-

-

302,000

302,000

LPP

RESTRICTED

SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT
FY23 PRELIMINARY CAPITAL BUDGET/PORTFOLIO
AS OF MARCH 25, 2022

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

CAPITAL
RESTRICTED
STA

RESTRICTED

BUS REPLACEMENT FUND

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

STA-SB1 (XFR
FROM OPER
BUDGET)

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

STA-SGR
(SB 1)

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

RESTRICTED

$

$

$

$

$

$

6,313,479

-

-

-

-

1,080,140

1,080,140

392,593
1,258,339

$
$

$

562,615
303,131

-

-

3,975,000
3,975,000

$
$

$

$

$
$

MEASURE D
(XFR FROM
OPER BUDGET)

RESTRICTED

$3M PER YEAR (MEASURE D + SB1 STA&SGR)

$

$
$

$
$

$

$

$
$

$

$

$
$
$

$
$

$

$

5,326,335

1,000,000
1,000,000

-

-

-

252,500
252,500

-

385,580

265,580
100,000
20,000

1,650,000
1,650,000

2,038,256

2,038,256

OPERATING &
CAPITAL
RESERVE
FUND

$

$
$

$
$

$
$

$

$
$

$

$
$

$
$

$
$
$
$
$

$
$

$
$
$

16,201,870

1,000,000
1,000,000

-

80,000
80,000

-

252,500
4,848,154

4,595,654

392,593
1,995,880

998,156
605,131

265,580
229,000
20,000
100,000
614,580

1,650,000
1,650,000

2,038,256
3,975,000
6,013,256

TOTAL
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16-82

3/3/2022

Transfers from Operating Budget (Measure D)

435,541

435,541

$

$

-

-

$

$

302,000

302,000

$

$

3,824,514

3,824,514

$

$

-

-

$

$

435,541

435,541

$

$

-

-

$

$

302,000

302,000

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

-

BUS REPLACEMENT FUND

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

-

STA-SB1 (XFR
FROM OPER
BUDGET)

$

STA-SGR
(SB 1)

-

RESTRICTED

$

6,313,479

MEASURE D
(XFR FROM
OPER BUDGET)

RESTRICTED

$3M PER YEAR (MEASURE D + SB1 STA&SGR)

2

NOTE: The amounts listed here represent the amounts committed against awarded grants and projects, and therefore will not equal the $3M allocated to the Bus Replacement Fund in any given year.

TOTAL CAPITAL FUNDING

Unrestricted Funds

Restricted Funds

TOTAL CAPITAL FUNDING BY FUNDING SOURCE

Operating and Capital Reserve Fund

Local Sources of Funds:

*

$

$

CAPITAL
RESTRICTED
STA

RESTRICTED

$

5,326,335

OPERATING &
CAPITAL
RESERVE
FUND

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

-

$

$

$

6,313,479

6,313,479

6,313,479

$

$

$

5,326,335

5,326,335

5,326,335

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

-

-

LPP

RESTRICTED

STA-SGR (SB1)

$

$

LCTOP

RESTRICTED

$

3,824,514

-

3,824,514

STIP

RESTRICTED

Transfers from Operating Budget (STA-SB1)

State Transit Assistance (STA)-Prior Years

Local Partnership Program (LPP)

Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP)

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

PTMISEA (1B)

$

$

State Sources of Funds:

$

Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG)

PTMISEA (1B)

FEDERAL
FUNDS

Federal Grants (FTA)

Federal Sources of Funds:

CAPITAL PROGRAM FUNDING

PROJECT/ACTIVITY

RESTRICTED

RESTRICTED

SANTA CRUZ METROPOLITAN TRANSIT DISTRICT
FY23 PRELIMINARY CAPITAL BUDGET/PORTFOLIO
AS OF MARCH 25, 2022

16,201,870

5,326,335

10,875,534

16,201,870

5,326,335

6,313,479

-

-

-

302,000

-

435,541

-

-

3,824,514

TOTAL
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission/Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Luis Pavel Mendez, Deputy Director

RE:

Assembly Bill 361 Findings for Virtual and Hybrid Meetings

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) find
that:
1. The RTC has reconsidered the circumstances of the current COVID-19
state of emergency; and
2. The state of emergency continues to directly impact the ability of the
members of the RTC, its committees, its staff and the public to meet
safely in person; and
3. State or local officials continue to recommend measures to promote
social distancing; and
4. Therefore, meetings of the RTC will continue to be held in a hybrid or
virtual format via Zoom and meetings of RTC committees will be held
virtually via Zoom.
BACKGROUND
In March 2020, due to the COVID-19 pandemic, Governor Newsom declared
a state of emergency which remains in effect. The Governor also issued
executive orders suspending several provisions of the Brown Act to ensure
that the work of government agencies could continue with virtual meetings
to reduce the risk of spreading COVID-19. The executive orders suspending
the Brown Act provisions expired on September 30, 2021. AB 361 was
signed into law and took effect on October 1, 2021, which allows virtual
meetings as long as the declared state of emergency continues and requires
that findings be made by local agencies to continue virtual meetings.
DISCUSSION
Unfortunately, the COVID-19 pandemic continues; therefore, the RTC has
been making the necessary AB361 findings at its meetings since November
2021 to continue to hold virtual meetings. The goal of the RTC is to hold RTC
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meetings in a hybrid format if the COVID-19 situation permits, and the
facilities are available for hybrid meetings. For hybrid meetings, a limited
number of Commissioners and members of the public may participate in
person, as long as the County Board of Supervisors Chambers are available
for the meeting. Everyone participating in person will need to abide by Santa
Cruz County requirements that may be in place for wearing masks and social
distancing. All others will participate via Zoom. The RTC has not yet been
able to hold any hybrid meetings. All of the meetings of RTC committees will
continue to be virtual meetings via Zoom because conference rooms are not
equipped for hybrid meetings.
To continue to hold virtual and/or hybrid meetings, the RTC must continue to
make findings as required in Section 54953 of the Government Code, added
by AB 361, which states:
“(3) If a state of emergency remains active, or state or local officials have
imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing, in
order to continue to teleconference without compliance with paragraph
(3) of subdivision (b), the legislative body shall, not later than 30 days
after teleconferencing for the first time pursuant to subparagraph (A),
(B), or (C) of paragraph (1), and every 30 days thereafter, make the
following findings by majority vote:
(A) The legislative body has reconsidered the circumstances of the state
of emergency.
(B) Any of the following circumstances exist:
(i) The state of emergency continues to directly impact the ability of
the members to meet safely in person.
(ii) State or local officials continue to impose or recommend
measures to promote social distancing.”
Therefore, staff recommends that the RTC find that RTC has
reconsidered the circumstances of the current COVID-19 state of
emergency; the state of emergency continues to directly impact the
ability of the members of the RTC, its committees, its staff and the
public to meet safely in person; and state and local officials continue
to recommend measures to promote social distancing; and meetings
of the RTC will be virtual or hybrid while meetings of committees will
be virtual.
30-Day Requirement for AB 361 Findings
State law requires that findings to continue virtual and/or hybrid meetings
be made every 30 days. State law also allows special virtual meetings for
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the sole purpose of making AB 361 findings to hold virtual and/or hybrid
meetings. Therefore, it may be necessary for the RTC to hold special virtual
meetings solely for the purpose of making AB 361 findings. A number of
agencies around the state are working towards legislative modifications so
such special meetings will not be required but such modifications are not
anticipated soon.
FISCAL IMPACT
The costs necessary to hold meetings of the RTC either as regular Brown Act
meetings, virtual meetings or hybrid meetings are included in the approved
RTC budget. The costs to hold Brown Act and virtual meetings of RTC
committees are also included in the RTC budget. No additional fiscal impacts
are anticipated for such meetings at this time. For hybrid meetings of RTC
committees, it would likely be necessary to equip conference rooms
accordingly, which would have additional fiscal impacts.
SUMMARY
Due to the current COVID-19 pandemic, the Governor declared a state of
emergency and issued executive orders to allow public agencies to hold
meetings virtually. The executive orders allowing virtual meetings expired
and AB 361 was signed into law to allow the continuation of virtual and/or
hybrid meetings as long as the state of emergency still exists and public
agencies make appropriate findings. Staff recommends that the RTC make
such findings to allow virtual and/or hybrid meetings of itself and its
committees.

S:\TPW\TPW 2022\0622\Consent Agenda\AB361\AB361 findings 061622.docx
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AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission/Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Shannon Munz, Communications Specialist

RE:

Fiscal Year 20/21 Measure D Annual Report

RECOMMENDATIONS
Receive the Measure D Taxpayer Oversight Committee report to the public
regarding Fiscal Year (FY) 20/21 expenditures and audits.

BACKGROUND
In November 2016, Santa Cruz County voters approved the Measure D
transportation sales tax. The tax went into effect in April 2017, with the state
making the first payments of revenues collected to the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) in summer 2017. The Measure D Ordinance
recognizes that accountability is of utmost importance and includes several
safeguards to ensure accountability, transparency and public oversight of all funds
collected and allocated (Ordinance Section 32).
Funding agreements with recipient agencies require each agency receiving Measure
D revenues to annually provide an expenditure report and audited financial
statements showing how Measure D funds were spent in the prior fiscal year.
Agencies that receive allocations of Measure D funds include: Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC), cities of Capitola, Santa Cruz,
Scotts Valley, and Watsonville, the County of Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz Metropolitan
Transit District (METRO), and Community Bridges/Lift Line.
The purpose of the audits and expenditure reports is to help confirm that the
expenditure of funds is in accordance with the Measure D Ordinance and
Expenditure Plan adopted by the voters and Measure D Funding Agreement with
recipient agencies.
Per Section 32C of the voter approved Ordinance, Measure D requires
establishment of an oversight committee. The oversight committee is tasked with
the following responsibilities:
•
•
•

Reviewing Expenditure Plan expenditures on an annual basis to ensure they
conform to the Ordinance
Reviewing annual audits and reports prepared by independent auditors, describing
how funds were spent
Producing a publicly available Annual Report of oversight activities

18-1

DISCUSSION
Earlier this year, the Measure D Taxpayer Oversight Committee reviewed audits and
expenditure reports from each of the agencies allocated Measure D revenues. The
audits and reports covered FY20/21. The audits and expenditure reports are
available online at:
https://sccrtc.org/funding-planning/measured/taxpayer-oversight/
Based on the oversight committee’s review of the audits and expenditure reports
from recipient agencies, committee members prepared an annual report that
includes a letter from them commenting on whether the provisions and
requirements have been complied with through FY20/21. The annual report focuses
on the financials and findings of the audits, and also includes highlights of FY20/21
expenditures. Attachment 1 is the FY20/21 Measure D Annual Report in English and
Attachment 2 is the FY20/21 Measure D Annual Report in Spanish. Staff
recommends that the commission receive the Measure D Annual Report for
FY20/21 (Attachment 1 & Attachment 2).

FISCAL IMPACTS: There are no fiscal impacts associated with receiving the Measure
D Taxpayer Oversight Committee Annual Report regarding FY20/21 expenditures
and audits.

SUMMARY
The Measure D Ordinance requires the oversight committee to report to the public
regarding the FY20/21 expenditures and annual audits. The Measure D Annual
Report has concluded that the expenditure of Measure D funds has been in
accordance with the Measure D Ordinance and Expenditure Plan for the period of
July 1, 2020, through June 30, 2021.
Attachments:
1. FY20/21 Measure D Annual Report (English)
2. FY20/21 Measure D Annual Report (Spanish)
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ATTACHMENT 1

Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

In November 2016, over two-thirds of Santa Cruz
County voters approved Measure D, an ordinance
with a comprehensive and inclusive package of
transportation improvements to be developed in
the County that would be funded by the imposition
of a Retail Transactions and Use Tax of one-half of
one percent (0.5%) for a period of 30 years.
The tax became effective on April 1, 2017. The
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission (RTC) is designated as the Local
Transportation Authority (the Authority) to
implement the provisions of Measure D. Consistent
with the Expenditure Plan, the RTC allocates,
administers, and oversees the expenditure of
all Measure D revenues which are not directly
allocated by formula to other agencies.
Since the implementation of the tax in April 2017
through June 2021, $48 million of Measure D funds
have been expended by the RTC and the other
recipient local agencies.
Section 32 of the ordinance specifies that an
Independent Oversight Committee (or Taxpayer
Oversight Committee) be formed by the
Commission’s Board of Directors to review the
annual independent fiscal audit of the expenditure
of Transportation Tax funds and issue an annual
report on its findings regarding compliance with
the requirements of the Expenditure Plan and the
ordinance to the Authority Board of Directors. The
Independent Oversight Committee consists of five
members who are residents of Santa Cruz County
and are neither elected officials of any government
nor employees from any agency or organization
that oversees or implements projects funded from
the proceeds of the sales tax.
Oversight Committee members are appointed by
the RTC Board for two-year terms. The current
Oversight Committee Members are:
•

•

Supervisorial District 2: Jake Farrar, Vice
Chair

•

Supervisorial District 3: Philip Hodsdon

•

Supervisorial District 4: Trina Coffman
Gomez

•

Supervisorial District 5: Andre Duurvoort,
Chair

The Committee held meetings via video
conference on March 30 and April 6, 2022
to review Fiscal Year 2020/2021 (FY20/21)
expenditures. Meeting materials and minutes
are available for review on the RTC website:
https://sccrtc.org/meetings/measure-d-taxpayeroversight-committee/.
During the meetings held in 2022, the Committee
reviewed the Measure D Financial Statements
that were audited by independent Certified Public
Accounting firms and annual reports for the
Measure D recipient agencies:

Santa Cruz County
Transportation
Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
Supervisorial
DistrictRegional
1: Sandra
Skees
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Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

•

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission

•

County of Santa Cruz

•

City of Capitola

•

City of Santa Cruz

•

City of Scotts Valley

•

City of Watsonville

•

Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District

•

Community Bridges

Effects of COVID-19 on Measure D Funds

The audits did not have any negative findings
as to the expenditure of the Measure D funds
nor were any incidents of non-compliance
with the Ordinance noted. Oversight committee
members noted the annual reports had been
expanded to provide additional information as
requested by the Committee in prior years.
For FY20/21, the RTC allocated $24 million in net
Measure D revenues to cities, the County, Santa

Cruz METRO, Community Bridges, and regional
investment categories and projects based on
formulas set forth in the voter approved Measure
D Ordinance and Expenditure Plan. Recipient
agencies expended $17 million of Measure D
revenues on projects and services in FY20/21.
Any balance of allocations not expended through
FY20/21 are carried over for use in future years.

While the COVID-19 global pandemic has had a
significant impact on local businesses, travel and
consumer habits, FY20/21 Measure D revenues
exceeded the forecast by a wide margin, coming
in 16% higher than in FY19/20 and 11% higher
than in FY18/19. The impacts of AB147 (CA
adoption of the Wayfair decision related to online
sales), consumer confidence, higher prices, and
increased spending on things such as home
improvement and personal vehicles attributed
to the increase in sales tax revenue. Santa
Cruz tourism was also far above what anyone
expected, and revenues attributed to AB147
helped smooth the impact of the pandemic.

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

A summary of Measure D Funds received and expended from July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 follows
as reported in the audited financial statements of each agency:

Investment Category

FY20/21
Allocations1
(accrual basis)

Distributions
(cash basis,
paid 7/1/206/30/21)

FY20/21
Expenditures2

SLV SR9

$333,333

$333,333

$66,125

Hwy 17 Wildlife

$166,667

$166,667

$2,878

City of Capitola

$351,956

$339,974

$69,112

$1,520,709

$1,460,033

$644,414

$333,330

$321,279

$526,490

City of Watsonville

$1,030,722

$987,552

$684,211

County of Santa Cruz

$3,462,359

$3,311,909

$2,869,015

Neighborhood

% of Measure D
Net Revenues

30%

City of Santa Cruz
City of Scotts Valley

Transit/Paratransit – Santa
Cruz METRO

16%

$3,839,507

$3,691,067

$2,476,732

Paratransit - Lift Line

4%

$959,877

$922,767

$818,644

Highway Corridors

25%

$5,999,230

$5,767,290

$3,127,139

Active Transportation

17%

$4,079,476

$3,921,757

$3,251,718

Rail Corridor

8%

$1,919,754

$1,845,533

$2,555,492

Net Revenues (net fees,
admin/implementation)

100%

$23,996,919

$23,069,161

$17,091,980

Admin. Salaries & Benefits

1%

$246,753

$237,483

$263,406

Varies

$431,591

$441,756

$346,971

$24,675,262

$23,748,400

$17,702,357

$183,470

$176,030

$183,470

Implementation &
Oversight
Total
State CDTFA (BOE) Fees

actuals

Figure 1: FY 20/21 Expenditures
Notes:
This table includes a combination of information from the RTC and local agency audited financial information and project expenditure reports.
Audited financials are typically presented on a modified or full accrual basis which means revenues are recognized when earned, not when
received.
1.

FY20/21 Allocations reflect RTC audited accrual basis, whereas some agencies showed revenues on a modified accrual or cash basis in their
audits. Allocation amounts shown for METRO and Community Bridges do not include interest paid by RTC.

2.

Expenditures, typically shown on accrual basis, include some expenditures of carryover revenues from prior years.

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

As shown in the table above, the total Measure D funds collected and allocated (on an accrual basis)
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2021 by the RTC were $24,675,262. This includes funds allocated
for administration and implementation of the measure by the RTC. The agencies also earned interest
income on Measure D funds not yet expended – earned interest income must also be spent as Measure
D revenues. This includes $192,340 in interest income that the RTC earned on Measure D Funds
designated for regional investments categories.
The RTC distributed $11,498,459 to other agencies based on formulas set forth in the Measure D
Expenditure Plan. The cities, the County, Santa Cruz METRO, and Community Bridges expended
$8,088,618 in Measure D funds on transportation projects during FY20/21. The RTC expended
$9,003,352 on regional projects and programs.
Measure D funds totaling $46 million (including interest) will be carried over to future years for use on
projects approved by their governing boards, with nearly $31 million for regional investment categories
and projects and direct-recipient agency funds of approximately $15 million. Each agency has developed
detailed 5-year plans that indicate the specific projects that will be funded with the carryover funding.
This information can be found in each agency’s reports online at: https://sccrtc.org/funding-planning/
measured/taxpayer-oversight/ and on their local agency websites.
Measure D continues to serve as a crucial source of local transportation funding for the Santa Cruz
County community. The Committee encourages recipient agencies to move quickly to put
unspent balances to work, use Measure D to leverage grants, integrate traffic calming, bike,
and pedestrian facilities into Measure D-funded projects where feasible, and to look forward
to continuing to work with the community to ensure the ongoing success of the Measure D
program.
The Committee would also like the community to be aware of the fact that one of the benefits
of Measure D is the ability to use local tax funds to bring more money into the county for
transportation projects. The Measure D program has leveraged more than $131 million in outside
funding for our transportation system. More details are included in this annual report.
The Measure D Taxpayer Oversight Committee hereby finds that the Authority and Recipient
Agencies are proceeding in accordance with the Measure D Ordinance, based on our review
of audits and expenditures for the period from July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021.

Andre Duurvoort, Chair
Measure D Taxpayer Oversight Committee

Santa Cruz County
Regional
Commission
| (831) Commission
460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
Santa
CruzTransportation
County Regional
Transportation
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Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

The following graph provides a comparison of the annual revenues and expenditures for regional projects
and cities, County, METRO, and Community Bridges from Fiscal Years 2016 to 2021. Revenues ranged
between $20 million and $25 million per year. Expenditures varied more widely between $4.5 million and
$16 million per year. While expenditures have consistently stayed below the amount of revenues received
annually, many agencies have been carrying over balances for major projects planned in future years. The
increasing amount in expenditures from 2016 to 2021 can be attributed in part to the completion of preconstruction work for projects that are funded by Measure D. The gap is expected to narrow even more in
the next couple years.

Figure 2: Comparison of Annual Revenues & Expenditures

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

Carryover Balances
As Figure 2 shows, revenues have exceeded
expenditures each year. The funds that are not
allocated in an early fiscal year are then carried
over by the agencies to fund major projects
under development in later years. The carry over
balances help build up the funding needed for
the construction of long lead projects such as the
Highway 1 auxiliary lanes and bus-on-shoulder
projects, various segments of the Coastal Rail
Trail, and many other projects that are under
development. As these projects go to construction
carryover balances are expected to decrease
across all program categories.

activities to get projects “shovel ready” for
construction. Some of the major projects for which
Measure D balances will be used include:
•

Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing, which started
construction in early 2022

•

Watsonville’s Lee Road Trail Project

•

North Coast Segment 5 of the Coastal Rail
Trail

•

Segments 8-12 of the Coastal Rail Trail
between Santa Cruz and Aptos

•

Highway 1 auxiliary lanes and buson-shoulder facilities and new bicycle/
pedestrian bridges over Highway 1 between
Soquel Drive in Santa Cruz/Live Oak and
Freedom Boulevard in Aptos

•

Highway 9 complete street projects in San
Lorenzo Valley

Projects to Look Forward to
As noted earlier, Measure D recipient agencies
have been saving up multiple years of Measure D
revenues for construction of several major projects
in the coming years, with some agencies using
Measure D funds in FY20/21 on pre-construction

Construction of the Highway 17 Wildlife Tunnel at Laurel Curve

Construction of the Coastal Rail Trail

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

Your Measure D Dollars at Work

In FY20/21, the recipient agencies used Measure D funds to provide comprehensive and inclusive
transportation projects throughout Santa Cruz County. In addition to addressing local street and road
maintenance, improving bicycle and pedestrian safety, and enhancing transit and paratransit service,
the funds were used to prepare upcoming projects for future construction, improve sustainability, reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, and address the challenges of the COVID-19 pandemic. Here are some
highlights of how your Measure D dollars were put to use in FY20/21:

Local Neighborhood Projects
City and county public works departments
used their apportionments of Measure D funds
to repair local roads and improve bicycle and
pedestrian facilities throughout the county.
Additional information on expenditures in
FY20/21 are included in each recipient agency’s
annual Expenditure Report, available online
at: sccrtc.org/funding-planning/measured/
taxpayer-oversight/ and on each recipient
agency’s website.

Leveraging Measure D Funds
One of the benefits of Measure D is the ability to use
the funds to bring more money into the county for
transportation projects. Measure D funds have been
used to leverage additional grant funds for a variety of
projects, including:
•

$107 million in SB1 grant funds from the California
Transportation Commission for construction of the
Phase 1 and Phase 2 Highway 1 Auxiliary Lanes
and Bus-on-Shoulder projects between the Soquel
and State Park Drive interchanges, as well as
multimodal investments along parallel sections of
Soquel Avenue/Drive

•

$9 million in Active Transportation Program grant
funds for construction of Segment 7, Phase II of
the Coastal Rail Trail

•

Over $11 million from the Federal Lands Access
Program, Land Trust of Santa Cruz County, and
Coastal Conservancy for Segment 5 of the Coastal
Rail Trail

•

$285,000 in Shortline Railroad Improvement
Program grant funds for the repair of the Pajaro
River Bridge

•

Over $700,000 in Federal Transit Administration
5310 and California Air Resources Board (CARB)
program grant funding for Community Bridges/Lift
Line vehicle cameras and Echolane MDT software

County of Santa Cruz
X Roadway resurfacing: Resurfaced 12
miles of roads around the county,
including in the Thurber, Seacliff Beach,
Lakeview Road, downtown Felton,
Corralitos, and Boulder Creek areas

Santa Cruz
Avenue
repaving
(before
& after),
County of
Santa Cruz

•

Over $3 million in Low Carbon Transit Operations
Program (LCTOP), State Transportation
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
| (831)
460-3200Local
| www.sccrtc.org
Improvement
Program,
Partnership Program,
and other grants for METRO electric buses
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Capitola
X Brommer Street Improvements project: Completed this
“complete streets” project that added approximately
1,000 feet of new rehabilitated roadway, new ADA
driveways and sidewalks, updated pavement markings,
new bicycle loop detectors, a green bike box, and
reconfigured the eastbound approach to 41st Avenue for
vehicle access
X Pavement Management Program: Began the design
phase for the 2021/2022 Road Rehabilitation Project
Santa Cruz
X City Arterial and Residential Collector Street
Reconstruction and Overlay projects: Repaved 4.03
miles of streets, paved 2,530 lineal feet of new bike
lanes and 11,296 lineal feet of shared roads and
sharrows, and constructed 20 new and replacement
curb ramps as part of the curb enhancement program
X Safe Routes 2 School and Bike Education: Constructed
safety improvements that included curbs, ramps,
roadway signs, streetlights, pedestrian activated
beacons, solar speed radar signs, and striping and
pavement markings

Brommer Street Improvements Project (during
construction & after), City of Capitola

X Covid-19 Slow Streets Program:
Launched a temporary pilot
program to reduce speeds
and volumes on 11 selected
neighborhood streets in
response to increased
neighborhood walking and biking
during the COVID-19 pandemic
Scotts Valley
X Glenwood Drive Improvements
Project: Pavement repairs and
construction of new bike lanes and
crosswalks from K Street to the city
limits

Hall Street Surface Seal (before & after), City of Santa Cruz

X Citywide roadway repairs: Completed
roadway repairs, such as root repair
work on several streets including
Lockhart Gulch and Whispering Pines,
County
Regional
Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
and Santa
trenchCruz
repair
work
on Bethany
Drive and Janis Way

18-11Drive Improvements (before & after), City of Scotts Valley
Glenwood
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Watsonville
X Lincoln Street Overlay Project: Construction of this
project that passes through the Watsonville High
School campus to improve pedestrian safety in the
area. Work included curb extensions, landscaping,
lighting, enhanced crosswalks, improved
sidewalks, pavement markings, and signage.
X Bicycle Safety Improvements: Continued a
contract with Ecology Action for bicycle safety
training in Watsonville elementary schools, and
with Bike Santa Cruz County to implement their
Earn-A-Bike program at Pajaro Valley High School
and among middle school students. Education
programs integrated online resources and trainings
in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Lincoln Street Overlay Project, City of Watsonville

X Lee Road Trail: Prepared design and environmental documents for the project
X Trail Maintenance and Improvements: Prepared designs for trail repair and maintenance projects
X Pedestrian & Traffic Safety: Implemented pedestrian safety programs, sidewalk repairs, and design
for traffic signals
X Pavement Projects: Prepared design documents for the Green Valley Road Improvements Project
from Freedom Boulevard to the city limits

Community Bridges/Lift Line – Paratransit Services
X Lift Line provided essential rides to Santa Cruz County residents, including to grocery stores, banks,
pharmacies, and to COVID-19 vaccination and testing sites. With senior meal sites closed due to
COVID-19, Lift Line delivered medically tailored meals through Teen Kitchen/California Alliance.
X Installed fast charging equipment for electric vehicles and upgraded its new 9,000-square-foot
Watsonville-based operation/maintenance facility
X Initiated pre-construction development of a new parking lot for its new transit facility with
construction anticipated in 2022
X Purchased new scheduling software and mobile data equipment to be installed into their vehicles

Santa Cruz METRO
X Replaced aging buses, which were beyond their
useful life, with more efficient and lower emission/
cleaner running equipment. The new vehicles
improve fleet reliability and reflect METRO’s
continued commitment to the transition to clean
air buses.
County
Regional
Transportation
• Santa
FourCruz
electric
buses,
three
New Flyer Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
replacements, and three paratransit vehicles
18-12
were acquired.
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Regional Expenditure Categories
About 50% of Measure D revenues are allocated to regional expenditure categories. The RTC is responsible
for programming and allocating those funds to specific projects.

Active Transportation - Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network
During FY20/21, Measure D funds were used on environmental review, permitting,
design, coordination, and other actions required for Rail Trail projects, including:

X RTC staff provided ongoing oversight and technical assistance for implementation of
the MBSST, including coordination with local jurisdictions and Central Federal Lands of
the Federal Highways Administration who are implementing specific sections of the trail
network.
X The City of Santa Cruz completed construction of Segment 7, Phase I from Natural
Bridges Drive to Bay Street/California
Avenue. The trail opened for use in
December 2020.
X The City of Santa Cruz continued working
on final design for Segment 7, Phase II from Bay
Street/California Avenue to the Santa Cruz Wharf and
prepared a successful Active Transportation Program
(ATP) grant application using Measure D funds as a
match for construction. This section of trail is scheduled
to start construction in 2022.
X In coordination with the RTC, Federal Highway
Administration Central Federal Lands Highway Division
continued development of Segment 5 from Wilder
Ranch State Park to Davenport with preconstruction
Segment 7, Phase I, City of Santa Cruz
activities, including environmental review, design,
right-of-way, and permitting. The 5.4-mile section from Wilder Ranch to Panther/Yellowbank Beach
is fully funded for construction and expected to be ready to break ground in FY22/23, pending the
release of federal funds. In FY20/21, the RTC also prepared grant applications for the remaining
2.1-mile section of the trail.
X The City of Santa Cruz, in partnership with the County of Santa Cruz, initiated technical studies to
support preliminary design and environmental review of Segments 8 & 9 between the Santa Cruz
Wharf and 17th Avenue. The City is pursuing grants, using Measure D funds as match, to fully
fund construction.
X The County of Santa Cruz, in partnership with the City of Capitola, initiated technical studies to
support preliminary environmental review and preliminary design of Segments 10 & 11 from 17th
Avenue to State Park Drive.
X Environmental review and preliminary design were initiated by Caltrans in partnership with the
RTC for Segment 12 between State Park Drive and Rio Del Mar Boulevard as part of the Highway
1 Freedom-State
ParkRegional
Auxiliary
Lanes and Bus-on-Shoulder
project.
This section
of trail includes
Santa Cruz County
Transportation
Commission | (831)
460-3200
| www.sccrtc.org
bridges over Highway 1 and Soquel Drive connecting coastal neighborhoods and Aptos Village.
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Active Transportation - Continued

X Construction of Segment 18, Phase I between Ohlone Parkway
and the Watsonville Slough Trail was completed with the
official ribbon cutting taking place in July 2021. Measure D
expenditures for Segment 18 will be reflected in the FY21/22
audit. The City of Watsonville continued design for Phase
II between Lee Road and Ohlone Parkway and between the
Slough Trail and Walker Street.
X The RTC continued to use Measure D funds to maintain
the future Rail Trail corridor, including vegetation control;
tree maintenance; trash and dumping abatement;
encampments; drainage maintenance and repairs; and
clearing encroachments. The RTC also initiated work to secure
environmental permits to support maintenance activities.

Segment 18, Phase I, City of Watsonville

Highway 9/SLV Corridor and Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing
X Building off the community-based Highway 9 “complete
streets” corridor plan, Caltrans and the RTC used
Measure D funds in FY20/21 to scope and identify priority
projects for implementation along the corridor through
preparation of a Project Initiation Document (PID). Once
the PID is complete, Measure D revenues will be used
to initiate future phases of priority projects to get them
construction-ready and competitive for state and federal
grants.
X Caltrans finalized design plans for the Highway 17 Wildlife
Crossing using State Highway Operation and Protection
Program (SHOPP) funds. RTC staff, the Land Trust, and Caltrans finalized fund agreements in
FY20/21 for $5 million from Measure D and $3 million from the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County,
which will be used for construction of the project which broke ground in February 2022.

Highway Corridors
Highway 1 - Auxiliary Lanes and Bus-on-Shoulder Projects
The RTC is sponsoring the development of three contracts to construct five (5) new sets of auxiliary lanes
and implement a hybrid bus-on-shoulder program along 7.5 miles of Highway 1.
X Design and right-of-way work for auxiliary lanes and bus-on-shoulder facilities between 41st Avenue
and Soquel Drive (Phase 1) were finalized. The project includes a new bicycle/pedestrian bridge over
Highway 1 at Chanticleer Avenue. Construction is estimated to begin in 2022.
X Environmental review and preliminary engineering were completed for auxiliary lanes and bus-onshoulder facilities between State Park Drive and the Bay/Porter interchanges (Phase 2). Final design
and right-of-way acquisition work were initiated. The project includes a new bicycle/pedestrian bridge
at Mar Vista Avenue. Construction is anticipated to begin in 2023.
X Environmental review and preliminary design for auxiliary lanes and bus-on-shoulder facilities
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
between
Freedom Boulevard-Rio Del Mar-State Park Drive (Phase 3) were initiated. The project
includes the 1.25 mile Segment 12 of the Rail Trail from State Park Drive to Rio Del Mar Boulevard.
18-14
The project is estimated to be construction-ready
in 2025.
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Cruz511 Program
X The RTC, in partnership with the City of Santa Cruz, UCSC,
Ecology Action, and other entities, launched “Go Santa
Cruz County,” a robust transportation demand management
program, including an online commute manager and rewards
platform with dynamic ride matching and trip planning.
Consultants assisted with creating marketing materials,
an employer marketing toolkit, a program website (www.
gosantacruzcounty.org), and social media content. Additionally,
consultants assisted with employer outreach by engaging with major employers, onboarding new
employers to the platform, and providing virtual commuter workshops to participants. Over 1,400
new participants joined the program in FY20/21. RTC staff also continued to provide traffic safety
messaging and active transportation mapping resources to community members throughout the
county through www.cruz511.org. Cruz511 traveler information and rideshare resources were also
updated due to the global COVID-19 health crisis and local wildfires in FY20/21.
Safe on 17 and Freeway Service Patrol
X Measure D continued to provide critical funding for extra
California Highway Patrol (CHP) enforcement on Highway 17
through the Safe on 17 program. CHP Santa Cruz provided
1,140 hours of extra enforcement on Highway 17, making use
of all allocated funds for the year, $50,000 from SAFE and
$50,000 from Measure D.
X Measure D funds matched state funds to provide tow truck
patrols (FSP) on Highway 1 and Highway 17 during peak
travel times. The trucks work in tandem with the CHP to
reduce incident-related congestion and improve traffic flow
and safety by removing debris, assisting motorists with broken
down vehicles, clearing collisions and other incidents. The
FSP tow providers worked a total of 3,755 hours and provided
approximately 1,706 assists in FY20/21, with an average of 0.45 assists per hour. The most frequent
types of motorist aid provided by FSP included assistance with collisions, mechanical quick fixes, and
flat tire repair.

Rail Corridor
X Following extensive technical analysis and public outreach, in FY20/21 the RTC completed the Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis (TCAA), identifying electric passenger rail as the preferred transit
alternative for the corridor.
X The RTC completed the environmental and engineering work necessary to implement 2017 storm
damage repairs to the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line right-of-way.
X Final design of the Phase 1 Bridge Repairs project was completed, and Measure D funds were used
as a match to the Shortline Railroad Improvement Program grant funds secured in 2020 for the
repair of the Pajaro River Bridge, expected to begin construction in FY21/22.
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org

X Storm damage repairs, infrastructure preservation, and preventative maintenance for railroad
infrastructure continue to be funded on the18-15
rail corridor. Maintenance requests can be directed to
maintenance@sccrtc.org.

Page 12

Measure
PROJECT FACT SHEET

D
2016 Transportation Sales Tax
Taxpayer Oversight Committee
Annual Report: Fiscal Year 20/21

Administrative and Implementation Activities
X Policies and procedures were followed to safeguard taxpayer dollars and ensure they are expended
per voter direction.
X Accounting and fiscal systems were used to manage each of the accounts and disburse funding to
direct recipients per voter approved formulas.
X Five-year plans were prepared and amended as needed to delineate planned projects using Measure
D revenues.
X Annual independent fiscal audits and expenditure reports were prepared.
X Ongoing outreach and community engagement was conducted via website updates (www.sccrtc.org/
move), Facebook, NextDoor, and eNews.
X Taxpayer Oversight Committee met to review Measure D expenditures and create the annual report.

Sign up for the RTC enews list to stay up-to-date on Measure D projects and for information
on opportunities to provide public input on planned Measure D projects in the County:
Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
www.sccrtc.org/about/esubscriptions/.
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En noviembre del 2016, más de dos tercios de los
votantes del condado de Santa Cruz aprobaron la
Medida D, una ordenanza con un paquete amplio
e inclusivo para mejorar el transporte del condado
y que se financiaría con la imposición de un
impuesto de medio porcentaje (0.5%) por 30 años
sobre todas las transacciones de venta y de uso.
El impuesto se efectuó el 1o de abril del 2017.
La Comisión Regional de Transporte del Condado
de Santa Cruz (RTC) está designada como la
Autoridad de Transporte Local (la Autoridad) para
implementar las estipulaciones de la Medida D.
De acuerdo con el Plan de Gastos, la RTC asigna,
administra, y supervisa el gasto de todos los
ingresos de la Medida D que no han sido asignados
directamente por fórmula estipulada en la Medida
D a otras agencias.
Desde la implementación del impuesto en abril del
2017 hasta junio del 2021, la RTC y otras agencias
locales receptoras han gastado $48 millones de
fondos de la Medida D.
La Sección 32 de la ordenanza dice que la Junta
Directiva de la Comisión formará un Comité
de Supervisión Independiente (o Comité de
Supervisión del Contribuyente) para revisar la
auditoría fiscal independiente anual del gasto
de los fondos del Impuesto. Después el Comité
presentara un informe de la investigación sobre el
cumplimiento de los requisitos del Plan de Gastos
y la ordenanza a la Junta de Directores de la
Autoridad. El Comité de Supervisión Independiente
incluye cinco miembros que son residentes del
condado de Santa Cruz y que no son funcionarios
electos de ningún gobierno ni empleados de
ninguna agencia u organización que supervise o
implemente proyectos financiados con los ingresos
del impuesto.

Supervisión son:
•

Distrito de Supervisión 1: Sandra Skees

•

Distrito de Supervisión 2: Jake Farrar,
vicepresidente

•

Distrito de Supervisión 3: Philip Hodsdon

•

Distrito de Supervisión 4: Trina Coffman
Gomez

•

Distrito de Supervisión 5: Andre Duurvoort,
presidente

El Comité organizo reuniones por videoconferencia
el 30 de marzo y el 6 de abril del 2022 para
revisar los gastos del año fiscal 2020/2021
(FY20/21). Los materiales y los minutos de
las reuniones están disponibles para el público
en la página web de la RTC: https://sccrtc.
org/meetings/measure-d-taxpayer-oversightcommittee/.

Los miembros del Comité de Supervisión son
designados
por Cruz
la Junta
de Regional
la RTC por
períodos deCommission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
Santa
County
Transportation
dos años. Los miembros actuales del Comité de
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Durante las reuniones organizadas en el 2022, el
Comité revisó los Estados Financieros de la Medida
D que fueron auditados por firmas independientes
de Contadores Públicos Certificados y los informes
anuales de las agencias receptoras de la Medida
D:
•

Comisión Regional de Transporte del
Condado de Santa Cruz

•

Condado de Santa Cruz

•

Ciudad de Capitola

•

Ciudad de Santa Cruz

•

Ciudad de Scotts Valley

•

Ciudad de Watsonville

•

Distrito de Tránsito Metropolitano de Santa
Cruz

•

Puentes de la Comunidad

Ninguna de las auditorías tuvo resultados
negativos en cuanto al gasto de los fondos de
la Medida D y no se observaron incidentes de
incumplimiento de la Ordenanza. Los miembros
del comité de supervisión notaron que los
informes anuales se habían ampliado para incluir
información adicional según lo solicitado por el
Comité en años anteriores.
Para el año fiscal 20/21, la RTC dedico $24
millones en ingresos netos de la Medida D a
las ciudades, el Condado, Santa Cruz METRO,
Puentes de la Comunidad y proyectos de inversión
regional, según las fórmulas establecidas en la
Ordenanza y el Plan de Gastos de la Medida D.
Las agencias beneficiarias gastaron $17 millones
de los ingresos de la Medida D en proyectos y
servicios en el año fiscal 20/21. El dinero que no
fue gastado en el año fiscal 20/21 será traspasado
al siguiente año para financiar proyectos en el
futuro.

Efectos de COVID-19 en los fondos de
la Medida D
La pandemia global de COVID-19 ha tenido un
impacto significativo en los negocios locales,
los viajes y los hábitos de los consumidores,
los ingresos de la Medida D del año fiscal
20/21 superaron el pronóstico por un amplio
margen, con un 16 % más que en el año fiscal
19/20 y un 11 % más que en el año fiscal
18/19. Los impactos de AB147 (adopción de
CA de la decisión de Wayfair), la confianza del
consumidor, los precios más altos y el mayor
gasto en cosas como mejoras para el hogar y
vehículos personales se atribuyen al aumento en
los ingresos por impuestos sobre las ventas. El
turismo de Santa Cruz también estuvo muy por
encima de lo que cualquiera hubiera esperado
tan temprano y los ingresos atribuidos a AB147
ayudaron a suavizar el impacto de la pandemia.

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Aquí, se incluye un resumen de los fondos de la Medida D recibidos y gastados desde el 1o de julio del 2020
hasta el 30 de junio del 2021, tal como se informa en los estados financieros auditados de cada agencia:
Categoría de Inversión

Asignaciónes
en Base
Devengada del
Año
Fiscal 20/211

Distribuciones
Pagadas en Efectivo
7/1/20-6/30/21

Gastros del
Año
Fiscal 20/212

SLV SR9

$333,333

$333,333

$66,125

Carretera 17-Animales Silvestres

$166,667

$166,667

$2,878

Ciudad de Capitola

$351,956

$339,974

$69,112

$1,520,709

$1,460,033

$644,414

$333,330

$321,279

$526,490

Ciudad de Watsonville

$1,030,722

$987,552

$684,211

Condado de Santa Cruz

$3,462,359

$3,311,909

$2,869,015

Vecindario

%

30%

Ciudad de Santa Cruz
Ciudad de Scotts Valley

Transito/Paratransito – METRO

16%

$3,839,507

$3,691,067

$2,476,732

Paratransito - Linea Lift

4%

$959,877

$922,767

$818,644

Corredores de Carreteras

25%

$5,999,230

$5,767,290

$3,127,139

Transporte Activo

17%

$4,079,476

$3,921,757

$3,251,718

Corredor de las Vias del Tren

8%

$1,919,754

$1,845,533

$2,555,492

100%

$23,996,919

$23,069,161

$17,091,980

1%

$246,753

$237,483

$263,406

varía

$431,591

$441,756

$346,971

$24,675,262

$23,748,400

$17,702,357

$183,470

$176,030

$183,470

Ingresos Netos
Salarios y Beneficios Administrativos
Implementación y Supervisión
Total
Tarifas Estatales CDTFA (BOE)

actuales

Figura 1: Gastos del Año Fiscal 20/21
Notas:
Esta tabla incluye una combinación de información de la RTC y la información financiera auditada por la agencia local y los informes de gastos del
proyecto. Los estados financieros auditados generalmente se presentan sobre una base de acumulación modificada o total, lo cual significa que
los ingresos se reconocen cuando se obtienen, no cuando se reciben.
1.

Las asignaciones del año fiscal 20/21 reflejan la base acumulada auditada por RTC, mientras que algunas agencias mostraron ingresos
en base acumulada modificada o en efectivo en sus auditorías. Los montos de asignación que se muestran para METRO y Puentes de la
Comunidad no incluyen los intereses pagados por RTC.

2.

Los gastos, que normalmente se muestran en valores devengados, incluyen algunos gastos de los ingresos que sobran de años anteriores.

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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La tabla detalla que la cantidad de fondos recaudados y asignados (sobre una base devengada) para el
año fiscal que termino el 30 de junio del 2021 por la RTC fue $24 675 262. Esta cantidad incluye los fondos
asignados para la administración e implementación de la medida por parte del SCCRTC. Las agencias
también obtuvieron ingresos de los intereses recaudados por los fondos de la Medida D, esto intereses
serán gastados de la misma manera que los ingresos de la Medida D. Esto incluye $192,340 en ingresos
de intereses que la RTC ganó en los Fondos de la Medida D designados para categorías de inversiones
regionales.
La RTC distribuyó $11,498,459 a otras agencias según las fórmulas establecidas en el Plan de Gastos de
la Medida D. Las siguientes organizaciones: el condado, Santa Cruz METRO y Puentes de la Comunidad
gastaron $8,088,618 de los fondos de la Medida D en proyectos de transporte durante el año fiscal 20/21.
Mientras tanto, la RTC gastó $9,003,352 en proyectos y programas regionales.
Los fondos de la Medida D que no fueron gastados, un total de $46 millones (incluyendo intereses), serán
transferidos a siguientes años para ser usados en futuros proyectos aprobados por sus juntas directivas.
Estos fondos incluyen $31 millones dedicados a categorías para proyectos de inversión regional y $15 para
agencias que reciben los fondos directamente.
Cada agencia ha desarrollado planes detallados de 5 años que indican los proyectos específicos que se
financiarán con los fondos que sobran para futuros años. Esta información se puede encontrar en los
informes de esta página web: https://sccrtc.org/funding-planning/measured/taxpayer-oversight/ y en las
páginas de sus agencias respectivas.
La Medida D es una fuente crucial de para financiar el transporte local en el condado de Santa Cruz.
El Comité les pide a las agencias que reciben fondos de la Medida D que utilicen los fondos
rápidamente, negocien subvenciones, inviertan infraestructura para calmar el tráfico, en
elementos para ciclistas, peatones, en proyectos designados por la Medida D, y en continuar
colaborando con la comunidad para asegurar el éxito de la Medida D.
Al Comité también le gustaría que la comunidad tenga en cuenta que uno de los beneficios de la
Medida D (2016) es la capacidad de utilizar los fondos de los impuestos locales para atraer más dinero al
condado para proyectos de transporte. El programa de la Medida D (2016) ha logrado solicitar más de $131
millones en fondos externos para nuestro sistema de transporte. Se incluyen más detalles en el resto de
este informe anual.
De acuerdo con esta información, el Comité de Supervisión de la Medida D determina que la
Autoridad y las Agencias Receptoras están procediendo de acuerdo con la Ordenanza de la
Medida D, según nuestra revisión de las auditorías y los gastos del período entre el 1o de julio
2020 y el 30 de junio 2021.

Andre Duurvoort, Presidente

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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La siguiente gráfica da una comparación de los ingresos y gastos anuales para proyectos regionales y
ciudades, condados, METRO y Línea de Lift desde los años fiscales 2016 hasta 2021. Los ingresos oscilaron
entre $20 millones y $25 millones por año. Los gastos variaron más ampliamente entre $ 4,5 millones y
$ 16 millones por año. Si bien los gastos se han mantenido consistentemente por debajo de la cantidad
de ingresos recibidos anualmente, muchas agencias han estado transfiriendo saldos para proyectos
importantes planeados en años futuros. La cantidad creciente de gastos de 2016 a 2021 se puede atribuir
en parte a la finalización del trabajo previo a la construcción de proyectos financiados por la Medida D. Se
espera que la diferencia se reduzca aún más en los próximos dos años.

Figura 2: Comparación de Ingresos y Gastos Anuales

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Saldos de Sobra Serán Utilizados para los
Próximos Años
Como muestra la Figura 2, los ingresos han
superado los gastos cada año. Los fondos que
no se asignan en un año fiscal temprano son
transferidos por las agencias para financiar
proyectos importantes en desarrollo en años
posteriores. Los saldos remanentes ayudan
a acumular los fondos necesarios para la
construcción de proyectos de larga duración como
la Carretera 1, varios segmentos del Coastal
Rail Trail y muchos otros proyectos que están
en desarrollo. A medida que estos proyectos se
destinan a la construcción, los saldos remanentes
son se espera que disminuya en todas las
categorías de programas.

los fondos de la Medida D en el año fiscal 20/21
en actividades y prepararlos para la construcción.
Algunos de los principales proyectos para los que
se utilizarán los saldos de la Medida D incluyen:
•

Proyecto en la Carretera 17 – Cruce de
Animales Silvestres, construcción comenzó en
2022

•

Proyecto del Camino Lee Road en Watsonville

•

Proyecto en el Segmento 5 de la Costa Norte
para el Camino en las Vías del Tren

•

Proyecto en los Segmentos 8-12 para el
Camino en las Vías del Tren

•

Construccion de carriles auxiliares para la
Carretera 1, instalaciones para autobuses,
nuevos puentes para ciclistas y peatones en la
Carretera 1 entre Soquel Drive y las calles de
Live Oak y Freedom Boulevard en Aptos

•

Proyecto en la Carretera 9 – Proyecto para
Calles Completas en el Valle de San Lorenzo

Proyectos Futuros
Como se mencionó anteriormente, las agencias
receptoras de la Medida D han estado ahorrando
varios años de los ingresos de la Medida D para
la construcción de varios proyectos importantes
en los próximos años, y algunas agencias usaron

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Como Se Utilizaron Sus Dólares con la Medida D

En el año fiscal 20/21, los beneficiarios utilizaron los fondos de la Medida D para proporcionar proyectos de
transporte integrales e inclusivos en todo el condado de Santa Cruz. Además de abordar el mantenimiento
de calles y caminos locales, mejorar la seguridad de los ciclistas y peatones, y mejorar el servicio de
tránsito y paratránsito, los fondos se usaron para preparar los próximos proyectos para la construcción
futura, mejorar la sostenibilidad, reducir las emisiones de gases de efecto invernadero y abordar los
desafíos de la pandemia de COVID-19. Estos son los aspectos más destacados de cómo se usaron sus
dólares de la Medida D en el año fiscal 20/21:

Proyectos Locales en los Vecindarios
En el año fiscal 20/21, los departamentos de
obras públicas de la ciudad y el condado usaron
sus fondos de la Medida D para reparar caminos
locales y mejorar las instalaciones para ciclistas
y peatones en todo el condado. Información
adicional sobre los gastos en el año fiscal 20/21
se encuentra en el Informe de gastos anual de
cada agencia receptora y están disponibles en
la página web: sccrtc.org/funding-planning/
measured/taxpayer-oversight/ y en las páginas
de las agencias participantes.

Oportunidades Disponibles con los Fondos de la
Medida D
Uno de los beneficios de la Medida D es la capacidad de usar
los fondos para traer más dinero al condado para proyectos
de transporte. Los fondos de la Medida D se han utilizado
para aprovechar fondos de subvenciones adicionales para
una variedad de proyectos, que incluyen:
•

$107 millones en fondos de subvención SB1 de
la Comisión de Transporte de California para la
construcción de la Fase 1 y la Fase 2 de los carriles
auxiliares de la Carretera 1 y los proyectos Bus-onShoulder entre los intercambios de Soquel y State Park
Drive, así como inversiones multimodales a lo largo de
secciones paralelas de Avenida Soquel/Drive.

•

$9 millones en fondos de subvención del Programa de
Transporte Activo para la construcción del Segmento 7,
Fase II del Camino en las Vías del Tren.

•

Más de $11 millones del Programa Federal de Acceso
a Tierras, Land Trust del Condado de Santa Cruz y
Conservación de la Costa para el Segmento 5 del
Camino en las Vías del Tren.

•

$285,000 en fondos de subvención del Programa
de Mejoramiento del Ferrocarril Shortline para la
reparación del Puente del Río Pájaro.

•

Más de $700,000 en subvenciones del programa de la
Administración Federal de Tránsito 5310 y la Junta de
Recursos del Aire de California (CARB) para cámaras
de vehículos Puentes de la Comunidad/ Línea de Lift y
software Echolane MDT.

Condado de Santa Cruz
X Repavimentación de carreteras:
repavimentación de 12 millas de carreteras
en todo el condado, incluso en las áreas de
Thurber, la Playa Seacliff, Lakeview Road, el
centro de Felton, Corralitos y Boulder Creek

Repavimentación
de la Avenida
Santa Cruz
(antes y
después),
Condado de
Santa Cruz

•

Más de $3 millones en el Programa de operaciones
de tránsito con bajas emisiones de carbono (LCTOP),
el Programa de mejora del transporte estatal, el
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
Programa de asociación local y otras subvenciones para
autobuses eléctricos de METRO.
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Capitola
X Proyecto de mejoras de la calle Brommer: Completó
este proyecto de “calles completas” que agregó
aproximadamente 1,000 pies de carretera nueva
rehabilitada, nuevas entradas de vehículos y aceras ADA,
marcas de pavimento actualizadas, nuevos detectores
de bucles para bicicletas, una caja de bicicletas verde y
reconfiguró el acceso en dirección este a la 41. Avenida
para acceso de vehículos.
X Programa de Gestión de Pavimentos: Se inició la fase de
diseño del Proyecto de Rehabilitación Vial 2021/2022.
Santa Cruz
X Proyectos de superposición y reconstrucción de calles
residenciales y arteriales: Repavimentación de 4.03 millas
de calles, pavimentación de 2,530 pies lineales de nuevos
carriles para bicicletas y 11,296 pies lineales de caminos
compartidos y sharrows , y construcción de 20 rampas de
acera nuevas y de reemplazo como parte de la mejora de la
acera programa.
X Rutas Seguras 2 Escuela y Educación para Bicicletas: Se
construyeron mejoras de seguridad que incluyeron bordillos,
rampas, señales, farolas, balizas activadas por peatones,
señales de radar de velocidad solar y
marcas en el pavimento.

Proyecto de mejoras para la calle Brommer (durante
construcción y después), Ciudad de Capitola

X Programa Calles Lentas Covid-19:
Lanzó un programa piloto temporal
para reducir la velocidad y el
volumen en 11 calles de vecindarios
seleccionados en respuesta al
aumento de peatones y ciclistas en
esos vecindarios durante la pandemia
de COVID-19.
Scotts Valley

Proyecto para sellar la Superficie de Hall Street (antes y después), Ciudad de Santa Cruz

X Proyecto de mejoras de Glenwood Drive:
reparación del pavimento y construcción
de nuevos carriles para bicicletas y
cruces peatonales desde K Street hasta
los límites de la ciudad.
X Reparaciones de carreteras en toda
la ciudad: reparaciones completas de
carreteras, como trabajos de reparación
Santa
Cruz
County
Regional
Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
en varias
calles
que
incluyen
Lockhart
Gulch y Whispering Pines, y trabajos de
Proyecto
de mejoras para Glenwood Drive (antes y después), Ciudad de Scotts
18-25
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Watsonville
X Proyecto de Superposición de Lincoln Street: Se termino
la construcción del proyecto para la Preparatoria de
Watsonville que va a mejorar la seguridad de los peatones.
El trabajo incluyó extensiones de la acera, paisajismo
, iluminación, cruces peatonales mejorados, aceras
mejoradas, marcas en el pavimento y señalización.
X Mejoras en la seguridad para ciclistas: se continuó un
contrato con Ecology Action (Ecología en Acción) para
educar a las personas sobre la seguridad de ciclistas en las
escuelas primarias de Watsonville. También, trabajamos
Proyecto de Superposición en la calle Lincoln, Watsonville
con Bike Santa Cruz County (Ciclismo en el Condado
de Santa Cruz) para implementar el programa Earn-A-Bike (Gane-Una-Bici) en la escuela secundaria
Pajaro Valley. Los programas educativos integraron recursos y entrenamientos por Internet durante la
pandemia de COVID-19.
X El Camino Lee Road: el diseño y documentos ambientales para el proyecto fueron preparados.
X Mantenimiento y Mejoras de Senderos: Diseños para proyectos de reparación y el mantenimiento de
senderos fueron preparados.
X Seguridad para peatones y tránsito: Programas para la seguridad de peatones, reparación de aceras e
instalación de semáforos.
X Proyectos de pavimentación: Se prepararon documentos y el diseño para el proyecto de mejoras de
Green Valley Road desde Freedom Boulevard hasta los límites de la ciudad.

Puentes de la Comunidad/Línea de Lift: Servicios de Paratránsito

X Se instalaron sistemas que cargan vehículos eléctricos rápidamente y mejoramos la nueva instalación
de operación/mantenimiento de 9,000 pies cuadrados en Watsonville.
X Se inicio la construcción de un nuevo estacionamiento para la nueva estación de tránsito.
X Se compro un nuevo sistema de computadora para agendar los horarios y para tener señal móvil en sus
vehículos.
X Lift Line brindó viajes esenciales a los residentes del condado de Santa Cruz a supermercados, bancos,
farmacias y sitios de vacunación y prueba de COVID-19. Con los sitios de comidas para personas
mayores cerrados debido a COVID-19, Lift Line entregó comidas médicamente adaptadas a través de
Teen Kitchen/California Alliance.

Santa Cruz METRO
X Se reemplazaron autobuses viejos, que estaban ya malogrados,
con autobuses más eficientes y que emiten menos emisiones.
Los nuevos vehículos mejoran la confiabilidad de la flota y
reflejan el compromiso continuo de METRO con la transición a
autobuses de aire limpio.

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org

•

Se adquirieron cuatro autobuses eléctricos, tres reemplazos
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Categorías de Gastos Regionales
Aproximadamente el 50% de los ingresos de la Medida D se asignan a categorías de gastos regionales. La
Comisión de Transporte Regional del Condado de Santa Cruz (RTC) es responsable de programar y asignar
estos fondos a proyectos específicos.

Transporte Activo – Sistema de Senderos del Santuario de Monterey Bay
(MBSST) o el Camino en las Vías del Tren

Durante el año fiscal 20/21, los fondos de la Medida D se utilizaron en la revisión ambiental,
permisos, diseño, coordinación y otras acciones requeridas para los proyectos en el Camino
en las Vías del Tren, que incluyen:
X
El personal de RTC brindó supervisión continua y asistencia técnica para la
implementación del MBSST, incluida la coordinación con las jurisdicciones locales y las Tierras
Federales Centrales de la Administración Federal de Carreteras que están implementando
secciones específicas de la red de senderos.
X
La Ciudad de Santa Cruz completó la
construcción del Segmento 7, Fase I desde Natural Bridges
Drive hasta Bay Street/California Avenue. El sendero se
abrió para su uso en diciembre de 2020.
X La Ciudad de Santa Cruz continuó trabajando en el diseño
final del Segmento 7, Fase II desde Bay Street/California
Avenue hasta el Muelle de Santa Cruz y preparó una exitosa
solicitud de subvención del Programa de Transporte Activo
(ATP) usando fondos de la Medida D como contrapartida
para la construcción. Esta sección del sendero está
programada para comenzar la construcción en la primavera
de 2022.
Segmento 7, Primera Etapa, Ciudad de Santa Cruz
X En coordinación con la RTC, la División de Carreteras
de Tierras Federales Centrales de la Administración Federal de Carreteras continuó el desarrollo del
Segmento 5 desde Davenport hasta el Parque Estatal del Rancho Wilder con actividades previas a la
construcción, incluida la revisión ambiental, el diseño, el derecho de paso y la obtención de permisos. La
sección de 5.4 millas desde el Rancho Wilder hasta las Playas Panther/Yellowbank está completamente
financiada para la construcción y se espera que esté lista para comenzar en el año fiscal 22/23, en
espera de la liberación de fondos federales. En el año fiscal 20/21, la RTC también preparó solicitudes de
subvenciones para la sección restante de 2.1 millas del sendero.

X La Ciudad de Santa Cruz, en asociación con el Condado de Santa Cruz, inició estudios técnicos para
respaldar el diseño preliminar y la revisión ambiental de los Segmentos 8 y 9 entre el Muelle de Santa
Cruz y 17th Avenue. La Ciudad está buscando subvenciones, usando fondos de la Medida D como
contrapartida, para financiar completamente la construcción.
X El Condado de Santa Cruz, en sociedad con la Ciudad de Capitola, inició estudios técnicos para apoyar la
revisión ambiental preliminar y el diseño preliminar de los Segmentos 10 y 11 desde 17th Avenue hasta
State Park Drive.
X La revisión
ambiental y el diseño preliminar fueron iniciados por Caltrans en sociedad con RTC para
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
el Segmento 12 entre State Park Drive y Rio Del Mar Boulevard como parte del proyecto Carretera 1
Freedom-State Park Auxiliary Lanes and Bus-on-Shoulder. Esta sección del sendero incluye puentes sobre
18-27
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Transporte Activo - Continuado

X La construcción del Segmento 18, Fase I entre la Avenida
Ohlone y el Camino en el Pantano de Watsonville se completó
con el corte de cinta oficial en julio de 2021. Los gastos de la
Medida D para el Segmento 18 se reflejarán en la auditoría
del año fiscal 21/22. La Ciudad de Watsonville continuó con
el diseño de la Fase II entre el Camino Lee Road, la Avenida
Ohlone, el Pantano de Watsonville, y la Calle Walker.
X La RTC continuó utilizando los fondos de la Medida D para
mantener el futuro Camino en las Vías del Tren, incluido el
control de la vegetación; mantenimiento de árboles; reducción
de basura y vertidos; campamentos; mantenimiento y
reparación de drenajes; y limpieza de invasiones. La RTC
también inició trabajos para obtener permisos ambientales
para apoyar las actividades de mantenimiento.

Segmento 18, Primera Etapa, Ciudad de Watsonville

Carretera 9/SLV y Cruce de Animales Silvestres en la Carretera 17
X Caltrans finalizó los planes del diseño para el Cruce de Animales Silvestres de la Carretera 17 utilizando
fondos del Programa de Protección y Operación de Carreteras Estatales (SHOPP). El personal de RTC,
Land Trust y Caltrans finalizaron acuerdos de fondos en el año fiscal 20/21 por $5 millones de la
Medida D y $3 millones del Land Trust del condado de Santa Cruz, que se utilizarán para la construcción
del proyecto que comenzó en febrero del 2022.
X El plan de “calles completas” para la Carretera 9 fue una idea de la comunidad a la cual Caltrans y la
RTC dedicaron fondos de la Medida D en el año fiscal 20/21. Después determinaron cuales proyectos
podrían ser priorizados a lo largo del corredor y prepararon un Documento de Inicio del Proyecto (PID).
Una vez que se complete el PID, los ingresos de la Medida D se utilizarán para iniciar las fases futuras
de los proyectos priorizados para que estén listos para la construcción y puedan competir para obtener
subvenciones estatales y federales.

Corredores de Carretera
Carretera 1: carriles auxiliares y proyectos de autobus en el arcén
La RTC está patrocinando la construccion de cinco (5) nuevos carriles auxiliares y tambien planea
implementar un programa de autobúses hibridos a lo largo de una seccion de 7.5 millas en la Carretera 1.
X Se finalizó el diseño y el trabajo para carriles auxiliares e instalaciones de autobuses en la seccion entre
41st Avenue y Soquel Drive (Fase 1). El proyecto incluye un nuevo puente para bicicletas y peatones
sobre la Carretera 1 en Chanticleer Avenue. Se estima que la construcción comenzará en el verano del
2022.
X Se completó un estudio ambiental y plan de ingeniería preliminaria para los carriles auxiliares y las
instalaciones de autobuses en el arcén entre State Park Drive y los intercambios Bay/Porter (Fase 2).
Tambien se inició el diseño y el trabajo de adquisición para el derecho de paso. El proyecto incluye un
nuevo puente para bicicletas y peatones en Mar Vista Avenue. Se estima que el proyect estará listo para
construccion en 2023.
X Finalmente,
inicio
un estudio
y el diseño
preliminario
los carriles
auxiliares y las
Santase
Cruz
County
Regionalambiental
Transportation
Commission
| (831) para
460-3200
| www.sccrtc.org
instalaciones de autobuses en el arcén entre Freedom Boulevard-Rio Del Mar-State Park Drive (Fase
3). El proyecto incluye el Segmento 12 con 1.25 millas del Camino en la Vías del Tren desde State Park
18-28
Drive hasta Rio Del Mar Boulevard. Se estima que el proyecto estará listo para construcción en 2025.
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El Programa Cruz511
X La RTC, en asociación con la Ciudad de Santa Cruz, UCSC, Ecología
en Acción y otras organizaciones, inicio el programa “Go Santa
Cruz County”, un programa de gestión de viajes, que incluye un
sistema para planear viajes diarios por Internet con recompensas
por viajes. Los consultores ayudaron con la creación de materiales
de marketing, un kit de herramientas de marketing para
empleadores, un sitio web del programa (www.gosantacruzcounty.
org) y contenido para redes sociales. Los consultores ayudaron
a conectar con los empleadores más grandes de la región, después incorporaron a los empleadores a
la plataforma y dieron talleres virtuales de capacitación para los participantes del programa. Más de
1,400 nuevos participantes se unieron al programa en el año fiscal 20/21. El personal de RTC también
continuó brindando mensajes de seguridad y recursos de mapeo de transporte activo a los miembros
de la comunidad en todo el condado a través de www.cruz511.org. La información para viajeros
de Cruz511 y los recursos de viajes compartidos también se actualizaron debido a la pandemia de
COVID-19 y los incendios forestales locales.
Seguridad en la Carretera 17 y las Patrullas de Servicio en la
Carretera
X La Medida D continuó brindando fondos críticos para la aplicación
adicional de la Patrulla de Carreteras de California (CHP) en
la Carretera 17 a través del programa “Safe on 17” (Seguros
en la 17). CHP Santa Cruz brindó 1,140 horas adicionales de
cumplimiento en la Carretera 17, haciendo uso de todos los fondos
asignados para el año, $50,000 de SAFE y $100,000 de la Medida
D.
X Los fondos de la Medida D fueron combinados con fondos de
Caltrans para proporcionar patrullas de grúas (FSP) en la Carretera
1 y la Carretera 17 durante las horas pico de viaje. Los camiones
trabajan en conjunto con CHP para reducir la congestión relacionada
con incidentes y mejorar el flujo de tráfico y la seguridad mediante la eliminación de escombros,
ayudando a los conductores con vehículos averiados, despejando colisiones y otros incidentes. Los
proveedores de remolque de FSP trabajaron un total de 3755 horas y brindaron aproximadamente
1706 asistencias en el año fiscal 20/21, con un promedio de 0,45 asistencias por hora. Los tipos
más frecuentes de ayuda para conductores por FSP incluyeron asistencia con colisiones, soluciones
mecánicas rápidas y el reparo de llantas ponchadas.

Camino del Tren
X Luego de un extenso análisis técnico y divulgación pública, en el año fiscal 20/21, la RTC completó
el Análisis de Alternativas del Corredor de Tránsito (TCAA), identificando el tren eléctrico de
pasajeros como la alternativa de tránsito preferida para el corredor.
X La RTC completó los trabajos ambientales y de ingeniería necesarios para implementar 2017
reparaciones de daños causados por tormentas en el derecho al paso en el Camino del Tren en
Santa Cruz.
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
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Camino del Tren - Continuado
X Se completó el diseño final del proyecto de reparaciones del puente de la Fase 1, y los fondos de la
Medida D se usaron para igualar los fondos de la subvención del Programa de mejora del ferrocarril de
línea corta asegurados en 2020 para la reparación del puente sobre el río Pájaro, cuya construcción se
espera que comience en el año fiscal 21/22.
X Las reparaciones de daños por tormentas, la preservación de la infraestructura y el mantenimiento
preventivo de la infraestructura ferroviaria continúan siendo financiados en el corredor ferroviario. Las
solicitudes de mantenimiento se pueden dirigir a maintenance@sccrtc.org.

Actividades Administrativas y de Ejecución
X Se siguieron regulaciones y normas para asegurar que los dólares de los contribuyentes se gasten
según las instrucciones de los votantes.
X Se utilizaron sistemas fiscales para administrar cada una de las cuentas y desembolsar fondos a
beneficiarios directos según fórmulas aprobadas por los votantes.
X Se prepararon planes de cinco años y fueron modificados conforme los necesario con los ingresos de la
Medida D.
X La información está disponible al público y para dar sus comentarios en la página web (www.sccrtc.org/
move), Facebook, NextDoor y eNews.
X El Comité de Supervisión del Contribuyente se reunió para revisar los gastos de la Medida D y crear
este informe anual.

Regístrese en la lista de noticias de la RTC para mantenerse actualizado sobre los proyectos
de la Medida D y para obtener información sobre oportunidades y para hacer comentarios
públicos sobre los proyectos de la Medida D planificados en el Condado:
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission | (831) 460-3200 | www.sccrtc.org
www.sccrtc.org/about/esubscriptions/.
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TO

Link to Full Comments

From

Date Letter
Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

04/26/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.2.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Kalena

Allard

Coastal
Properties of
California

Local real estate addendum re RTC

04/27/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
4.27.2022
(forwarded to
public works)

Public

Works

County of
Santa Cruz

Jonathan

Coleman

Resident

Update to the address on a recently-submitted
hazard report

04/27/22

Email

Incoming

C.Convisser
4.27.2022

Yesenia

Parra

SCCRTC

Lawrence

Kaplan

Resident

Following up on public records request related to
Manresa Beach

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Matt

Machado

County Public
Works

Request to amend RTIP for Emergency Routes
Resurfacing Project. To combine funds previously
approved for Empire Grade (CO87) & Alba, &
Jamison Rds (CO 90)

04/27/22

Letter

Incoming

R.Moriconi
5.3.2022

04/29/22

Email

Incoming

S. Munz
5.23.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Jeffrey

Arlt

Resident

Questions re: Prop 116 Funds and Measure D

04/29/22

Email

Incoming

C.Convisser
5.12.2022

Yesenia

Parra

SCCRTC

Jennie

Small

WMH
Corporation

Public Records Request: all proposals submitted
for SLV Schools Complex RFP2136

04/30/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Tanya

Bennett

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

04/30/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Milward

Family

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/01/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Peter

Cook

Lighthouse
Realty

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/01/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Brian

Peoples

Trail Now

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/01/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Philip

Purpuri

Pacific Door

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting
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TO

From

Date Letter
Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/01/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mark

Woodhead

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.3.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Peter

Cook

Lighthouse
Realty

Question re: funding source w/respect to Scenario
1 and Scenario 2

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mary &
Frank

Kline

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Christy

Martin

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.2.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Jose

Martinez

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

04/29/22

Email

Incoming

J.Thompson
5.2.2022

Jason

Thompson

SCCRTC

Donna

Jefferson

Bay Area
Janitorial Force

RFP for Cleaning service

05/02/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

S.Munz
5.11.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Peter

Gibson

Resident

A Few Hypothetical Questions re: Measure D &
railbanking

05/02/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

S.Munz
5.12.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Michael

Parisi

Resident

RTC: Position on rail replacement

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mark &
Marie

Wegrich

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

William

Martin

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Judy

Gittelsohn

Resident

Postponing Tuesday May 3, 2022 Talk about
Pajaro Valley

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Cheryl

Pruss

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Outgoing

n/a

Interested

Parties

Community

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Public input sought on Unmet Transit and
Paratransit Needs and on 2016 Measure D
Spending Plans for Highway 1 and the Coastal Rail
Trail

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Debbie

Bulger

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Teresa

Buika

Resident

Comment on item #26 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Denise

Ryan

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Frank

Remde

Resident

Summit Road "ByWay"
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TO

From
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Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Karen

Kaplan

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Stacey

CroftPatterson

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

John Kevin

Rothwell

Resident

Comment on item #26 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

John Kevin

Rothwell

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

T.Travers
5.3.2022

Tommy

Travers

SCCRTC

AnDrew

Rogers

Resident

San Jose streets go car-free for a day as Viva
Calle festival returns

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Dieter

Siegmund

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Scott

Waleka

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Heidy

Kellison

Resident

Comment on items #26 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Jeffrey

Bergamini

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Andree

LeBourveau

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mark

Mesiti-Miller

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Kathleen

Wright

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Tina

Andreatta

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Walk-in

Incoming

C.Convisser
5.16.2022

Yesenia

Parra

SCCRTC

Woutje

Swets

Resident

Public Records request for boundary surveys
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Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
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Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/02/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Vicki

Miller

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

John

Benito

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Elizabeth

Schilling

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Robin

Belkin

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Ros

Munro

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.11.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Peter

Gibson

Resident

Questions on Measure D-2022, railbanking, and
rail trail planning

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Grace

Voss

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Christina

Baraukas

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Rose Marie

McNair

McNair Real
Properties

Comment on items #11 and 28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Trink

Praxel

Friends of the
Rail and Trail

Comment on items #11 and 28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lou

Cole

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.3.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Van Brink

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Forest

MartinezMcKinney

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Jim

Weller

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Craig

Chatterton

Resident

Comment for oral communications 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting
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TO

From

Date Letter
Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Veronica

Elsea

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Sean

Abbey

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Vicki

Miller

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Ted

Rossiter

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Marilyn

Calciano

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Casey

KirkHart

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Casey

KirkHart

Resident

Comment on item #11 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Barbara

Lyons

Resident

Please correct error in today's sentinel re:
railbanking

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Andrea

Ratto

Resident

Comment on item #26 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Leonard

Foreman

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Bob

Montegue

Café Sparrow

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Laurence

Gathy

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Carey

Pico

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Jacob

Wysocki

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Paul

Peterson

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting
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Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
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First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Della

Davis

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Robert

Stephens

Resident

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Philip

Rupp

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mike

Waller

Resident

Comment on item item #11 and #28 5/5/2022
RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Elizabeth

Lipton

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Johanna

Lighthill

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Hannah

Wilson

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lani

Faulkner

Equity Transit

Comment on items #11 and #28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Micah

Posner

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Michael

Kaye

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Nathaniel

James

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Monique

Kremer

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.11.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Pete

Haworth

Resident

Question re: Capitola trestle & trail planning
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TO

From
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Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Batya

Kagan

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Branum

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Ted

Burke

Shadowbrook
Restaurant

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Marilyn

Calciano

Resident

Late addition to comment on item #11 5/5/2022
RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lisa

Sheridan

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Karen

Greenleaf

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lynn

Marelick

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Harriet

Maglin

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Dianne

Dryer

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Nadene

Thorne

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Cooper

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Barbara

Chamberlain

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Debby

Molina

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Peter

Stanger

Resident

Comment on item #11 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting
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TO
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Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Vivian

Vargas

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Gregory

Becker

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Jean

Brocklebank

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lawrence

Kaplan

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Gina

Cole

Resident

Comment on item #11 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Gregory

Becker

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Bill

Cook

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Glenn

Saltz

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Fred

Thoits

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Phone

Incoming

C.Convisser
5.15.2022
(phone)

Yesenia

Parra

SCCRTC

Naomi

Welch

Resident

Public Records Request - Noise Abatement
Decision Report for Hwy 1 Aux Lane Project
#0518000-116

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Barbara

Lyons

Resident

Comments re: railbanking and removal of tracks

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Gillian

Greensite

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Bob

Berlage

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Kathi

Hart

Resident

Agreement with email re: public comment on
Measure D (both of them)
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TO

From

Date Letter
Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/04/22

Email

Outgoing

n/a

Interested

Parties

Community

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Status of Phase 1 Coastal Erosion Repair at
Manresa along the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line
Corridor

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Caroline

Carney

Resident

Rail Trail Comment re: Brian Sugrue commentary

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Linda

Garfield

Resident

Comment on item 28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting (plus
a late comment on item #11)

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Joseph

Pruss

Resident

Comment on item 28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting (plus
a late comment on item #11)

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Neil

Waldhauer

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Frank

Rimicci

Resident

Comment on item #28 5/5/2022 RTC Meeting

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Susan

Kauffman

Resident

Comment re: preserve the rail & electric train

05/04/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

S.Munz
5.4.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Dana

Duggan

Resident

Evacuation modeling questions

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.4.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Maryjane

Slade

Resident

Comment on interim rail plan

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.5.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Marilyn

Calciano

Resident

Question regarding comment cut-off times for
items on the agenda

05/04/22

Email

Outgoing

C.Carlson
5.4.2022

Casey

Carlson

Rachel

Moriconi

SCCRTC

Letter to RTC regarding the Empire Grade Project
& Emergency Routes Resurfacing Project

5/3/225/4/22

Form
Email

Incoming

Posted to the
website as a
handout

County of
Santa Cruz Road
Operations

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

534 (count)

individual
senders

[at]everyactionc
ustom.com

Comments on items 11 & 28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Tamara

Carver

Resident

Agreement with email re: public comment on
Measure D (both of them)

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Debra

Wirkman

Resident

Comments received by noon for tomorrow's
meeting not all posted yet

05/04/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Marc

Yellin

Resident

Interim vs. Ultimate Trail
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TO

From

Date Letter
Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Leah

Frost

Resident

Location of 5/5/22 meeting

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lani

Faulkner

Equity Transit

Follow up in regards to comments on RTC agenda
items

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

Y.Parra
5.5.2022

Yesenia

Parra

SCCRTC

Lani

Faulkner

Equity Transit

Re: Follow up in regards to comments on RTC
agenda items

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Phillip

Taylor

Resident

Trail not Rail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mark

Mesiti-Miller

Resident

Land Trust Opposes Measure D - Land Trust of
Santa Cruz County

Amanda

Marino

SCCRTC

Craig

Chatterton

Resident

Re: Public comment on May 5th: The Potential of
Broadband Ubiquitous Deployment and Universal
Adoption to Reduce Vehicle Trip Generation to
Decrease Greenhouse Gas Emissions

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Liz

Whiteley

Resident

In support of a trail now, instead of a trail never

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Van Brink

Friends of the
Rail and Trail

Attention: Emails intended for Packet 2022/05/05
Download Link

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.5.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Van Brink

Friends of the
Rail and Trail

7 emails containing 447 attachments re:
comments on items on the 5/5/2022 agenda

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Sarah

Christensen

SCCRTC

Todd

Manoff

Roaring Camp
Railroads

Correction of claim made by staff during 5/5/2022
RTC meeting agenda item 11 re: "one fright move
per week"

05/03/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.6.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Bill

Delaney

Resident

Questions re: status of auxiliary lane project
between 41st and Soquel and speed limit increase
east of Harbor High School

05/07/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Molly

Dragavon

Resident

Comments re: segment 7-12 rail trail & the EIR

05/09/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.23.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Sage

Smiley

Resident

Question about funding for rail

05/06/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Wright

Resident

I want you to support passenger rail alongside the
trail
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TO

From
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Rec'd/Sent

Type

Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Ann

Bodine

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Rick

Marlais

Resident

How do I watch a recording of the RTC meeting?

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Frank

Rimicci

Resident

Comments regarding full page ad put out by
Greenway in the Sentinel & negligence on RTC

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Pete

Haworth

Resident

Question about what was said at the RTC meeting
re: health and safety issues on the SCBRL for both
of the current trail configurations under
consideration

05/09/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.11.2022

05/09/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Sarah

Christensen

SCCRTC

Todd

Manoff

Roaring Camp
Railroads

More info regarding Roaring Camp's movement of
freight over the Pajaro Bridge

05/09/22

Email

Incoming

R.Gerbrandt
5.9.2022

Sarah

Christensen

SCCRTC

Todd

Manoff

Roaring Camp
Railroads

More info regarding Roaring Camp's movement of
freight over the Pajaro Bridge

04/29/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Rebecca

Bogdan

Resident

I want you to support passenger rail alongside the
trail

04/30/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

James

Mekis

Resident

Measure D - Five year plan

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Michael

Vickers

Resident

Support for scenario 1 plan for proposed Coastal
Trail

05/02/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Andrew

Hall

Resident

Don't Abandon Our Rail Lines - Protect the Felton
and Santa Cruz Branch Line as part of the National
System

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Unhae

Langis

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Patrick

Park

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Emily

Thomas

Santa Cruz
Mountain
Brewing

Please! Save the Rail for future transportation
opportunities and build the Gorgeous Trail Now

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Mackenzie

Cameron

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Marcia

Heath

Resident

Save our tracks and build the ultimate trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Bonnie

Willis

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Lucinda

Schilling

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail
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From
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Rec'd/Sent
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Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

F. John

LaBarba

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Margie

Lafia

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Timothy

Bell

Resident

Keep the Rail and Build the Ultimate Trail

05/05/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Eriverto

Garcia

Resident

I want you to support passenger rail alongside the
trail

05/06/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2023

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Rachel

Williams

Resident

I want you to support passenger rail alongside the
trail

05/07/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2024

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

David

Shaw

Resident

I want you to support passenger rail alongside the
trail

05/07/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2025

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Terry

Moriarty

Resident

Please support passenger rail alongside the trail

05/07/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.9.2026

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Wendy

Baker

Resident

I want you to support passenger rail alongside the
trail

05/10/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.11.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Christine

Otakan

Resident

Status of RTC30SC - Mar Vista Bike/Ped
Overcrossing. When will ROW be completed and
construction begin?

05/11/22

Email

Incoming

A.Naranjo
5.11.2022
(phone)

Amy

Naranjo

SCCRTC

Cristina

Bazan

Martinelli's

Request for bulk order of bike maps for bike
month

05/11/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.12.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Christina

Cuevas

Resident

Comments on items 11 & 28 5/5/2022 RTC
Meeting

05/12/22

Email

Incoming

M.Ricards
5.12.2022

Mark

Ricards

AR/WS

Woutje

Swets

Property owner

Re: Trees behind houses

05/13/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.13.2022
(phone)

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Drew

Penner

Good Times

Media inquiry re: Measure D issue & non-Measure
D wok on the railroad crossing in Aptos

05/13/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.23.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Pete

Haworth

Resident

Question re: funding if Measure D passes

05/16/22

Email

Incoming

J.Thompson
5.31.2022

Jason

Thompson

SCCRTC

Kimberly

Leal

Keller-Williams
Realty-Silicon
Valley

Piece of land next to Tracks on Sumner/Dolphon
roads in Aptos

05/12/22

Email

Outgoing

n/a

Interested

Parties

ITAC

Rachel

Moriconi

SCCRTC

FW: Save the Date - May 20 - State Bicycle &
Pedestrian Plan Progress Report

05/17/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.23.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Matt

Buchanen

Student

Interested in an interview concerning Highway 17
Development

05/18/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.20.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Bob

Fifield

Resident

Some Basic Rationale for Implementing “TrailOnly” and Continuing Common Sense LONG After
We Are Gone
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Rec'd/Sent
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Incoming/
Outgoing

Response

First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization

Subject

05/18/22

Email

Incoming

J.Thompson
5.19.2022

Jason

Thompson

SCCRTC

Rebecca

Downing

Resident

Request for brush clearing on the SCBRL in
advance of 4th of July day parade in Aptos

05/19/22

Email

Incoming

n/a

Amanda

Marino

E&DTAC

Debbie

Bulger

Resident

CC'd on correspondence to the City of Santa Cruz
re: pedestrian concern - Laurel Street Median
Islands

05/20/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.23.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Christopher

O'Connell

Resident

Question re: TIG/m Rail/Trail proposal

05/23/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.23.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Anne

.

Resident

Comments re: installation of restrictive fencing at
Hwy 1 N/S and Plymouth St. Hwy 1 S on-ramp

05/23/22

Certified
mail

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Re: Maintenance Request - Santa Cruz Branch
Line Fright Easement Property

Outgoing

n/a

Lon

St Paul &
Pacific
Van Gemert
Railroad/Progre
ssive Rail
Caltrans

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Support for the City and County of Santa Cruz's
Active Transportation Program application for
Santa Cruz Rail Trail Segment 8 and 9
Construction

05/23/22

Email

Outgoing

n/a

ATP Grant

Selection
Committee

05/24/22

Mail

Incoming

n/a

Sarah

Christensen

SCCRTC

Matt

Barlow

Kimley-Horn

Re: Notice of Dispute - Unpaid Balance - PA/ED
Highway 1 State Park - Freedom Aux Lanes & BOS
Project

05/24/22

Mail

Incoming

n/a

Tracy

New

SCCRTC

Jaclyn

McQueen

California State
Controller

Re: 2021 Government Compensation in California
Report

05/26/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Elaine

Bamonti

SkyTran

Re: follow-up to Ryan Coonerty's discussion with
Robert Baertsch

05/27/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.27.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Brian

Peoples

Trail Now

Watsonville Access Road/Trail at Cayetano
Park/Pajaro Middle School (Monterey County)

05/29/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
5.31.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Manu

Koenig

SCCRTC

Website update - re: rail line purchase

05/30/22

Email

Incoming

K.Corwin
5.31.2022

Krista

Corwin

SCCRTC

Jessica

Powell

Resident

Please add me to lists to receive uproject updates

Resident

CC'd on email to AMBAG: 2045 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy and Regional Transportation Plans for
Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz Counties
Partially Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report SCH#2020010204

05/30/22

Email

Incoming

n/a

Amy

Naranjo

SCCRTC

Linda
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First

Last

Organization

First

Last

Organization
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06/01/22

Letter

Incoming

n/a

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Lon

Van Gemert

Progressive Rail

Re: Freight service & Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the
ACL agreement

06/01/22

Email

Incoming

B.Goodman
6.2.2022

Briann

Goodman

SCCRTC

April

Zilber

Resident

Qustion regarding web link to public workshop of
the Highway 9/SLV schools corridor

06/01/22

Contact us
form

Incoming

S.Munz
6.1.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Sarah

Holder

CityLab Bloomberg News

Media inquiry re: Measure D and the fate of the
train tracks

06/02/22

Email

Incoming

Yesenia

Parra

SCCRTC

Shaquille

Cruz

Transparent
California

Public Records Request - 2021 Employee
Compensation Reports

06/02/22

Email

Incoming

S.Munz
6.2.2022

Shannon

Munz

SCCRTC

Annika

Kelsey

Santa Cruz
Warriors

SC Warriors introduction - request to connect with
PR personnel

06/03/22

Email

Outgoing

n/a

ATP Grant

Selection
Committee

Caltrans

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Re: Support for the City of Watsonville's "Safe
Routes to Downtown Watsonville" project - Cycle 6
Active Transportation Program

06/06/22

Letter

Outgoing

n/a

ATP Grant

Selection
Committee

Caltrans

Guy

Preston

SCCRTC

Re: Support for the County of Santa Cruz Active
Transportation Program application for Coastal
Rail Trail Segments 10 and 11
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Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
THREE MONTH MEETING SCHEDULE
June 2022 – August 2022
www.sccrtc.org/meetings/
See agenda for teleconference log-in information. All meetings are subject to
cancellation when there are no action items to be considered.
Meeting
Date

Meeting Day

Meeting Type

Meeting
Time

Meeting
Place

06/02/22

Thursday

Regional Transportation
Commission

9:00 am

Zoom

06/09/22

Thursday

Budget &
Administration/Personnel
[cancelled]

1:30 pm

Zoom

06/13/22

Monday

Bicycle Advisory Committee
[cancelled]

6:00 pm

Zoom

06/14/22

Tuesday

Elderly & Disabled TAC
[cancelled]

1:30 pm

Zoom

06/16/22

Thursday

Transportation Policy Workshop
(TPW)

9:00 am

Zoom

06/16/22

Thursday

Interagency Technical Advisory
Committee

1:30 pm

Zoom

No RTC Meetings in July

08/04/22

Thursday

Regional Transportation
Commission

9:00 am

TBD

08/08/22

Monday

Bicycle Advisory Committee

6:00 pm

Zoom

08/09/22

Tuesday

Elderly & Disabled Transportation
Advisory Committee

1:30 pm

Zoom

08/18/22

Thursday

Transportation Policy Workshop
(TPW)

9:00 am

Zoom

08/18/22

Thursday

Interagency Technical Advisory
Committee

1:30 pm

Zoom

20-1
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State of California
Department of Transportation
Division of Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942874, MS-1
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001
May 23, 2022
Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,
I am writing to express the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s (RTC)
strong support for the City and County of Santa Cruz’s Active Transportation Program
application for Santa Cruz Rail Trail Segment 8 and 9 Construction. This project will construct
over two miles of completely separated multiuse trail that connects key destinations and
neighborhoods to increase active transportation use in our community.
The RTC has been working closely with the community and local jurisdictions to construct a
continuous trail within the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line right-of-way. The Santa Cruz Rail Trail
Segment 8 and 9 Construction project is the next step in advancing this world class 32-mile
separated trail facility, providing a key connection between segments completed, under
construction, and under development. Construction of the trail will help advance regional and
state goals to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, increase biking and walking, and improve health
and safety. It will connect low income and dense neighborhoods to schools, employment,
shopping and other daily needs. The RTC supports this project, and this vision for a more active
Santa Cruz and surrounding communities.
The trail has long been identified as a top-priority project for the RTC and Santa Cruz County
voters and the RTC strongly support Segments 8 and 9, with our dedicated countywide
transportation sales tax providing matching funds. We strongly support funding this project to
improve active transportation in the City and County of Santa Cruz.
Sincerely,
Guy Preston, Executive Director
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
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State of California
Department of Transportation, Division of Local Assistance
P.O. Box 942874, MS-1
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

June 6, 2022

Dear ATP Grant Selection Committee,
I am writing to express the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s (RTC) strong
support for the County of Santa Cruz’s Active Transportation Program application for Coastal Rail Trail
Segments 10 and 11. This project will construct 4.15 miles of completely separated ADA accessible
multiuse trail. The northern terminus of the project is in the Live Oak area of Santa Cruz County, which
has the highest housing density in the County and the highest percent of people living with fewer
transportation options either due to income or ability. In this area, the trail is located next to many
community serving facilities, including Live Oak Community Resources, a library, Live Oak Senior
Center, and the Boys and Girls Club. Near the southern project terminus, the trail provides access to
Cabrillo Community College, the Seniors Council, and Seacliff State Beach. Coastal Rail Trail Segments
10 and 11 will provide connections to 10 schools, 18 parks, 13 public beaches, 2 community centers,
and numerous residential neighborhoods and commercial areas. Over 46,000 people live within 1-mile
of the project, which is more than 17% of the County’s entire population. Coastal Rail Trail Segments
10 and 11 will transform how residents and visitors travel to key destinations, neighborhoods, and
social services and increase active transportation use in our community.
The RTC has been working closely with the community and local jurisdictions to construct a continuous
32-mile trail within the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line right-of-way for over a decade, beginning with the
purchase of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line in 2012 and followed by unanimous approval of the
Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Master Plan in 2013 by all 4 jurisdictions through which the 32-mile
project is located and the RTC. Additionally, Santa Cruz County voters showed support for this project
when, in 2016, over 2/3 of Santa Cruz County voters approved Measure D, a ¼ sales tax measure that
dedicates 17% of its revenues to the Coastal Rail Trail.
Coastal Rail Trail Segment 10 and 11 will help advance regional and state goals to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions, increase biking and walking, and improve health and safety. It will connect low income
and dense neighborhoods to schools, employment, shopping and other daily needs. The RTC supports
this project, and this vision for a more active Santa Cruz and surrounding communities. We strongly
support funding Coastal Rail Trail Segment 10 and 11.
Sincerely,
Guy Preston, Executive Director
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
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April 29, 2022
The Honorable David E. Price,
Chair
Subcommittee on Transportation, and
Housing and Urban Development, and
Related Agencies
House Committee on Appropriations
H-307 The Capitol
Washington, D.C. 20515

The Honorable Mario Diaz-Balart,
Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Transportation, and
Housing and Urban Development, and
Related Agencies
House Committee on Appropriations
1036 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Chairman Price and Ranking Member Diaz-Balart,
As you begin your critical work on the Fiscal Year 2023 Transportation, and Housing
and Urban Development, and Related Agencies Appropriations bill, I strongly urge
you to include $2,500,000 for the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission for the Boulder Creek Complete Streets Improvements project. This
Community Project Funding request is associated with the Department of
Transportation account for Highway Infrastructure Projects.
Boulder Creek is a rural unincorporated community of approximately 5,500 residents
in Santa Cruz County, California that experiences heavy traffic from trucking,
tourism, and commuters. The community’s existing sidewalks are not up to current
standards and are missing in many areas of the historic downtown, leading to
collisions with pedestrians, including two deaths in the commercial area in the past
five years.
The requested funding will fill gaps in the sidewalk network and construct new
segments to provide continuous pedestrian access and connect multiple
neighborhoods, the elementary school, and the library to the rest of the town. The
project will ensure all existing sidewalks are updated to current standards, including
curb extensions and other safety improvements to reduce the risk of collisions.
As an indication of local support, I’ve enclosed letters of support from the following
local elected officials and community leaders:
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The Honorable Bruce McPherson, Supervisor, Santa Cruz County Board of
Supervisors
Mr. Toks Omishakin, Director, California Department of Transportation
Mr. Douglas Hessing, Project Manager, California Department of
Transportation, District 5
Ms. Maura Twomey, Executive Director, Association of Monterey Bay Area
Governments
Ms. Karen Edwards, President, Boulder Creek Business Association
Ms. Janet Coit, Secretary, San Lorenzo Valley Rotary Club

The project was also identified as part of the Highway 9/San Lorenzo Valley
Complete Streets Corridor Plan, a community-based planning document that
identified and prioritized the many improvements needed along and immediately
adjacent to California State Route 9 in the San Lorenzo Valley.
If enacted, this request would improve pedestrian safety in a rural community in my
Congressional District, and it’s why I wholeheartedly support this Community
Project Funding request and ask that you do so as well.
Most gratefully,

Anna G. Eshoo
Enclosures
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PROJECT UPDATE – SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PREPARED FOR THE JUNE 2, 2022 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECTS UNDER CONSTRUCTION
Project

1.

SCr 9 South
Drainage and
Erosion Control
Improvements
(1F920)

2.

Highway 1/
Highway 17
Ramp Safety
Improvements
(1H060)

3.

Highway 17
Wildlife
Habitat
Crossing
(1G260)

4.

TMS Detection
Repair
(1H990)

5.

Highway 9
Hairpin
Tieback
(1K130)

Project
Manager
(Resident
Engineer)

Contractor

Comments

SHOPP

Doug
Hessing

Disney
Construction
Inc.

Contract awarded and approved to
Disney Construction Inc, March 4, 2021.
Construction is substantially complete
with intermittent items remaining
through October 2022.

$5.8 million

SHOPP

Heidi
Borders

Teichert
Construction

Project has been awarded to Teichert
Construction and is in construction.
CCA Target 8/1/22.

$6.448
million

SHOPP

Aaron
Henkel

Granite
Rock
Construction

Construction has begun on the project.

Summer
2020/Summer
2022

$4.9 million

SHOPP
SB-1

Traffic
Loops
Crackfilling,
Inc.

Project in construction. Contractor
working on “Punchlist” items.

2021/22

$2.6 million

SHOPP

Gordon N.
Ball, Inc.

The construction contract was awarded
to GORDON N. BALL, INC. One-way
traffic control in place.

Location
Post Mile (PM)

Description

From SR 1 and 9
to slightly north of
Glen Arbor Road
(PM 0.0/8.5)

Upgrade
drainage
systems and
stabilize slopes

Winter
2021/22

$2 million

Construct ramp
safety
improvements

Contract
Awarded

Construct
wildlife
undercrossing

Winter 2022

Replace failed
TMS Detection

Soldier Pile
Tieback
Retaining Wall

From the Fishhook
to Pasatiempo
overcrossing
(PM 16.7)

From Laurel Road
to just north of
Laurel Road
(PM 9.442-9.692)
Various locations
throughout
District 5 along
SRs 1, 17, 68, 156,
101
(PM Various)
Near Boulder
Creek about 1.1
miles south of the
SR 236/9 Junction

Construction
Timeline

Construction
Cost

Funding
Source

Nick
Heisdorf

Doug
Hessing

(PM 19.97)
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PROJECT UPDATE – SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PREPARED FOR THE JUNE 2, 2022 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECTS UNDER CONSTRUCTION (Cont’d.)

6.

7.

Project

Location
Post Mile (PM)

Highway 1 Soquel Creek
Scour Protection

In Capitola at
Soquel Creek
Bridge

(1H480)

Highway 1
Davenport Culvert
Replacement
(0J200)

8.
Extend Side Hill Viaduct
(05-1K060)

9.

Santa Cruz & San Benito
Rumble Strip & Striping
Safety Project
(1M330)

(PM 13.3)

Near Davenport
and south of
Waddell Creek
Bridge
(PM 31.9/35.7)

In Santa Cruz
County near
Brookdale 0.3
mile south of
Western Avenue
(PM 10.80/10.8)
Various-multicounty
locations.
In Sta. Cruz, the
project includes
Highways 1, 9,
17, 129

Description

Constructi
on
Timeline

Construction
Cost

Funding
Source

Project
Manager
(Resident
Engineer)

Contractor

Comments

Bridge
preventative
maintenance
– Place scour
protection

Summer
2022

$1.4 million

SHOPP

Heidi
Borders

Construction

05-1H481 is scheduled to start
advertisement 03-28-22 with Bid
Opening 04-21-22.

Replace
culverts

Winter
2021/22

$7.4 million

SHOPP
SB-1

Heidi
Borders

Serafix
Engineering

CCA Target 3/25/24.

2022

$1.9 million

SHOPP
SB-1

Doug
Hessing
(PD)

GORDON
N. BALL,
INC.

One Way Traffic Control

SHOPP
Safety
Collision
Reductio
n

Terry
Thompson
(J.W.)

Construction

Project schedule to award in late
May 2022.

Construct
viaduct wall
extension,
restore
roadway and
facilities,
place Water
Pollution
Control
BMPs
Update
Striping and
Install
Edgeline and
Center
Rumble Strips
at Various
Locations

Spring/
Summer
2022

$4.7 million
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PROJECT UPDATE – SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PREPARED FOR THE JUNE 2, 2022 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECTS IN DEVELOPMENT

10.

Project

Location
Post Mile (PM)

Highway 9 PM
1.0 and 4.0
Viaduct

Near SCr north of
Vernon Street

(1K120)

11.

12.

SCr 9 Upper
Drainage and
Erosion Control
Improvements

In Boulder Creek
from Holiday Lane
to just south of Ben
Lomond to the SR
236/9 Junction

(1G950)

(PM 8.5/25.5)

Highway 9
San Lorenzo
River Bridge
and Kings
Creek Bridge
Replacement

Near Boulder
Creek, at San
Lorenzo River
Bridge and at Kings
Creek Bridge

(1H470)

13.

(PM 1 and 4)

Highway 152
Corralitos
Creek ADA
(05- 1F620)

Description

Construct side-hill
viaduct restore
roadway and
facilities, place
Water Pollution
Control BMPs,
erosion control

Construct
ion
Timeline

Fall 2022

Estimated
Construction
Cost

Funding
Source

Project
Manager

$9.9 million

SHOPP

Doug
Hessing

Upgrade drainage
and erosion control

Fall 2023

$5.4 million

SHOPP

Nick
Heisdorf

Replace bridges

20232025

$12 million

SHOPP
SB-1

Doug
Hessing

Summer
2023

$3.4 million

SHOPP

Nick
Heisdorf

Phase

PS&E

Comments

Route 9 may require long term closure
during construction.

PS&E

The project is in the Design and Right
of Way phase. RTL moved from 9/2022
to 4/2023 due to delay in potholing
utilities.

PS&E

The project is in the Design and Right
of Way phase.

PS&E

Project is in the Design and Right of
Way phase. Project delivered to OE.
On schedule for June 2022 RTL.

(PM 13.6/15.5)

Near Watsonville,
East of Beverly
Drive to Holohan /
College Road
(PM1.9 to R2.0)

Construct
Accessible
Pathway
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PROJECT UPDATE – SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PREPARED FOR THE JUNE 2, 2022 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECTS IN DEVELOPMENT (Cont’d)

Project

14.

Highway 236
Heartwood Hill
Wall
(1M450)

15.

Felton Safety
Improvements
(1M400)

16.

Highway 129
Paving, Sign
Panels,
Lighting, TMS
Improvement
(1J830)

17.

Highway 1
Roadside Safety
(1J960)

Location
Post Mile (PM)

Description

Near Boulder Creek
(PM 5.4)

Restore
Embankment with
a Retaining Wall

On Route 9 in Santa
Cruz County
between Kirby St.
and San Lorenzo
Valley High School
(PM 6.3/7.2)

Construct
Accessible
Pedestrian Path

Near Watsonville
for SR129/1
separation to
Salsipuedes Creek
Bridge
(PM 0/0.56)

0.5 mile north of
Larkin Valley Rd.
U.C. (San Andreas
Rd) to Laguna Rd
(North) (8.20/26.00)

Pavement
Preservation,
Lighting, Sign
Panel Replacement
and TMS Elements
improvements

Drainage System
Restoration;
paving at 40
ramps; Install
Lighting at
Interchanges and
Install Count
Stations

Estimated
Construction
Cost

Funding
Source

Project
Manager

Phase

Comments

2023

$1.8 million

SHOPP

Doug
Hessing

PS&E

The project is in the Design and Right
of Way Phase.

2024/25

$8 million

SHOPP
Safety

Doug
Hessing
(P.D.)

PA&ED

Survey work and environmental studies
are is in progress.

2024/25

$8 million

SHOPP

PA&ED

PS&E Phase continues.

2024/25

$15.5 million

SHOPP

PA&ED

No updates.

Construct
ion
Timeline

Nick
Heisdorf

Heidi
Borders
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PROJECT UPDATE – SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PREPARED FOR THE JUNE 2, 2022 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECTS IN DEVELOPMENT (Cont’d)
Project

18.

Santa Cruz
Route 1 CAPM
(1M110)

19.

Highway 17
Install High
Friction
Surface
Treatment
(HFST)
(1M730)

20.

Highway 9
North CAPM
(1K900)

Location
Post Mile (PM)

Description

In and near Santa
Cruz from .06
miles south of
Route 9 Junction
to .09 miles north
of the Mission St
intersection.
(PM 17.5/20.2)

Grinding/ paving 2.7
miles of pavement,
upgrading up to 89 curb
ramps, guard rail upgrade,
sign panel upgrade, loop
detector replacement.

In Santa Cruz
County near Santa
Cruz at various
locations from 0.2
miles south of
Scotts Valley
Overcrossing to
1.6 miles south of
Summit Road
Separation.

Safety Construction
includes HFST between
the left/right edges of the
travel way and cold plane
removal of Open Grade
Asphalt Concrete
(OGAC) and replacement
with Hot Mix Asphalt

In Santa Cruz
County from
0.4 miles south of
Saratoga Toll Rd
to the
Santa Cruz/San
Mateo
County line
(PM 18.89/27.09)

Preserve CAPM
Strategies including but
not limited to digouts,
profile grinding, overlay,
placing shoulder backing
and dike. Reconstruct
guardrail, rehabilitate or
replace 6 culvert and
replace 67 sign panels

Estimated
Constructi
on
Cost

Funding
Source

Project
Manager

Phase

Comments

2026

$8.9
million

SHOPP

Nick
Heisdorf

PID

Project programmed in 2022
SHOPP. PAED to start early
summer.

Winter 2022/
Spring 2023

$6.5
million

SHOPP

Heidi Borders

PS&E/RW

PS&E Package submitted to
OE. RTL target of August.

2026

$6.3
million

PID

Project is anticipated to be
programmed in the 2022
SHOPP to start PA&ED
phase.

Construction
Timeline

SHOPP

Doug Hessing
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PROJECT UPDATE – SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
PREPARED FOR THE JUNE 2, 2022 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECTS IN DEVELOPMENT

Project

21.

Highway 152
Watsonville
Rehab/CAPM
(05-1P110)

Location
Post Mile (PM)

Santa Cruz County
on Route 152 from
Jct Route 1 to 0.5
Mile East of
Carlton Rd.
(PM 0.31/4.14)

Description
Preserve pavement,
rehabilitate or replace
Salsipuedes Creek Bridge,
replace culverts,
rehabilitate traffic signals,
upgrade curb ramps,
reconstruct guardrail,
replace sign panels, and
complete streets

Construction
Timeline

2029

Estimated
Constructi
on
Cost

Funding
Source

Project
Manager

Phase

Comments

$25 million

SHOPP

Heidi Borders

PID

No updates.

ACRONYMS USED IN THIS REPORT:
ADA
CEQA
CMAQ
CMIA
CTC
ED
EIR
PA&ED
PM
PS&E
RW
SB1
SCL

SHOPP
SR
STIP
TMS

Americans with Disabilities Act
California Environmental Quality Act
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
Corridor Mobility Improvement Account
California Transportation Commission
Environmental Document
Environmental Impact Report
Project Approval and Environmental Document
Post Mile
Plans, Specifications, and Estimates
Right of Way
Senate Bill 1, the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017
Santa Clara County Line

State Highway Operation and Protection Program
State Route
State Transportation Improvement Program
Traffic Management System
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25-6

PUBLIC HEARING – Noticed for no earlier than 9:30 AM
AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) / Transportation
Policy Workshop

FROM:

Rachel Moriconi, Transportation Planner

RE:

Measure D: Community Bridges/Lift Line Five-Year Plan

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff and the Elderly and Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee (E&D
TAC) recommend that the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC):
1. Hold a public hearing on the Community Bridges-Lift Line proposed
Five-Year Program of Projects (5-Year Plan) for its direct allocation of
Measure D: Transit for Seniors and People Living with Disabilities
investment category funds for Fiscal Years 2022/2023-2026/2027
(FY22/23-26/27) (Attachment 1: Exhibit A); and
2. Adopt a resolution (Attachment 1) to approve the five-year program of
projects (Exhibit A).
BACKGROUND
In November 2016, Santa Cruz County voters approved the Measure D ½cent transaction and use tax (sales tax) for transportation projects and
programs. The Measure D Expenditure Plan provides funding by formula for
five categories of projects over 30 years:
• Neighborhood projects: 30% of net measure revenues:
o $5 million for the Highway 17 Wildlife Crossing
o $10 million for San Lorenzo Valley (SLV)/Highway 9 Corridor
o Balance (approx. 28%) to cities and County by formula
• Transportation for Seniors and People with Disabilities: 20% total
o 16% to Santa Cruz METRO
o 4% to Consolidated Transportation Services Agency: Community
Bridges-Lift Line
• Highway Corridors: 25%
• Active transportation/MBSST-Coastal Rail Trail: 17%
• Rail Corridor: 8%
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Each agency receiving Measure D revenues is required to annually develop,
update, hold a public hearing on, and adopt a five-year program of projects.
The five-year program of projects (5-Year Plan) identifies how each agency
plans to use Measure D funds in the upcoming 5 years. The 5-year plans are
adjusted annually based on updated project priorities, schedule, cost, and
revenue information, as well as information on any grants and other funds
agencies are able to secure for the projects.
Most direct recipients of Measure D funds (cities, County, METRO) hold a
public hearing on their 5-year plans as part of their annual budget and
capital improvement program public outreach. Approved plans are posted on
the Measure D website: www.sccrtc.org/MeasureD.
DISCUSSION
In addition to Transportation Development Act (TDA) and State Transit
Assistance (STA) funds (see separate staff report), four percent (4%) of net
Measure D revenues are allocated to Community Bridges-Lift Line, as the
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) for Santa Cruz County,
to provide paratransit services to seniors and people with disabilities. Since
Community Bridges-Lift Line is the only agency receiving a direct allocation
of Measure D funds that is not a public agency, review and approval of Lift
Line’s Measure D five-year plan is overseen by the RTC.
Including carryover balances from prior years, approximately $1.1 million
per year in Measure D revenues are expected to be available to Community
Bridges-Lift Line for the five-year period ending in Fiscal Year 2026/27
(FY26/27). Community Bridges-Lift Line’s proposal for its formula share of
Measure D revenues between FY22/23 through FY26/27 is attached
(Attachment 1: Exhibit A). The Lift Line five-year plan includes:
• A new additional part-time paratransit driver in FY22/23 and
FY23/24, then full time FY24/25-26/27 and continuation of 2 other
drivers positions to provide door-to-door service for expanded
weekday and weekend services;
• Trainer who will supervise and provide training for drivers;
• Administrative assistant and dispatcher that is responsible for
scheduling rides, receiving and screening telephone calls,
maintaining records, preparing statistics, reports, correspondence
and coordination of tasks for extended operating hours, including
weekdays and weekends;
• Outreach and publicity to provide materials and videos to inform
the community about paratransit ride services;
• Operations Facility: Due to Measure D, Lift Line was able to
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purchase and renovate an operations facility in Watsonville to
house the entire Lift Line operations in one location. Measure D
revenues are being used to make improvements to the facility and
repay loans which were secured to purchase the right-of-way and
accelerate construction;
Vehicles and equipment. Measure D is being used to leverage
other grants to purchase new fleet vehicles and other equipment.

Lift Line’s proposed uses of Measure D revenues address priorities
identified in the Unmet Transit Needs List adopted by the RTC on May 5,
2022. These include (but are not limited to): Transportation services to
areas with high concentrations of seniors, disabled and low income
individuals (H1); Specialized transportation for areas outside the ADAmandated paratransit service area for medical and non-medical trips (H1);
Free or low-cost paratransit options (H1); support continuous funding for
transportation services to meal sites, medical service center (M2); Publicity
about existing specialized transportation services (L2); CTSA operating
facilities (M2); and Paratransit vehicle replacements (H2).
Recommendation
Following the noticed public hearing, staff and the Elderly and
Disabled Transportation Advisory Committee (E&D TAC) recommend
that the Regional Transportation Commission approve by resolution
(Attachment 1) the Community Bridges-Lift Line Measure D five-year
program of projects for FY22/23-26/27 (Exhibit A).
Public hearing notices were included in local newspapers and emailed to
individuals that have signed up for RTC enews. Any public comments on the
Lift Line five year plan that are received by 9:00am on June 15, 2022 will be
distributed to the RTC as handouts for this meeting. The E&DTAC reviewed
Community Bridges-Lift Line Measure D five-year plan at its May 10, 2022
meeting and recommends approval.
Next Steps
Once approved, recipient agencies implement the 5-Year Plans. After the
close of each fiscal year, Measure D recipient agencies submit an annual
report describing actual expenditures, progress made to improve the
transportation system, how maintenance of effort requirements have been
met to ensure Measure D revenues are supplementing (not supplanting)
other revenues, the degree that Measure D funds were used to secure
additional funding from other sources (leveraging) and compliance with the
requirements of the voter-approved Measure D Ordinance and other
agreements and guidelines. Fiscal audits of expenditures are reviewed by
the Measure D Taxpayer Oversight Committee (TOC). Recipient agency
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audits and expenditure reports are posted on the RTC’s Measure D website
(https://sccrtc.org/funding-planning/measured/taxpayer-oversight/).
FISCAL IMPACT
Holding a public hearing and approving the Community Bridges/Lift Line
Measure D 5-year program of projects does not have a fiscal impact on the
RTC. Community Bridges/Lift Line’s proposed use of 4% of net Measure D
revenues over the next 5 years is consistent with the Measure D Ordinance
and revenue projections.
SUMMARY
The 30-year Measure D (2016) ½-cent sales tax provides critical funding to
improve local highways, construct new bicycle and pedestrian facilities,
repair local roads, maintain and expand transit and paratransit services for
seniors and people with disabilities, and maintain other publicly owned
transportation facilities. Measure D requires recipient agencies to annually
prepare and update a program of projects, identifying how agencies plan to
invest Measure D funds over the next 5 years, consistent with the voterapproved Expenditure Plan. Staff recommends that the RTC hold a public
hearing and approve Community Bridges Lift Line’s proposed five-year plan
for its formula share of Measure D revenues for paratransit services for
seniors and people with disabilities (Attachment 1: Exhibit A).
Attachments:
1. Resolution
Exhibit A: Community Bridges Lift Line 5-Year Program of Projects
\\rtcserv2\shared\measured\lsrandtransitallocations\2022plans\liftline\liftline-measd-5yr-2022-recrtc-sr.docx
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Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO.
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE MEASURE D FIVE-YEAR PROGRAM OF
PROJECTS FOR COMMUNITY BRIDGES/LIFT LINE
WHEREAS, to address immense transportation needs and severe
transportation funding shortfalls, Santa Cruz County voters approved Measure
D in November 2016 by over a 2/3 majority; and
WHERAS, Measure D is a ½-cent sales tax for 30 years to fund five
transportation improvement categories; and
WHEREAS, all Measure D funding recipients are required to annually
develop a five-year program of projects to identify planned expenditures and
deliverables, with these plans adjusted annually based on updated revenue
and distribution estimates, project schedule and cost information, as well as
information on other grants or funds secured for the projects; and
WHEREAS, Community Bridges is the Consolidated Transportation
Services Agency in Santa Cruz County designated to receive four percent (4%)
of net Measure D revenues to deliver paratransit services to seniors and
people with disabilities; and
WHEREAS, since Community Bridges is not a public agency, the RTC
holds a public hearing to solicit input on the Community Bridges/Lift Line’s
Measure D 5-year program of projects; and
WHEREAS, the Community Bridges/Lift Line proposed uses of projected
Measure D revenues from Fiscal Years (FY) 2022/23 through FY 2026/27 are
consistent with the Measure D Ordinance and Expenditure Plan, the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), and the adopted Unmet Transit Needs list;
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION THAT:
1.

The Measure D Five-Year Program of Projects (FY22/23-26/27) for the
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (Community Bridges/Lift
Line) paratransit services to serve seniors and people with disabilities is
hereby adopted, as shown in Exhibit A.
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AYES:

COMMISSIONERS

NOES:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSTAIN:

COMMISSIONERS

ABSENT:

COMMISSIONERS
_________________________
Manu Koenig, Chair

ATTEST:
_________________________
Guy Preston, Secretary
Exhibit A:

Five Year Program of Projects for Community Bridges Lift Line

Distribution: Community Bridges, RTC Fiscal & Programming
s:\measured\lsrandtransitallocations\2022plans\liftline\measured-liftline-5yr-2022-res.docx
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Exhibit A

Measure D: 5-Year Program of Projects (FY 22/23-26/27)
Agency:
Community Bridges - Lift Line
Category:
Transportation for E&D
Estimated Annual Measure D Allocations

Prior and 21/22
estimate

FY22/23

FY23/24

FY24/25

FY25/26

FY26/27

Total

$

$1,045,000

$1,073,000

$1,099,000

$1,123,000

$1,152,000

$ 10,128,744

FY26/27

5-year total

4,636,744

Amount of Measure D Funds Programmed (includes carryover)
Project Name/location
Driver 1 (see note below*)
Driver 2 (see note below*)
Driver 3 (see note below*)
Driver Trainer
Executive Assistant/Dispatcher
Outreach/Publicity
Consultants / Project Managers
Operations Facility
Vehicle Equipment Reserve

Description (include project purpose
and complete streets components if
applicable)
Additional driver to provide expanded hours
of paratransit service
Additional driver to provide expanded hours
of paratransit service
Additional driver to provide expanded
hours of paratransit service
To support safety and service training for
paratransit drivers

To support additional paratransit rides
Materials and videos to promote paratransit
ride availability
Facility project management-architects,
environ review, design
Reserve for projected Acquisition,
construction and/or renovation expenses

Vehicle/Equip replacement, matching funds,
project procurement and implementation

Estimated Annual Measure D Expenditures

Prior and 21/22
estimate

FY22/23

FY23/24

FY24/25

FY25/26

Other fund
sources

Est.
Construction
start date

Major
project? *
(yes/no)

$672,210 $

169,033 $

174,949 $

181,072 $

187,410 $

193,969 $

906,434

ongoing

No

$672,210 $

169,033 $

174,949 $

181,072 $

187,410 $

193,969 $

906,434

ongoing

No

$0 $

61,703 $

64,788 $

181,072 $

187,410 $

193,969 $

688,942

ongoing

No

$224,439 $

57,686 $

59,705 $

61,795 $

63,958 $

66,196 $

309,340

ongoing

No

$241,797 $

56,573 $

58,553 $

60,603 $

62,724 $

64,919 $

303,373

ongoing

No

$41,843 $

17,078 $

21,347 $

22,414 $

23,535 $

24,712 $

109,085

ongoing

No

$227,638 $

23,582 $

23,582 $

23,582 $

23,582 $

23,582 $

117,908

ongoing

No

$1,929,883 $

620,606 $

450,127 $

342,390 $

341,972 $

330,684

$

2,085,778

$184,016 $

45,000 $

45,000 $

45,000 $

45,000 $

60,000

$

240,000

$4,194,036

$1,220,293

$1,073,000

$1,099,000

*Operating costs include driver support (Mechanic, IT Support, Fleet manager, Program Supervisor) salaries and fringes, vechicle operations such as
vehicle maintenance and repair, fuel, vehicle Insurance, communications expenses, as well as taxes and licenses related to paratransit services. It also
includes a prorated allocation of costs such as general liability insurance, staff training and other indirect costs.
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$1,123,000

$1,152,000

$5,667,294

2.3M Bank and
Started 2019
Owner Financing

Yes

750K+ of LCTOP
Ongoing
and CARB grants

No

Measure D: 5-Year Plan (FY22/23-FY26/27)
Project name:
Location:
Description:
Purpose/Need/Benefits:

Community Bridges - Lift Line Vehicle and Equipment Acquisition
N/A
Lift Line Paratransit Vechicles & Equipment
Fund reserves that can be used for vehicle procurement projects, including fleet vehicles that
cannot be funded through 5310, replace aging and or worn shop equipment, improvements and
or upgrades to maintenance/operations facility. Provide project matching funds to leverage state
funding.
1) 22/23 LCTOP Vehicle Match for electric shuttle
2) 21/22-23/24 Ecolane dispatching and scheduling and fleet operations software.
3) 23/24-26/27 Additional project matching funds for potential vehicle purchases to continue
building out electric vehicle fleet and required vehicle related equipment and infrastructure.

Schedule (estimated)
Total Cost by Phase

$

CARB
FY21/22
248,949

Measure D Funds
Matching Funds

$
$

33,510
215,439
CARB

Equipment
FY21/22-22/23
$
116,563

Equipment*
FY23/24-25/26
$
571,490

$

937,002

$
$

$
$

$
$

240,000
697,002

30,000
86,563
Ecolane

176,490
395,000

Total

Other Vehicle
Projects

*Future Equipment in FY 23/24-25/26 is estimated based on past projects
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Measure D: 5-Year Plan (FY22/23-FY26/27)
Project name:
Location:
Description:
Purpose/Need/Benefits:

Community Bridges - Lift Line Operations Facility
545 Ohlone Pkwy, Watsonville, CA 95076
Lift Line Administrative offices, maintenance facility,fleet parking
Purchase of property and renovation of a operations facility housing the entire CTSA Lift Line
operations in one location. In June of 2019 Lift Line purchased a suitable $3M property at 545
Ohlone Pkwy, Watsonville CA, with an estimated additional $1.8M of renovations and other
expenses. Measure D facility reserve funds were used for a $500K down payment and closing costs,
financing $2.3M. In June of 2020 and 2021, Measure D funds were used to make $200K principal
payments on a 5-year $1M owner carry note, and are being utilized in the renovation costs and other
associated expenses. Plans are to continue to pay $200K in June of 2021, and three additional years
to pay the owner carry note, leaving $1.5M financed. An additional major project planned for FY
22/23 is continued grading and paving project with an estimated cost of 350K, of which Measure D
funding will be utilized for the majority of the project. In future years a solar project will be put into
place to provide power for EV charging stations as well as installation of EV infrastructure and
electrical grid on the new yard.
New Facility to include the following but not limited to;
1) Operational offices
2) Dispatch & Intake station
3) Driver holding area (extra board) and lockers.
4) Breakroom
5) Maintenance shop
6) Proper Vehicle Hoists (Large Bus & Mini Vans)
7) Electric Charging / Fuel Station (time and money)
8) Wash Station
9) Shop Ventilation System
10) Hazardous Waste storage
11) Solar Bus Ports
12) EV electrical infrustructure
13) EV Battery Backup Storage System
Envir. Review

Schedule
Total Cost by Phase

$

$
Measure D Funds
Fund - Capital Campaign/
Donations

Design

Renovation

2019-2021
124,297

$

2019-2021
202,903

$

2019-2020
3,099,532

$

2019-2026
3,031,360

124,297

$

202,903

$

799,532

$

2,888,929

$

142,431

Fund - Commercial
Loan/Owner Financing
Other Info:

Acquisition

$

2,300,000

Personnel/Consultants:
Personnel
Legal
Bidding Expense
Pre-Development:
Architecture Design
Survey / Engineering
Permits, Inspections and Fees
Acquisition:
Purchase of Property
Construction/Renovation:
Construction / Renovation
Permits, Inspections and Fees
Equipment / Furnishings
Contingency / Utility Fees
Total Preliminary Cost

76,810
7,500
6,500
202,903
43,200
16,524
3,099,532
3,031,360
64,573
75,000
106,440
6,730,343
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Contingency/
Fees
2020-2026
$
272,250

$

272,250

Total
$

6,730,343

$

4,015,662

$

414,681

$

2,300,000

AGENDA: June 16, 2022
TO:

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) /
Transportation Policy Workshop

FROM:

Amy Naranjo, Transportation Planner

RE:

Adoption of the Findings, Statement of Overriding Considerations, and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program as required by CEQA
Guidelines and adoption of the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP)

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends that the Regional Transportation Commission:
1. Consider the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the 2045 Santa
Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan. The Executive Summary is
provided as Attachment 1. The full document is available for download at
https://www.ambag.org/plans/2045-metropolitan-transportation-plansustainable-communities-strategy
2. Adopt a resolution (Attachment 2), adopting the Findings, Statement of
Overriding Considerations (Exhibit A), and Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (Exhibit B) related to the Environmental Impact Report
certified by the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments, as the lead
agency under CEQA, for the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Plan; and,
3. Adopt a resolution adopting (Attachment 3) the Final 2045 Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Plan.

BACKGROUND
The RTC has prepared the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP). This plan describes the existing transportation system, forecasts the amount
of funding anticipated for transportation projects, and identifies transportation
programs and projects to advance the region’s goals over the next 20+ years.
Projects identified in the RTP include maintenance of and improvements to local
roadways, highways, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, transit service, specialized
transportation for seniors and people with disabilities, and transportation demand
management programs. The draft 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) was released for public review on December 2, 2021. Comments on the
draft RTP were due January 31, 2022. The Commission held a public hearing for the
draft RTP on January 13, 2022. At its March 3, 2022 meeting, the RTC reviewed
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comments received and the changes in response to those comments for the final
draft RTP.
An environmental review of the RTP is required by CEQA. AMBAG is the lead agency
for the preparation of the environmental impact report (EIR) as the report combines
the environmental review for the three regional transportation plans (Monterey,
San Benito and Santa Cruz Counties) together with the environmental review of the
AMBAG region Metropolitan Transportation Plan. This report is titled “2045
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and Regional
Transportation Plans for Monterey, San Benito, and Santa Cruz Counties
Environmental Impact Report” (2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs EIR). The three regional
transportation planning agencies, including RTC, serve as the responsible agencies
under CEQA.

DISCUSSION
Environmental Impact Report
The Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs
collectively details the potential environmental impacts of the three RTPs for Santa
Cruz, Monterey, and San Benito Counties. As a programmatic document, the 2045
MTP/SCS and RTPs EIR presents a region-wide assessment of the impacts of the
proposed 2045 MTP/SCS and evaluates the potential environmental effects of
implementing the 2045 RTP, including alternative transportation investment
scenarios, and identifies potential mitigation measures. The Executive Summary is
provided as Attachment 1. The full document, including appendices, are available
for download at https://www.ambag.org/plans/2045-metropolitan-transportationplan-sustainable-communities-strategy.
The 2045 MTP/SCS and Draft EIR was released for a 70-day public review/comment
period from November 22, 2021, to January 31, 2022. Four virtual public
workshops/ hearings were also held in January 2022. The Draft EIR was reviewed
by representatives of State and Federal governmental agencies; representatives of
special interest groups; representatives of the private business sector; and
residents of Santa Cruz County consistent with the region’s public participation
plan. On April 15, 2022, AMBAG released a Partially Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Section 6.4.2(h) for the 2045 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and associated Regional
Transportation Plans (RTPs) for Monterey, San Benito, and Santa Cruz Counties for
a 46-day public review. The public review and comment period on this Partially
Recirculated Draft EIR concluded May 31, 2022.
As the lead agency under CEQA for the 2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs EIR, AMBAG is
scheduled to certify the Final EIR for the 2045 MTP/SCS at the June 15, 2022
AMBAG Board of Directors meeting. The Final EIR consists of (1) the Final EIR, (2)
all appendices to the final EIR (Appendices A-F), including Appendix F, which
consists of comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR, a list of
persons, organizations and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR, responses
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to significant points raised in the review and consultation process and other
information.
Prior to approving the 2045 RTP, as a responsible agency under CEQA, the RTC
should consider all information pertaining to the EIR, receive the Certified Final
Environmental Impact Report and consider adoption of the CEQA Findings,
Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program required by CEQA.
Details regarding the potential environmental impacts of the 2045 RTP are available
in the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations (Attachment 2: Exhibit
A). The Statement of Overriding Considerations (Attachment 2: Exhibit A) provides
specific reasons why the benefit of a proposed project outweighs the adverse effect
including discussion of the social, economic and environmental benefits of the
project and why alternatives, although feasible from a technical standpoint, are
rejected. In order to mitigate or avoid potential significant impacts, a Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program (Attachment 2: Exhibit B) has been developed,
which identifies the action required, the monitoring that must occur, and the
agency responsible for mitigation activities either during individual environmental
review, prior to issuance of a grading permit, during project construction or
following construction.
RTC staff recommends that the RTC receive the certified Final EIR and
adopt a CEQA Findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and
Mitigation and Monitoring and Reporting Program related to the
Environmental Impact Report certified by AMBAG on June 15, 2022
(Attachment 2).

Regional Transportation Plan
The three main components of the RTP are the Policy element, the Financial
element and the Action element.
+

+

+

The Policy Element identifies the goals, policies, and targets that guide
transportation funding decisions and prioritization.
o

Draft approved by RTC: February 2020

o

Draft approved by RTC: March 2021

The Financial Element identifies funds available to the region and lists the
additional funding needs over the next 22 years.
The Action Element of the RTP identifies specific projects, programs, and
actions necessary to implement the policy element of the RTP. As required by
state and federal law, the project list shows which projects could be funded
within the projected funds identified in the draft Financial Element
(Constrained) and which would require new revenues above and beyond
those anticipated over the next twenty-two years (Unconstrained).
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o

Draft complete list of projects approved by RTC: September 2020

o

Draft financially constrained project list approved by RTC: March 2021

The Final Draft Report was accepted by the RTC on March 3, 2022. The full
document can be found on the RTC website at https://sccrtc.org/fundingplanning/long-range-plans/2045-regional-transportation-plan/.
Public outreach has occurred throughout the development of the plan to get input
on the 2045 RTP. RTC staff sought input from the Regional Transportation
Commission (RTC) and RTC committees, project sponsors, partner agencies,
resource agencies, and the public at numerous key milestones in the form of
surveys, email notices, and public meetings.
RTC staff recommends that the RTC adopt the 2045 Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Plan (Attachment 3).
Next Steps
Following Commission action, staff will distribute the adopted 2045 RTP to the
state, partner agencies, commissioners, and major libraries. If the project is
approved by the RTC, a Notice of Determination for the 2045 Regional
Transportation Plan will be filed with the Santa Cruz County Clerk within five days
of approval and posted for 30 days. The Final 2045 RTP will be posted on the
SCCRTC 2045 RTP webpage (https://sccrtc.org/funding-planning/long-rangeplans/2045-regional-transportation-plan/). The Final EIR will be posted on AMBAG’s
website and linked from the SCCRTC 2045 RTP webpage.

SUMMARY
The RTC has prepared the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan
which identifies long-range funding and transportation needs and priorities for the
region. RTC staff recommends that the RTC consider the Final EIR and adopt a
CEQA Findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and Mitigation and
Monitoring and Reporting Program related to the Environmental Impact Report
certified by AMBAG on June 15, 2022 (Attachment 2). Staff recommends that the
RTC approve the resolution adopting the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Plan (Attachment 3).

Attachments:

1. Final EIR for the 2045 Santa Cruz County RTP Executive Summary
The complete MTP/SCS and EIR documents and appendices are available to
download at https://www.ambag.org/plans/2045-metropolitan-transportationplan-sustainable-communities-strategy
2. 2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs EIR Resolution
3. 2045 RTP Resolution
\\RTCSERV2\Shared\RTP\2045 RTP (2022)\Staff Reports\RTC\06162022\SR Final 2045 RTP 06-16-22.docx
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Executive Summary
This document is an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) analyzing the environmental effects
of the proposed Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(MTP/SCS) and the Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for Monterey, San Benito, and Santa
Cruz counties. This section summarizes the characteristics of the proposed project,
alternatives to the proposed project, and the environmental impacts and mitigation
measures associated with the proposed project.
This Final EIR includes Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR and Partially Recirculated
Draft EIR (Appendix H) and the text of the Draft EIR, revised based on responses to comments,
the recirculated revisions, and other information. New text added or edited from the Draft
EIR is shown in underline format. In instances where changes to the document involve
changed facts or information, the deleted text has been left in strikethrough format.

Project Synopsis
Project Applicant
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG)
24580 Silver Cloud Court
Monterey, California 93940
831-883-3750

Lead Agency Contact Person
Heather Adamson, Director of Planning
AMBAG
24580 Silver Cloud Court
Monterey, California 93940
831-264-5086

Project Description
This EIR has been prepared to examine the environmental effects of the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (hereafter referred to as the 2045
MTP/SCS) and the Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for Monterey, San Benito, and Santa
Cruz counties. The following is a summary of the full project description, which can be found
in Chapter 2, Project Description.
The 2045 MTP/SCS covers the entire area of Monterey, San Benito, and Santa Cruz counties
and includes all the incorporated cities and unincorporated communities contained therein.
Refer to Figure 2-1 in Chapter 2, Project Description for a map of the project location. The
three RTPs each cover the entire areas of their respective county. Capital improvement
projects identified in the 2045 MTP/SCS and each of the county level RTPs are located on
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State highways, county roads and locally owned streets, as well as on transit district property,
and public utility lands.
Project Characteristics
The 2045 MTP/SCS and county level RTPs are an update to the 2040 MTP/SCS/RTPs which
were adopted in June 2018. The updates from the 2040 MTP/SCS and county level RTPs
consisted of: updating the growth forecasts from 2015-2040 to 2015/2020-2045; updating
project cost estimates; updating revenue assumptions; and minor changes to transportation
project lists. The MTP/SCS vision, policies, and goals have not changed, nor have most of the
performance metrics. However, the GHG reduction targets established by CARB for AMBAG
have increased.
The 2045 MTP/SCS and county level RTPs plans address how the AMBAG region will meet its
transportation needs for the period through 2045, considering existing and projected future
land use patterns as well as population and job growth. The 2045 MTP/SCS estimates nearly
$13.3 billion in revenues expected to be available to the region from all transportation
funding sources over the course of the planning period. It identifies and prioritizes
expenditures of this anticipated funding for transportation projects of all transportation
modes: highways, streets and roads, transit, rail, bicycle and pedestrian, aviation, as well as
transportation demand management (TDM) measures and transportation systems
management (TSM).
The 2045 MTP/SCS is based on a preferred land use and transportation scenario which
defines a pattern of future growth and transportation system investment for the region
emphasizing a transit oriented development and infill approach to land use and housing.
Population and job growth are allocated principally within existing urban areas near public
transit. Table 2-1 in Chapter 2, Project Description, is the projected population growth within
the AMBAG region. The preferred land use and transportation scenario are based on the most
recent planning assumptions, and consider local general plans and other factors such as
updated specific plans and recently completed transportation planning studies.
Transportation projects and the preferred land use pattern that are included in the 2045
MTP/SCS are shown in Figure 2-2 through Figure 2-8 of the Project Description. Chapter 4 of
the 2045 MTP/SCS describes the proposed SCS, with Chapter 5 identifying the metrics to
quantify the transportation, environmental, economic and equity benefits of the Plan.
Appendix G of the 2045 MTP/SCS highlights the performance of the MTP/SCS for 2045. The
performance of the Revenue Constrained network is compared in Appendix G to other
network scenarios, such as 2020 Baseline and 2045 No Project.
The 2045 MTP/SCS preferred scenario consists of an intensified land use distribution
approach that concentrates the forecasted population and employment growth in urban
areas. The transportation network includes additional highway capacity, local street
improvements, active transportation, and transit investments, as well as transportation
demand management and system management to serve a more concentrated urban growth
pattern.
ES-2
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The 2045 MTP/SCS is organized into seven chapters plus an Executive Summary:















Executive Summary. Includes an overview of the 2045 MTP/SCS, the preferred scenario
and its performance, an explanation of the planning process and the allocation of
transportation funding.
Chapter 1 – Vision. Discusses legal authority, the overall purpose of the 2045 MTP/SCS
and transportation-related issues and challenges faced by the region.
Chapter 2 – Transportation Investments. Defines how to make the most out of the existing
transportation system by investing in system preservation and maintenance, along with
strategic system expansion and demand and system management strategies. The
transportation investments are intended to provide more safe and efficient travel choices
for the region’s residents, businesses, and visitors. The transportation investments
included in this chapter are consistent with the transportation investments included in
the county level RTPs.
Chapter 3 – Financial Plan. The financial plan presents funding strategies that are
reasonably available by 2045.
Chapter 4 – Sustainable Communities Strategy. Describes how the SCS was developed,
identifies the land use and transportation connection, identifies the transportation
system and programs, discusses resource areas and farmland, methods to accommodate
the region’s housing needs, how AMBAG will meet GHG reduction targets and
implementation strategies.
Chapter 5 – Performance Measures. Introduces the concept of performance measures as
they relate to accomplishing the 2045 MTP/SCS goals while meeting social equity
responsibilities.
Chapter 6 – Public Participation. Provides a public participation process including
methods for engaging the community and local jurisdictions in the development of the
2045 MTP/SCS.
Chapter 7 – Glossary. Identifies key terms and their definitions.
Appendices. The appendices include the following:
A. Regional Growth Forecast
B. Financial Plan
C. Project List
D. Public Participation and Consultation
E. SCS Documentation
F. Travel Demand Model and Land Use Model Documentation
G. Performance Measures
H. Complete Streets Guidebook
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I. SCS Maps
J. MTP Checklist

Of these seven chapters, the Vision Element, Transportation Investments, Financial Plan and
Sustainable Communities Strategy (Chapters 1, 2, 3 and 4) are the four components that
include provisions with the potential to create physical changes to the environment and are
the primary focus for analysis in this EIR. These chapters are described in more detail in
Chapter 2, Project Description.

Project Objectives
The 2045 MTP/SCS is built on a set of integrated policies, strategies, and investments to
maintain and improve the transportation system to meet the diverse needs of the region
through 2045. AMBAG began developing the 2045 MTP/SCS by confirming the following goals
and policy objectives:








Access and Mobility. Provide convenient, accessible, and reliable travel options while
maximizing productivity for all people and goods in the region.
Economic Vitality. Raise the region’s standard of living by enhancing the performance of
the transportation system.
Environment. Promote environmental sustainability and protect the natural
environment.
Healthy Communities. Protect the health of residents; foster efficient development
patterns that optimize travel, housing and employment choices and encourage active
transportation.
Social Equity. Provide an equitable level of transportation services to all segments of the
population.
System Preservation and Safety. Preserve and ensure a sustainable and safe regional
transportation system.

It is AMBAG’s intent that the goals and policy objectives be supported by the individual RTPs
prepared by Monterey, San Benito, and Santa Cruz counties. The goals, policies and
objectives that create the framework for each RTP that comprise the MTP are summarized
below.

Alternatives
As required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), this EIR examines
alternatives to the proposed project. Studied alternatives include the following three
alternatives. Based on the alternatives analysis, Alternative 3 was determined to be the
environmentally superior alternative.


Alternative 1: No Project Alternative
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Alternative 2: Alternative Transportation Modes
Alternative 3: Infill and Transit Focus

Alternative 1 (No Project Alternative) assumes that the transportation network would be
comprised of committed transportation projects fully programmed through construction
included in the MTIP for Fiscal Years 2020-2021 to 2023-2024 only. The growth in population,
jobs, and homes would be the same as the growth forecast for the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS.
This alternative assumes the same housing and employment growth as the 2045 MTP/SCS,
but that growth would occur based on existing land use trends in the AMBAG region as
opposed to more compact development envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS.
As described in Section 7, Alternatives, because of the increased land development outside
of existing urbanized areas, Alternative 1 would result in more ground disturbance than the
2045 MTP/SCS. Consequently, compared to the 2045 MTP/SCS, Alternative 1 would have
greater overall impacts to aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, air quality, biological
resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, land use, noise, transportation, and tribal
cultural resources.
Alternative 2 (Alternative Transportation Modes) is designed to reduce VMT by providing or
promoting alternative transportation modes in advance of or in conjunction with projected
population and employment growth in the AMBAG region through 2045. Alternative
transportation includes walking, bicycling, and transit. This alternative assumes the same
growth in population, jobs, and housing numbers, and the same land use pattern, as the 2045
MTP/SCS.
However, unlike the 2045 MTP/SCS, this alternative focuses on prioritizing transportation
investments toward all alternative modes of transportation projects first, such as local transit
projects and active transportation projects. Active transportation projects would include
construction of bicycle lanes and bicycle/pedestrian amenities. The goal of this alternative is
to build these projects first and to use as much of the transportation funding available for
these alternative transportation modes projects. Under this alternative, investment would
be focused on closing transit gaps by enhancing local transit bus service rather than
interregional or long-distance services. Examples of active transportation projects include
bicycle lanes and pedestrian facilities, such as the planned bicycle/pedestrian crossing over
Highway 1 in Santa Cruz and the Fort Ord Regional Trail and Greenway (FORTAG) project in
Monterey County. Additional projects would include installation of Class IV bike lanes as part
of the Reservation Road Cycle Track (MON-MAR070-MA) and installation of the Esquiline
Road Pedestrian Crossing (MON-MYC329-UM) in Monterey County; installation of a San Juan
Bautista Historic Park Bike Lane (SB-SJB-A21) and the Monterey Street Bike Route (SB-SJBA22) in San Benito County; and the Capitola Village Multimodal Enhancements – Phase 2/3
(SC-CAP-P04b-CAP) and the Glen Coolidge Drive/Highway 9 Bike Path (SC-CO-P40-USC) in
Santa Cruz County. This alternative includes more than $1.4 billion more funding for active
transportation and transit projects than the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS. These include active
transportation projects that were not included in the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS as well as
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additional local bus, bus rapid transit, and light rail projects. This alternative includes fewer
local streets and roads and highway projects than the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS.
As described in Section 7, Alternatives, Alternative 2 would result in the same development
pattern as the 2045 MTP/SCS. As such, this alternative would result in the same conflicts with
land use plans, policies, and regulations as the 2045 MTP/SCS. Alternative 2 would result in
mostly similar impacts, with some reduced impacts related to aesthetics, biological
resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology
and water quality, noise, population and housing, and tribal cultural resources.
Alternative 3 (Infill and Transit Focus) is designed to reduce VMT by locating the places
where people work and live within urban centers and close to regional transit. This alternative
assumes the same total growth in population, jobs, and housing numbers as the 2045
MTP/SCS, but with more compact and mixed land uses. Overall, this alternative incorporates
less dispersed land use and development than the proposed MTP/SCS. This alternative
includes a more compact growth footprint and increased use of regional and interregional
transit service to generate an increase in regional and interregional transit ridership and
corresponding decrease in VMT. For instance, this alternative relies on a higher amount of
housing, especially near regional and interregional transit, than the market currently
supports. This alternative also assumes increased telecommuting for those industries where
telecommuting is feasible, such as in financial and professional services and/or public sector
jobs. This alternative assumes more investment ($2.2 billion) in transit infrastructure and
services and less investment in local streets, roads, and highways compared to the proposed
2045 MTP/SCS. Transportation projects in this alternative would include Highway 68 Corridor
Transit Improvements (MON-MST019-MST), the TAMC Monterey Branch Line Light Rail
Phase I (MON-TAMC001-TAMC), the Rail Extension to Monterey County – Phase 2 (MONTAMC014), Pajaro/Watsonville Station (MON-TAMC014-TAMC), and the TAMC Rail Extension
to Monterey County – Phase 3, Castroville Station (MON-TAMC015-TAMC015) in Monterey
County; increased service of the passenger rail to Santa Clara County (SB-LTA-A53) in San
Benito County; and the implementation of public transit on the Watsonville – Santa Cruz Rail
Corridor (SC-RTC-P02-RTC) in Santa Cruz County.
As discussed in Chapter 7, Alternatives, overall impacts to the following resources would be
reduced under Alternative 3: aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, air quality,
biological resources, cultural resources, energy, geology and soils, and tribal cultural
resources. GHG emissions and VMT would also decrease under this alternative, though this
decrease would be negligible (less than a one percent change). As described in Section 7,
Alternatives, Alternative 3 is the environmentally superior alternative, assuming all
environmental issue areas are weighted equally.
Refer to Chapter 7, Alternatives, for the complete alternatives analysis.

Areas of Known Controversy
The EIR scoping process identified few areas of known controversy for the proposed project.
Responses to the Notice of Preparation of a Draft EIR and input received are summarized in
ES-6
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Table 1-1 of Chapter 1, Introduction. Several attendees of the scoping meetings voiced
concerns pertaining to traffic congestion and level of service. Traditionally, traffic congestion
was evaluated as an environmental impact in CEQA documents, but it is no longer a CEQA
impact and has been replaced by VMT as the metric for evaluating transportation impacts.

Issues to be Resolved
Issues to be resolved include the choice among alternatives, and the nature of mitigation
measures to be adopted.

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Table ES-1 summarizes the direct environmental impacts of the proposed project, proposed
mitigation measures, and residual impacts (the impact after application of mitigation, if
required). (Cumulative impacts of the proposed project are discussed in Section 6.4.)
Although distinct from mitigation measures, project design features (PDFs) are also listed
because they will be included as conditions of approval by the City to avoid potential
biological and geological impacts. Impacts are categorized as follows:






Significant and Unavoidable. An impact that cannot be reduced to below the threshold
level given reasonably available and feasible mitigation measures. Such an impact
requires a Statement of Overriding Considerations to be adopted if the project is
approved per §15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines.
Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. An impact that can be reduced to
below the threshold level given reasonably available and feasible mitigation measures.
Less than Significant. An impact that may be adverse but does not exceed the threshold
levels and does not require mitigation measures.
No Impact: The proposed project would have no effect on environmental conditions or
would reduce existing environmental problems or hazards.

Final Environmental Impact Report

27-23

ES-7

Attachment 1

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy and Regional
Transportation Plans for Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz Counties

This page intentionally left blank.

ES-8

27-24

Attachment 1

Executive Summary
Table ES-1

Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts

Impact

Mitigation Measure(s)

Impact

Impact AES-1. Proposed
transportation improvement
projects and land use projects
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would have a
substantial adverse effect on
scenic vistas and substantially
damage scenic resources within
a state scenic highway. This
would be a significant and
unavoidable impact.

AES-1(a) Discouragement of Architectural Features that Block Scenic Views. Implementing agencies
shall, or can and should, design projects to minimize contrasts in scale and massing between the
project and surrounding natural forms and development. Setbacks and acoustical design of adjacent
structures shall be preferentially used as mitigation for potential noise impacts arising from increased
traffic volumes associated with adjacent land development. The use of sound walls, or any other
architectural features that could block views from the scenic highways or other view corridors, shall
be discouraged to the extent possible. Where use of sound walls is found to be necessary, walls shall
incorporate offsets, accents and landscaping to prevent monotony. In addition, sound walls shall be
complementary in color and texture to surrounding natural features.
AES-1(b) Tree Protection and Replacement. New roadways and extensions and widenings of existing
roadways shall avoid the removal of existing mature trees to the extent possible. The implementing
agency of a particular 2045 MTP/SCS project shall, or can and should, replace any trees lost at a
minimum 2:1 basis and incorporate them into the landscaping design for the roadway when feasible.
The implementing agency also shall ensure the continued vitality of replaced trees through periodic
maintenance.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact AES-2. Proposed
transportation improvement
projects and land use projects
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would substantially
degrade existing visual character
in the AMBAG region. This
would be a significant and
unavoidable impact.

AES-2 Design Measures for Visual Compatibility. The implementing agency shall require measures
that minimize contrasts in scale and massing between the project and surrounding natural forms and
developments. Strategies to achieve this include:
 Siting or designing projects to minimize their intrusion into important viewsheds;
 Avoiding large cuts and fills when the visual environment (natural or urban) would be substantially
disrupted;
 Ensuring that re-contouring provides a smooth and gradual transition between modified landforms
and existing grade;
 Developing transportation systems to be compatible with the surrounding environments (e.g.,
colors and materials of construction material; scale of improvements);
 Protecting or replacing trees in the project area;
 Designing and installing landscaping to add natural elements and visual interest to soften hard
edges, as well as to restore natural features along corridors where possible after widening,
interchange modifications, re-alignment, or construction of ancillary facilities. The implementing

Significant and
Unavoidable

Aesthetic and Visual Resources
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agency shall provide a performance security equal to the value of the landscaping/irrigation
installation to ensure compliance with landscaping plans; and
Designing new structures to be compatible in scale, mass, character and architecture with existing
structures.
Impact AES-3. Proposed
transportation improvement
projects and land use projects
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would create new
sources of substantial light or
glare that would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the
area. This would be a significant
and unavoidable impact.

AES-3(a) Roadway Lighting. Roadway lighting shall be minimized to the extent possible, consistent
with safety and security objectives and shall not exceed the minimum height requirements of the local
jurisdiction in which the project is proposed. This may be accomplished through the use of hoods, low
intensity lighting and using as few lights as necessary to achieve the goals of the project.
AES-3(b) Lighting Design Measures. As part of planning, design and engineering for projects,
implementing agencies shall ensure that projects proposed near light-sensitive uses avoid substantial
spillover lighting. Potential design measures include, but are not limited to, the following:
 Lighting shall consist of cutoff-type fixtures that cast low-angle illumination to minimize incidental
spillover of light into adjacent properties and undeveloped open space. Fixtures that project light
upward or horizontally shall not be used.
 Lighting shall be directed away from habitat and open space areas adjacent to the project site.
 Light mountings shall be downcast and the height of the poles minimized to reduce potential for
backscatter into the nighttime sky and incidental spillover of light onto adjacent private properties
and undeveloped open space. Light poles will be 20 feet high or shorter. Luminary mountings shall
have non-glare finishes.
Exterior lighting features shall be directed downward and shielded in order to confine light to the
boundaries of the subject project. Where more intense lighting is necessary for safety purposes, the
design shall include landscaping to block light from sensitive land uses, such as residences.
AES-3(c) Glare Reduction Measures. Implementing agencies shall minimize and control glare from
transportation and infill development projects near glare-sensitive uses through the adoption of
project design features such as:
 Planting trees along transportation corridors to reduce glare from the sun;
 Creating tree wells in existing sidewalks;
 Adding trees in new curb extensions and traffic circles;
 Adding trees to public parks and greenways;
 Landscaping off-street parking areas, loading areas and service areas;
 Limiting the use of reflective materials, such as metal;
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 Using non-reflective material, such as paint, vegetative screening, matte finish coatings and
masonry;
 Screening parking areas by using vegetation or trees;
 Using low-reflective glass where feasible; and
 Complying with applicable general plan policies or local controls related to glare
 Tree species planted to comply with this measure shall provide substantial shade cover when
mature. Utilities shall be installed underground along these routes wherever feasible to allow trees
to grow and provide shade without need for severe pruning.
Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Impact AG-1. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use projects envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would
result in the conversion of Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide
Importance to nonagricultural
use, or conflict with existing
zoning for agriculture or a
Williamson Act contract. This
would be a significant and
unavoidable impact.

AG-1 Impact Avoidance and Minimization. Implementing agencies shall implement measures, where
feasible based on project-and site-specific considerations, that include, but are not limited to those
identified below.
 Require project relocation or corridor realignment, where feasible, to avoid Important Farmland,
agriculturally-zoned land and/or land under Williamson Act contract;
 Manage project construction to minimize the introduction of invasive species or weeds that may
affect agricultural production on agricultural land adjacent to project sites. Managing project
construction may include washing construction equipment before bringing equipment on-site,
using certified weed-free straw bales for construction BMPs, and other similar measures.
 Provide buffers, berms, setbacks, fencing, or other project design measures to protect surrounding
agriculture, and to reduce conflict with farming that could result from implementation of
transportation improvements and/or projected land use pattern included as a part of the MTP/SCS;
 Maintain and expand agricultural land protections such as urban growth boundaries;
 Achieve compensatory mitigation in advance of impacts through purchase or creation of mitigation
credits or the implementation of mitigation projects through Regional Advance Mitigation
Planning, as deemed appropriate by permitting agencies;
 Require acquisition of conservation easements on land in the same jurisdiction, if feasible, and at
least equal in quality and size to converted Important Farmland, to offset the loss of Important
Farmland; and/or
 Institute new protection of farmland in the project area or elsewhere through the use of long-term
restrictions on use, such as 20-year Farmland Security Zone contracts (Government Code Section
51296 et seq.) or 10-year Williamson Act contracts (Government Code Section 51200 et seq.).
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Impact AG-2. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use projects envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would not
conflict with existing zoning for
forest land, timberland, or
timberland production, nor
result in the loss of forest land
or convert forest land to nonforest uses. Impacts would be
less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Air Quality and Health Impacts/Risks
Impact AQ-1. The 2045
MTP/SCS would not conflict with
or obstruct implementation of
the AQMP. Impacts would be
less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact AQ-2. Construction of
proposed transportation
improvements and land use
projects envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would result in a
cumulatively considerable net
increase in PM10 or ozone
precursor emissions. Impacts
would be significant and
unavoidable.

AQ-2(a) Application of MBARD Feasible Mitigation Measures. For all projects, the implementing
agency shall incorporate the most recent MBARD feasible mitigation measures and/or technologies
for reducing inhalable particles based on analysis of individual sites and project circumstances. Current
MBARD feasible mitigation measures include the following measures. Additional and/or modified
measures may be adopted by MBARD prior to implementation of individual projects under the 2045
MTP/SCS. The most current list of feasible mitigation measures at the time of project implementation
shall be used.
 Water all active construction areas at least twice daily. Frequency should be based on the type of
operation, soil, and wind exposure.
 Prohibit all grading activities during periods of high wind (over 15 miles per hour).
 Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areas (disturbed lands within construction
projects that are unused for at least four consecutive days).
 Apply non-toxic binders (e.g., latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed areas after cut and fill operations
and hydro seed area.
 Haul trucks shall maintain at least 2’0”of freeboard.

Significant and
Unavoidable
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Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials.
Plant tree windbreaks on the windward perimeter of construction projects if adjacent to open land.
Plant vegetative ground cover in disturbed areas as soon as possible.
Cover inactive storage piles.
Install wheel washers at the entrance to construction sites for all exiting trucks.
Pave all roads on construction sites.
Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried out from the construction site.
Limit the area under construction at any one time.
Post a publicly visible sign which specifies the telephone number and person to contact regarding
dust complaints. This person shall respond to complaints and take corrective action within 48
hours. The phone number of the Monterey Bay Air Resources District shall be visible to ensure
compliance with Rule 402 (Nuisance).

AQ-2(b) Diesel Equipment Emissions Standards. The implementing agency shall ensure, to the
maximum extent feasible, that diesel construction equipment meeting CARB Tier 4 emission
standards for off-road heavy-duty diesel engines is used. If use of Tier 4 equipment is not feasible,
diesel construction equipment meeting Tier 3 (or if infeasible, Tier 2) emission standards shall be
used, and engines shall be retrofitted with CARB Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions Control Strategy
(VDECS) if available for the equipment. These measures shall be noted on all construction plans and
the implementing agency shall perform periodic site inspections.
AQ-2(c) Electric Construction Equipment. The implementing agency shall ensure that to the extent
possible, construction equipment utilizes electricity from power poles rather than temporary diesel
power generators and/or gasoline power generators.
Impact AQ-3. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use projects envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would
result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of
PM10. Long-term operational
impacts related to PM10
emissions would be significant
and unavoidable.

AQ-3(a) PM10 Emissions Reduction.
To help reduce regional PM10 emissions, AMBAG and the RTPAs, in partnership with MBARD and
implementing agencies, shall:
a. Support the use of existing air quality and transportation funds and seek additional funds to
continue the implementation of the CARB Carl Moyer Program, which is intended to retrofit and
replace trucks and locomotives to reduce particulate matter.
b. Incentivize the reduction of mobile PM emissions from mobile exhaust and entrained PM sources
such as tire wear, brake wear, and roadway dust through funding.
c. Hold forums and workshops to encourage land use projects to incorporate transportation demand
management (TDM) strategies as part of the project design to reduce the number of vehicular trips
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across the transportation network. Potential strategies could include ridesharing, carpooling,
subsidized public transit, flexible work hours, and parking management measures.
AQ-3(b) Long-term Regional Operational Emissions.
Implementing agencies including transportation project sponsors, counties, and cities shall, or can and
should, implement long-term operational emissions reduction measures. Such reduction measures
include the following:
 Require that all interior and exterior architectural coatings for all developments utilize coatings
following MBARD Rule 426, Architectural Coatings.
 Increase building envelope energy efficiency standards in excess of applicable building standards
and encourage new development to achieve zero net energy use.
 Install energy-efficient appliances, interior lighting, and building mechanical systems. Encourage
installation of solar panels for new residential and commercial development.
 Locate sensitive receptors more than 500 feet of a freeway, 500 feet of urban roads with 100,000
vehicles/day, or rural roads with 50,000 vehicles/day.
 Locate sensitive receptors more than 1,000 feet of a major diesel rail service or railyards. Where
adequate buffer cannot be implemented, implement the following:
 Install air filtration (as part of mechanical ventilation systems or stand-alone air cleaners) to
indoor reduce indoor pollution exposure for residents and other sensitive populations in
buildings that are close to transportation network improvement projects.
 Use air filtration devices rated MERV-13 or higher.
 Plant trees and/or vegetation suited to trapping roadway air pollution and/or sound walls
between sensitive receptors and the pollution source. The vegetation buffer should be thick,
with full coverage from the ground to the top of the canopy. Install higher efficacy public street
and exterior lighting.
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Use daylight as an integral part of lighting systems in buildings.
Use passive solar designs to take advantage of solar heating and natural cooling.
Install light colored “cool” roofs, cool pavements.
Install solar and tankless hot water heaters.
Exclude wood-burning fireplaces and stoves.
Incorporate design measures and infrastructure that promotes safe and efficient use of alternative
modes of transportation (e.g., neighborhood electric vehicles, bicycles) pedestrian access, and
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public transportation use. Such measures may include incorporation of electric vehicle charging
stations, bike lanes, bicycle-friendly intersections, and bicycle parking and storage facilities.
 Incorporate design measures that promote ride sharing programs (e.g., by designating a certain
percentage of parking spaces for ride sharing vehicles, designating adequate passenger loading and
unloading and waiting areas for ride sharing vehicles, and providing a web site or message board
for coordinating rides).
Impact AQ-4. Implementation of
the 2045 MTP/SCS would
expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations. Impacts would
be significant and unavoidable.

AQ-3(b) Long-term Regional Operational Emissions. See Impact AQ-3 for mitigation measure.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact AQ-5. Future growth and
development facilitated by the
2045 MTP/SCS land use scenario
would expose sensitive
receptors to substantial
hazardous air pollutant
concentrations. Impacts would
be significant and unavoidable.

AQ-5 Health Risk Reduction Measures. Transportation implementing agencies shall, or can and
should, implement the following measures:
 Retain a qualified air quality consultant to prepare a health risk assessment (HRA) in accordance
with CARB and OEHHA requirements to determine the exposure of nearby sensitive receptors to
TAC concentrations.
 If impacts result in increased risks to sensitive receptors above the MBARD significance thresholds,
then design features or control measures must be included that will reduce the health risks at the
location of the off-site sensitive receptors to a level below the MBARD significance threshold. For
example, plant trees and/or vegetation suited to trapping TACs and/or sound walls between
sensitive receptors and the pollution source would be recommended. This measure would trap
TACs emitted from pollution sources such as highways, reducing the amount of TACs to which
residents and other sensitive populations would be exposed.
 AMBAG will partner with MBARD and other implementing agencies to develop a program to
retrofit existing residential buildings and other sensitive land uses (as defined by CARB) near
freeways or roadways where health risk impacts exceed MBARD significance thresholds with air
filtration devices rated minimum efficiency report value (MERV) 13.
 Implement air pollution reduction strategies as described in Table 1 from the CARB Strategies to
Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways technical advisory (2017) when
reasonable and feasible for transportation system projects associated with the 2045 MTP/SCS.

Significant and
Unavoidable

In addition, consistent with the general guidance contained in CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use
Handbook (April 2005) and Technical Advisory on Strategies to Reduce Air pollution Exposure Near
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High-Volume Roadways (April 2017). Appropriate, appropriate measures shall include one or more of
the following methods, as determined by a qualified professional, as applicable. The implementing
agency shall incorporate health risk reduction measures based on analysis of individual land use sites
and project circumstances. These measures may include:
 Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 500 feet of a freeway or railway.
 Require development projects for new sensitive land uses to be designed to minimize exposure to
roadway-related pollutants to the maximum extent feasible through inclusion of design
components including air filtration and physical barriers.
 Do not locate sensitive receptors near the entry and exit points of a distribution center.
 Locate structures and outdoor living areas for sensitive uses as far as possible from the source of
emissions. As feasible, locate doors, outdoor living areas and air intake vents primarily on the side
of the building away from the freeway or other pollution source. As feasible, incorporate dense,
tiered vegetation that regains foliage year-round and has a long-life span between the pollution
source and the project.
 Maintain a 50-foot buffer from a typical gas dispensing facility (under 3.6 million gallons of gas per
year).
 Install, operate, and maintain in good working order a central heating and ventilation (HV) system
or other air take system in the building, or in each individual residential unit, that meets or exceeds
the efficiency standard of the MERV 13. The HV system should include the following features:
Installation of a high efficiency filter and/or carbon filter-to-filter particulates and other chemical
matter from entering the building. Either HEPA filters or ASHRAE 85 percent supply filters should
be used. Ongoing maintenance should occur.
 Retain a qualified HV consultant or Home Energy Rating Systems (HERS) rater during the design
phase of the project to locate the HV system based on exposure modeling from the mobile and/or
stationary pollutant sources.
 Maintain positive pressure within the building.
 Achieve a performance standard of at least one air exchange per hour of fresh outside filtered air.
 Achieve a performance standard of at least four air exchanges per hour of recirculation. Achieve a
performance standard of 0.25 air exchanges per hour of in unfiltered infiltration if the building is
not positively pressurized.
 Require project owners to provide a disclosure statement to occupants and buyers summarizing
technical studies that reflect health concerns about exposure to highway exhaust emissions.
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 Implement feasible attenuation measures needed to reduce potential air quality impacts to
sensitive receptors such as air filtration systems.
Impact AQ-6. Implementation of
the 2045 MTP/SCS would not
result in other emissions (such
as those leading to odors)
adversely impacting a
substantial number of people.
Impacts would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

BIO-1(a) Biological Resources Screening and Assessment On a project by project basis, a preliminary
biological resource screening shall, or can and should, be performed as part of the environmental
review process to determine whether the project has any potential to impact biological resources. If
it is determined that the project has no potential to impact biological resources, no further action is
required. If the project would have the potential to impact biological resources, prior to construction,
the implementing agency shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a biological resources assessment
(BRA) to document the existing biological resources and to determine the potential impacts to those
resources. Depending on the results of the BRA, design alterations, further technical studies (i.e.,
protocol surveys) and/or consultations with the USFWS, CDFW and/or other local, state, and federal
agencies may be required. The following mitigation measures [BIO-1(b) through BIO-1(j)] shall be
incorporated only as applicable into the BRA for projects where specific resources are present or may
be present and impacted by the project.
BIO-1(b) Special-Status Plant Species Surveys. If completion of the project specific BRA determines
that special-status plant species have potential to occur on-site, the implementing agency shall require
surveys for special-status plants to be completed prior to any vegetation removal, grubbing, or other
construction activity of each project (including staging and mobilization). The surveys shall be floristic
in nature and shall be seasonally timed to coincide with the target species. Surveys shall be conducted
in accordance with the most current protocols established by the CDFW, USFWS, and the local
jurisdictions if said protocols exist. A report of the survey results shall be submitted to the
implementing agency for review. If special-status plant species are identified, mitigation measure
BIO-1(c) shall apply.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Biological Resources
Impact BIO-1. Implementation
of transportation improvements
and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would have substantial
adverse impacts on specialstatus plant and animal species,
either directly or through
habitat modifications. Impacts
would be significant and
unavoidable.
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BIO-1(c) Special-Status Plant Species Avoidance, Minimization and Mitigation. If state- or federally
listed and/or CRPR 1 and 2 species are found during special-status plant surveys [pursuant to
mitigation measure BIO-1(b)], then the project shall be re-designed to avoid impacting these plant
species to the maximum extent feasible. If CRPR 3 and 4 species are found, the biologist shall evaluate
to determine if they meet criteria to be considered special-status, and if so, the same process as
identified for CRPR 1 and 2 species shall apply.
If special-status plants species cannot be avoided and would be impacted by a project implemented
under the 2045 MTP/SCS, all impacts shall be mitigated at an appropriate ratio to fully offset project
impacts, as determined by a qualified biologist for each species as a component of habitat restoration.
A restoration plan shall be prepared and submitted to implementing agency overseeing the project
for approval.
BIO-1(d) Endangered/Threatened Animal Species Habitat Assessment and Protocol Survey. If the
BRA determines that suitable habitat may be present for federally and/or state endangered or
threatened animal species, the implementing agency shall require protocol habitat
assessments/surveys to be completed in accordance with CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS protocols prior
to issuance of any construction permits/project approvals.
Alternatively, in lieu of conducting protocol surveys, the implementing agency may choose to assume
presence within the project footprint and proceed with development of appropriate avoidance
measures, consultation and permitting, as applicable.
If the target species is detected during protocol surveys, or protocol surveys are not conducted and
presence assumed based on suitable habitat, mitigation measure BIO-1(e) shall apply.
BIO-1(e) Endangered/Threatened Animal Species Avoidance and Compensatory Mitigation. If
habitat is occupied or presumed occupied by federal and/or state listed species and would be
impacted by the project, the implementing agency shall require re-design of the project in
coordination with a qualified biologist to avoid impacting occupied/presumed occupied habitat to the
extent feasible. If occupied or presumed occupied habitat cannot be avoided, the implementing
agency shall provide the total acreages for habitat that would be impacted prior to the issuance of
construction permits/approvals. The implementing agency shall purchase credits at a USFWS, NMFS
and/or CDFW approved conservation bank if available for the affected species and/or provide
compensatory mitigation to offset impacts to federal and/or state listed species habitat.
Compensatory mitigation shall be provided at an appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as
determined by a qualified biologist for permanent impacts. Compensatory mitigation may be
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combined/nested with special-status plant species and sensitive community restoration where
applicable. Temporary impact areas shall be restored to pre-project conditions.
If on and/or off site mitigation sites are identified the implementing agency shall retain a qualified
biologist to prepare a Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) to ensure the success of
compensatory mitigation sites that are to be conserved for compensation of permanent impacts to
federal and/or state listed species. The HMMP shall identify long term site management needs,
routine monitoring techniques, techniques and success criteria, and shall determine if the
conservation site has restoration needs to function as a suitable mitigation site. The HMMP shall be
submitted to the agency overseeing the project for approval.
BIO-1(f) Endangered/Threatened Species Avoidance and Minimization During Construction. The
implementing agency shall apply the following measures to aquatic and terrestrial species, where
appropriate. Implementing agencies shall select from these measures as appropriate depending on
site conditions, the species with potential for occurrence and the results of the biological resources
screening and assessment (measure BIO-1[a]).
 Pre-construction surveys for federal and/or state listed species with potential to occur shall be
conducted where suitable habitat is present by a qualified biologist not more than 48 hours prior
to the start of construction activities. The survey area shall include the proposed disturbance area
and all proposed ingress/egress routes, plus a 100-foot buffer. If any life stage of federal and/or
state listed species is found within the survey area, the qualified biologist shall recommend an
appropriate course of action, which may include consultation with USFWS, NMFS and/or CDFW.
The results of the pre-construction surveys shall be submitted to the implementing agency for
review and approval prior to start of construction.
 Ground disturbance shall be limited to the minimum necessary to complete the project. The
project limits of disturbance shall be flagged. Areas of special biological concern shall have highly
visible orange construction fencing.
 All projects occurring within/adjacent to aquatic habitats (including riparian habitats and wetlands)
shall be completed between April 1 and October 31, to avoid impacts to sensitive aquatic species.
 All projects occurring within or adjacent to sensitive habitats that may support federally and/or
state endangered/threatened species shall have a qualified biologist present during all initial
ground disturbing/vegetation clearing activities. Once initial ground disturbing/vegetation clearing
activities have been completed, said biologist shall conduct daily pre-activity clearance surveys for
endangered/threatened species. Alternatively, and upon approval of the CDFW and/or
USFWS/NMFS or as outlined in project permits, said biologist may conduct site inspections at a
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minimum of once per week to ensure all prescribed avoidance and minimization measures are
begin fully implemented.
No endangered/threatened species shall be captured and relocated without authorization from
the CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS.
If pumps are used for dewatering activities, all intakes shall be completely screened with wire mesh
not larger than five millimeters to prevent animals from entering the pump system.
If at any time during construction of the project an endangered/threatened species enters the
construction site or otherwise may be impacted by the project, all project activities shall cease. At
that point, a qualified biologist shall recommend an appropriate course of action, which may
include consultation with USFWS, NMFS and/or CDFW.
All vehicle maintenance/fueling/staging shall occur not less than 100 feet from any riparian habitat
or water body. Suitable containment procedures shall be implemented to prevent spills.
No equipment shall be permitted to enter wetted portions of any affected drainage channel.
All equipment operating within streambeds (restricted to conditions in which water is not present)
shall be in good conditions and free of leaks. Spill containment shall be installed under all
equipment staged within stream areas and extra spill containment and clean up materials shall be
located in close proximity for easy access.
At the end of each workday, excavations shall be secured with cover or a ramp shall be provided
to prevent wildlife entrapment.
All trenches, pipes, culverts or similar structures shall be inspected for animals prior to burying,
capping, moving, or filling.

BIO-1(g) Non-Listed Special-Status Animal Species Avoidance and Minimization. Depending on the
species identified in the BRA, the implementing agency shall select from among the following to
reduce the potential for impacts to non-listed special-status animal species:
 Pre-construction clearance surveys shall be conducted within 14 days prior to the start of
construction (including staging and mobilization) to identify all special-status animal species that
may occur on-site. All non-listed special-status species shall be relocated from the site. A report of
the pre-construction survey shall be submitted to the implementing agency for their review and
approval prior to the start of construction.
 A qualified biologist shall be present during all initial ground disturbing activities, including
vegetation removal, to recover special-status animal species unearthed by construction activities.
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 Upon completion of the project, a qualified biologist shall prepare a final compliance report
documenting all compliance activities implemented for the project, including the pre-construction
survey results.
 If special-status bat species may be present and impacted by the project, within 30 days of the start
of construction a qualified biologist shall conduct presence/absence surveys for special-status bats,
in consultation with the CDFW, where suitable roosting habitat is present. If active bat roosts or
colonies are present, the biologist shall evaluate the type of roost to determine the next step.
 If a maternity colony is present, all construction activities shall be postponed within a 250-foot
buffer around the maternity colony until it is determined by a qualified biologist that the young
have dispersed or as recommended by CDFW through consultation. Once it has been
determined that the roost is clear of bats, the roost shall be removed immediately.
 If a roost is determined by a qualified biologist to be used by a large number of bats (large
hibernaculum), alternative roosts, such as bat boxes if appropriate for the species, shall be
designed and installed near the project site. The number and size of alternative roosts shall be
determined through consultations with the CDFW.
 If other active roosts are located, exclusion devices such as valves, sheeting or flap-style oneway devices that allow bats to exit but not re-enter roosts discourage bats from occupying the
site.
BIO-1(h) Preconstruction Surveys for Nesting Birds. For construction activities occurring during the
nesting season (generally February 1 to September 15), surveys for nesting birds covered by the CFGC,
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist retained by the implementing agency no more than 10 days prior to vegetation
removal activities.
A qualified biologist shall conduct preconstruction surveys for raptors. The survey for the presence of
bald and golden eagles shall cover all areas within of the disturbance footprint plus a one-mile buffer
where access can be secured. The survey area for all other nesting bird and raptor species shall include
the disturbance footprint plus a 300-foot and 500-foot buffer, respectively.
If active nests (nests with eggs or chicks) are located, the qualified biologist shall establish an
appropriate avoidance buffer ranging from 250 to 500 feet based on the species biology and the
current and anticipated disturbance levels occurring in vicinity of the nest.
For bald or golden eagle nests identified during the preconstruction surveys, an avoidance buffer of
up to one mile shall be established on a case-by-case basis in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW.
The size of the buffer may be influenced by the existing conditions and disturbance regime, relevant
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landscape characteristics, and the nature, timing and duration of the expected disturbance. The buffer
shall be established between February 1 and August 31; however, buffers may be relaxed earlier than
August 31 if a qualified ornithologist determines that a given nest has failed or that all surviving chicks
have fledged and the nest is no longer in use.
A report of these preconstruction nesting bird surveys and nest monitoring (if applicable) shall be
submitted to the implementing agency for review and approval prior to the start of construction.
BIO-1(i) Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP). Prior to initiation of construction
activities, all personnel associated with project construction shall attend WEAP training, conducted by
a qualified biologist retained by the implementing agency, to aid workers in recognizing special-status
resources and review of the limits of construction and mitigation measures required. A fact sheet
conveying this information shall also be prepared for distribution to all contractors, their employers
and other personnel involved with construction of the project.
Impact BIO-2. Implementation
of transportation improvements
and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would result in
substantial adverse impacts on
sensitive habitats, including
sensitive natural communities,
and state and federally
protected wetlands. This impact
would be significant and
unavoidable.
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BIO-2(a) Aquatic Resources Delineation and Impact Avoidance. If the results of measure BIO-1(a)
indicates projects implemented under the 2045 MTP/SCS occur within or adjacent to wetland,
drainages, riparian habitats, or other areas that may fall under the jurisdiction of the CDFW, USACE,
RWQCB and/or CCC, a qualified biologist shall complete an aquatic resources delineation in
accordance with the requirement set forth by each agency. The result shall be submitted to the
implementing agency, USACE, RWQCB, CDFW and/or CCC, as appropriate, for review and approval,
and the project shall be designed to minimize impacts to jurisdictional areas to the extent feasible.
The delineation shall serve as the basis to identify potentially jurisdictional areas to be protected
during construction, through implementation of the avoidance and minimization identified in measure
B-2(f).
BIO-2(b) Wetlands, Drainages, and Riparian Habitat Restoration. Impacts to jurisdictional wetlands,
drainages, and riparian habitat shall be mitigated at an appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts,
as determined by a qualified biologist, and shall occur on-site or as close to the impacted habitat as
possible. A mitigation and monitoring plan shall be developed by a qualified biologist and submittal to
the agency overseeing the project for approval. Alternatively, mitigation shall be accomplished
through purchase of credits from an approved wetlands mitigation bank.
BIO-2(c) Landscaping Plan. If landscaping is proposed for a specific project, a qualified
biologist/landscape architect retained by the implementing agency shall prepare a landscape plan.
Drought tolerant, locally native plant species shall be used. Noxious, invasive and/or non-native plant
species that are recognized on the Federal Noxious Weed List, California Noxious Weeds List and/or
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California Invasive Plant Council Inventory shall not be permitted. Species selected for planting shall
be regionally appropriate native species that are known to occur in the adjacent native habitat types.
BIO-2(d) Sensitive Natural Community Avoidance and Mitigation. If the results of measure BIO-1(a)
indicates projects implemented under the 2045 MTP/SCS would impact sensitive natural communities
in addition to riparian habitat which is addressed by Measure BIO-2(b), the implementing agency shall
avoid impacts to sensitive natural communities through final project design modifications if feasible.
If the implementing agency determines that sensitive natural communities cannot be avoided,
impacts shall be mitigated on-site or offsite at an appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as
determined by a qualified biologist based on any applicable resource agency guidelines. Temporarily
impacted areas shall be restored to pre-project conditions. A Restoration Plan shall be developed by
a qualified biologist and submitted to the implementing agency.
BIO-2(e) Invasive Weed Prevention and Management Program. Prior to start of construction for each
project that occurs within or adjacent to native habitats, an Invasive Weed Prevention and
Management Program shall be developed by a qualified biologist retained by the implementing
agency to prevent invasion of native habitat by non-native plant species. The plan shall be submitted
to the implementing agency for review and approval. A list of target species shall be included, along
with measures for early detection and eradication.
The plan, which shall be implemented by the implementing agency, shall also include, but not be
limited to, the following measures to prevent the introduction of invasive weed species:
 During construction, limit the use of imported soils for fill. If the use of imported fill material is
necessary, the imported material must be obtained from a source that is known to be free of
invasive plant species.
 To minimize colonization of disturbed areas and the spread of invasive species, the contractor shall
stockpile topsoil and redeposit the stockpiled soil after construction or transport the topsoil to a
permitted landfill for disposal.
 All erosion control materials, including straw bales, straw wattles, or mulch used on-site must be
free of invasive species seed.
 Exotic and invasive plant species shall be excluded from any erosion control seed mixes and/or
landscaping plant palettes associated with the proposed project.
 All disturbed areas shall be hydroseeded with a mix of locally native species upon completion of
work in those areas.
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BIO-2(f) Wetlands, Drainages, and Riparian Habitat Best Management Practices During
Construction. The following best management practices shall be required by the implementing agency
for development within or adjacent to wetlands, drainages, or riparian habitat:
 Access routes, staging and construction areas shall be limited to the minimum area necessary to
achieve the project goal and minimize impacts to other waters including locating access routes and
ancillary construction areas outside of jurisdictional areas.
 To control sedimentation during and after project implementation, appropriate erosion control
materials shall be deployed to minimize adverse effects on jurisdictional areas in the vicinity of the
project.
 Project activities within the jurisdictional areas should occur during the dry season (typically
between June 1 and November 1) in any given year, or as otherwise directed by the regulatory
agencies.
 During construction, no litter or construction debris shall be placed within jurisdictional areas. All
such debris and waste shall be picked up daily and properly disposed of at an appropriate site.
 Raw cement, concrete or washings thereof, asphalt, paint or other coating material, oil or other
petroleum products, or any other substances which could be hazardous to aquatic species resulting
from project related activities, shall be prevented from contaminating the soil and/or entering
wetlands, drainages or riparian habitat.
 All refueling, maintenance and staging of equipment and vehicles shall occur at least 100 feet from
bodies of water and in a location where a potential spill would not drain directly toward aquatic
habitat (e.g., on a slope that drains away from the water source). Prior to the onset of work
activities, a plan must be in place for prompt and effective response to any accidental spills.
Impact BIO-3. Implementation
of transportation improvements
and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would substantially
interfere with wildlife
movement, including fish
migration, and/or impede the
use of a native wildlife nursery.
This impact would be significant
and unavoidable.

ES-24

BIO-3(a) Project Design for Wildlife Connectivity. The implementing agency shall implement the
following measures. All projects including long segments of fencing and lighting shall be designed to
minimize impacts to wildlife. Where fencing or other project components is required for public safety
concerns, these project components shall be designed to permit wildlife movement by incorporating
design features such as:
 A minimum 16 inches between the ground and the bottom of the fence to provide clearance for
small animals;
 A minimum 12 inches between the top two wires, or top the fence with a wooden rail, mesh, or
chain link instead of wire to prevent animals from becoming entangled;
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 If privacy fencing is required near open space areas, openings at the bottom of the fence measure
at least 16 inches in diameter shall be installed at reasonable intervals to allow wildlife movement,
or the fence may be installed with the bottom at least 16 inches above the ground level;
 If fencing or other project components must be designed in such a manner that wildlife passage
would not be permitted, wildlife crossing structures such as overpasses, underpasses, culverts,
etc., shall be incorporated into the project design as appropriate; and
 Lighting installed as part of any project shall be designed to be minimally disruptive to wildlife (see
mitigation measure AES-3(a) Roadway Lighting for lighting requirements).
 Vegetative buffers, consisting of California-native plant and tree species, shall be installed where
feasible to provide a natural noise barrier between roadway projects and sensitive wildlife habitat,
including movement corridors. The buffer shall be maintained in perpetuity to ensure noise levels
from the roadway are minimized within adjacent sensitive habitat.
BIO-3(b) Maintain Connectivity in Drainages. The implementing agency shall implement the following
measures. Permanent structures shall be avoided to the extent feasible within any drainage or river
that serves as a wildlife migration corridor that would impede wildlife movement.
In addition, upon completion of construction within any drainage, areas of stream channel and banks
that are temporarily impacted shall be returned to pre-construction contours and in a condition that
allows for unimpeded passage through the area once the work has been complete.
If water is to be diverted around work sites, a diversion plan shall be submitted to the implementing
agency for review and approval prior to issuance of project construction permits/approvals. The
diversion shall be designed in a way as to not impede movement while the diversion is in place.
BIO-3(c) Construction Best Management Practices to Minimize Disruption to Wildlife. The following
construction best management practices shall be incorporated into all grading and construction plans
to minimize temporary disruption of wildlife, which could hinder wildlife movement:
 Designation of a 20 mile per hour speed limit in all construction areas.
 Daily construction work schedules shall be limited to daylight hours only.
 Mufflers shall be used on all construction equipment and vehicles shall be in good operating
condition.
 All trash shall be placed in sealed containers and shall be removed from the project site a minimum
of once per week.
 No pets are permitted on project site during construction.
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Impact BIO-4. Implementation
of transportation improvements
and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would not conflict with
any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation
policy. This impact would be less
than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact BIO-5. Implementation
of transportation improvements
and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would not conflict with
the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan.
There would be no impact.

None required.

No impact

CR-1 Historical Resources Impact Minimization. Prior to individual project permit issuance, the
implementing agency of a 2045 MTP/SCS project involving earth disturbance or construction of
permanent above ground structures or roadways shall prepare a map defining the Area of Potential
Effects (APE). This map shall indicate the areas of primary and secondary disturbance associated with
construction and operation of the facility and will help in determining whether known historical
resources are located within the impact zone. If a structure greater than 45 years in age is within the
identified APE, a survey and evaluation of the structure(s) to determine their eligibility for recognition
under State, federal, or local historic preservation criteria shall be conducted. The evaluation shall be
prepared by an architectural historian, or historical architect meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation, Professional Qualification

Significant and
Unavoidable

Cultural Resources
Impact CR-1. Implementation of
proposed transportation
improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would cause a
substantial adverse change in
built environment cultural
resources that are historical
resources as defined in State
CEQA Guidelines Section
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15064.5. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

Standards. The evaluation shall comply with State CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5(b). Study
recommendations shall be implemented, which may include, but would not be limited to, the
following:
 Realign or redesign projects to avoid impacts on known historic resources where possible
 If avoidance of a significant architectural/built environment resource is not feasible, additional
mitigation options include, but are not limited to, specific design plans for historic districts, or plans
for alteration or adaptive re-use of a historical resource that follows the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitation,
Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings
 Comply with existing local regulations and policies that exceed or reasonably replace any of the
above measures that protect historic resources

Impact CR-2. Implementation of
proposed transportation
improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of
archaeological resources as
defined in State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5.
Impacts would be significant and
unavoidable.

CR-2(a) Archaeological Resources Impact Minimization. Before construction activities, implementing
agencies shall, or can and should, retain a qualified archaeologist to conduct a record search at the
Northwest Information Center to determine whether the project area has been previously surveyed
and whether resources were identified. When recommended by the Information Center,
implementing agencies shall, or can and should, retain a qualified archaeologist to conduct
archaeological surveys before construction activities. Implementing agencies shall, or can and should,
follow recommendations identified in the survey, which may include, but would not be limited to:
subsurface testing, designing and implementing a Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP),
construction monitoring by a qualified archaeologist, or avoidance of sites and preservation in place.
Recommended mitigation measures will be consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b)(3) recommendations and may include but not be limited to preservation in place and/or
data recovery. All cultural resources work shall follow accepted professional standards in recording
any find including submittal of standard DPR Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523) and location
information to the appropriate California Historical Resources Information System office for the
project area.
CR-2(b) Unanticipated Discoveries During Construction. If evidence of any prehistoric or historic-era
subsurface archaeological features or deposits are discovered during construction-related
earthmoving activities (e.g., ceramic shard, trash scatters, lithic scatters), implementing agencies shall,
or can and should, halt all ground-disturbing activity proximate to the discovery until a qualified
archaeologist (36 CFR Section 61) can assess the significance of the find. If the find is a prehistoric
archaeological site, the culturally affiliated California Native American Tribe shall be notified. If the
archaeologist determines that the find does not meet the CRHR standards of significance for cultural
resources, construction may proceed. If the archaeologist determines that further information is
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needed to evaluate significance, a testing plan shall be prepared and implemented. If the find is
determined to be significant by the qualified archaeologist (i.e., because the find is determined to
constitute either an historical resource or a unique archaeological resource), the archaeologist shall
work with the implementing agency to avoid disturbance to the resources, and if complete avoidance
is not feasible in light of project design, economics, logistics and other factors, shall recommend
additional measures such as the preparation and implementation of a data recovery plan.
Recommended mitigation measures will be consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b)(3) recommendations and may include but not be limited to preservation in place and/or
data recovery. All cultural resources work shall follow accepted professional standards in recording
any find including submittal of standard DPR Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523) and location
information to the appropriate California Historical Resources Information System office for the
project area. If the find is a prehistoric archaeological site, the culturally affiliated California Native
American tribe shall be notified and afforded the opportunity to monitor mitigative treatment. During
evaluation or mitigative treatment, ground disturbance and construction work may continue in other
parts of the project area that are distant enough from the find not to impact it, as determined by the
qualified archaeologist.
Impact CR-3. Implementation of
proposed transportation
improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS could disturb human
remains. Impacts would be less
than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

None required.

Less than
Significant

Energy
Impact E-1. Future
transportation improvement
projects and implementation of
the land use scenario envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would not
result in a significant
environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of
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Impact E-2. the 2045 MTP/SCS
would not increase reliance on
fossil fuels or decrease reliance
on renewable energy sources.
This impact would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact E-3. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would not conflict with or
obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy
efficiency. This impact would be
less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact GEO-1. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and future
projects included in land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects
involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, ground
shaking, or seismic-related
ground failure. Impacts would
be less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact GEO-2. Transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not cause

None required.

Less than
Significant

energy resources. This impact
would be less than significant.

Geology and Soils
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Impact GEO-3. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario in the 2045 MTP/SCS
would be located on potentially
unstable soils or in areas of
lateral spreading, subsidence, or
high liquefaction potential, or
areas of expansive soil.
Compliance with applicable
regulations would reduce
impacts to less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact GEO-4. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS in rural areas may
have soils incapable of
adequately supporting septic
tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems. Impacts would
be less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact GEO-5. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would directly or
indirectly destroy a unique

GEO-5 Paleontological and Geologic Resources Impact Minimization. The implementing agency of a
2045 MTP/SCS project involving ground disturbing activities (including grading, trenching, foundation
work and other excavations) shall, or can and should, retain a qualified paleontologist, defined as a
paleontologist who meets the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards for Qualified
Professional Paleontologist (SVP 2010), to conduct a Paleontological Resources Assessment (PRA). The
PRA shall determine the age and paleontological sensitivity of geologic formations underlying the

Significant and
Unavoidable

substantial soil erosion or loss of
top soil. impacts would be less
than significant.
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paleontological resource or site
or unique geological feature.
Impacts would be significant and
unavoidable.

proposed disturbance area, consistent with SVP Standard Procedures for the Assessment and
Mitigation of Adverse Impacts to Paleontological Resources (SVP 2010) guidelines for categorizing
paleontological sensitivity of geologic units within a project area. If underlying formations are found
to have a high potential (sensitivity) for paleontological resources and/or could be considered a unique
geologic feature, the following measures shall apply:
 Avoidance. Avoid routes and project designs that would permanently alter unique paleontological
and geological features. If avoidance practices cannot be implemented, the following measures
shall apply.
 Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Program. A qualified paleontologist shall prepare a
Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Program to be implemented during ground disturbance
activity. This program shall outline the procedures for construction staff training, paleontological
monitoring extent and duration (i.e., in what locations and at what depths paleontological
monitoring shall be required), salvage and preparation of fossils, the final mitigation and
monitoring report and paleontological staff qualifications.
 Paleontological Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP). Prior to the start of ground
disturbance activity, construction personnel shall be informed on the appearance of fossils and the
procedures for notifying paleontological staff should fossils be discovered by construction staff.
 Paleontological Monitoring. Ground disturbing activity with the potential to disturbed geologic
units with high paleontological sensitivity shall be monitored on a full-time basis by a qualified
paleontological monitor. Should no fossils be observed during the first 50 percent of such
excavations, paleontological monitoring could be reduced to weekly spot-checking under the
discretion of the qualified paleontologist. Monitoring shall be conducted by a qualified
paleontological monitor, who is defined as an individual who has experience with collection and
salvage of paleontological resources.
 Salvage of Fossils. If fossils are discovered, the implementing agency shall be notified immediately,
and the qualified paleontologist (or paleontological monitor) shall recover them. Typically, fossils
can be safely salvaged quickly by a single paleontologist and not disrupt construction activity. In
some cases, larger fossils (such as complete skeletons or large mammal fossils) require more
extensive excavation and longer salvage periods. In this case, the paleontologist should have the
authority to temporarily direct, divert or halt construction activity to ensure that the fossil(s) can
be removed in a safe and timely manner.
 Preparation and Curation of Recovered Fossils. Once salvaged, fossils shall be identified to the
lowest possible taxonomic level, prepared to a curation-ready condition, and curated in a scientific
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institution with a permanent paleontological collection, along with all pertinent field notes, photos,
data and maps.
 Final Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Report. Upon completion of ground disturbing
activity (and curation of fossils if necessary) the qualified paleontologist shall prepare a final
mitigation and monitoring report outlining the results of the mitigation and monitoring program.
The report shall include discussion of the location, duration and methods of the monitoring,
stratigraphic sections, any recovered fossils, and the scientific significance of those fossils, and
where fossils were curated.
Impact GEO-6. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not result in the
loss of availability of known
mineral resources of value or
locally-important mineral
resource recovery sites. This
impact would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change
Impact GHG-1. Construction of
the transportation improvement
projects and development
within future land use patterns
envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would generate a net
increase GHG emissions by 2045
compared to baseline 2020
conditions. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

ES-32

GHG-1 Construction GHG Reduction Measures. The project sponsor shall incorporate the most recent
GHG reduction measures and/or technologies for reducing GHG emissions measures for off-road
construction vehicles during construction. The measures shall be noted on all construction plans and
the project sponsor shall perform periodic site inspections. Current GHG-reducing measures include
the following:
 Use of on-road heavy-duty trucks that meet the CARB’s 2007 or cleaner certification standard for
on-road heavy-duty diesel engines, and comply with the State On-Road Regulation;
 All on and off-road diesel equipment shall not idle for more than 5 minutes. Signs shall be posted
in the designated queuing areas and or job sites to remind drivers and operators of the five-minute
idling limit;
 Substitute gasoline-powered in place of diesel-powered equipment, where feasible; and
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 Use of alternatively fueled construction equipment, such as compressed natural gas (CNG),
liquefied natural gas (LNG), propane or biodiesel, in place of diesel-powered equipment for 15
percent of the fleet, to the extent electric powered equipment is not feasible;
 Use of materials sourced from local suppliers;
 Recycling of at least 75 percent of construction waste materials; and
 Project proponents shall incentivize that construction workers carpool, and/or use electric vehicles
to commute to and from the project site.
Impact GHG-2. Operation of the
2045 MTP/SCS would not
generate a net increase in GHG
emissions by 2045 compared to
baseline 2020 conditions.
Impacts would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact GHG-3. Implementation
of the 2045 MTP/SCS would not
conflict with regional SB 375 per
capita passenger vehicle CO2
emission reduction targets of 6
percent by 2035 from 2005
levels. Impacts would be less
than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact GHG-4. Implementation
of the 2045 MTP/SCS would
conflict with the State’s ability
to achieve SB 32, EOs S-3-05 and
B-55-18, and applicable local
GHG reduction plan targets and
goals. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

GHG-4(a) Transportation-Related GHG Reduction Measures. The implementing agency shall
incorporate the most recent GHG reduction measures and/or technologies for reducing VMT and
associated transportation related GHG emissions. GHG-reducing mitigation measures include the
following:
 Installation of electric vehicle charging stations beyond those required by State and local codes
 Utilization of electric vehicles and/or alternatively-fueled vehicles in company fleet
 Provision of dedicated parking for carpools, vanpool, and clean air vehicles
 Provision of new or improved transit amenities (e.g., covered turnouts, bicycle racks, covered
benches, signage, lighting, sidewalk connectivity, and accessible crosswalks) if project site is
located along an existing transit route

Significant and
Unavoidable
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 Expansion of existing transit routes
 Provision of employee lockers and showers
 Provision of on-site services that reduce the need for off-site travel (e.g., childcare facilities,
automatic teller machines, postal machines, food services)
 Provision of alternative work schedule options, such as telework or reduced schedule (e.g., 9/80
or 10/40 schedules), for employees
 Implementation of transportation demand management programs to educate and incentivize
residents and/or employees to use transit, smart commute, and alternative transportation options
GHG-4(b) Land Use Project Energy Consumption and Water Use Reduction Measures. For land use
projects under their jurisdiction, the cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should
implement measures to reduce energy consumption, water use, solid waste generation, and VMT, all
of which contribute to GHG emissions. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these
mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
 Require new residential and commercial construction to install solar energy systems or be solarready
 Require new residential and commercial development to install low flow water fixtures
 Require new residential and commercial development to install water-efficient drought-tolerant
landscaping, including the use of compost and mulch
 Require new development to exceed the applicable Title 24 energy-efficiency requirements
 Require new development to be fully electric
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Impact HAZ-1. Proposed
transportation improvement
projects and land use projects
included in the 2045 MTP/SCS
may facilitate the routine
transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous material, and may
result in reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions
involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
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Significant

None required.
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Impact HAZ-2. Proposed
transportation improvement
projects and land use projects
included in the 2045 MTP/SCS
would not emit hazardous
emissions or handle hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials,
substances or waste within onequarter mile of an existing or
proposed school. Impacts would
be less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact HAZ-3. The 2045
MTP/SCS includes land use
projects and transportation
projects that could occur on
sites on the list of hazardous
material sites compiled by
Government Code Section
65962.5. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

HAZ-3 Site Remediation. If an individual project included in the 2045 MTP/SCS is located on or near a
hazardous materials and/or waste site pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, the
implementing agency shall prepare a Phase I ESA in accordance with the American Society for Testing
and Materials’ E-1527-05 standard. For work requiring any demolition or renovation, the Phase I ESA
shall make recommendations for any hazardous building materials survey work that shall be done. All
recommendations included in a Phase I ESA prepared for a site shall be implemented. If a Phase I ESA
indicates the presence or likely presence of contamination, the implementing agency shall require a
Phase II ESA, and recommendations of the Phase II ESA shall be fully implemented. Examples of typical
recommendations provided in Phase I/II ESAs include removal of contaminated soil in accordance with
a soil management plan approved by the local environmental health department; covering stockpiles
of contaminated soil to prevent fugitive dust emissions; capturing groundwater encountered during
construction in a holding tank for additional testing and characterization and disposal based on its
characterization; and development of a health and safety plan for construction workers.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact HAZ-4. Transportation
improvement projects and land
use development included in the
proposed 2045 MTP/SCS located
within an airport land use plan
or within two miles of a public
or public use airport would not
result in a safety hazard or

None required.

Less than
Significant

environment. Impacts would be
less than significant.
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Impact

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact HWQ-1. Transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not violate
water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements, and
would not substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of the
site or area in a manner which
would result in substantial
erosion or siltation. Impacts
would be less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact HWQ-2. Transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not
substantially deplete

None required.

Less than
Significant

excessive noise for people
residing or working in the
project area. Impacts would be
less than significant.
Impact HAZ-5. Land use
development and transportation
projects included in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not impair
implementation or physically
interfere with adopted
emergency response or
evacuation plans. Impacts would
be less than significant.
Hydrology and Water Quality
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Impact HWQ-3. Transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not
substantially alter existing
drainage patterns such that they
would substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff
or create or contribute runoff
water which would exceed the
capacity of stormwater drainage
systems. Impacts would be less
than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact HWQ-4. Transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not
substantially alter drainage
patterns in a manner which
would impede or redirect floor
flows, or risk release of
pollutants due to project

None required.

Less than
Significant

groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that
sustainable groundwater
management of the basin would
be impeded or conflicts with
sustainable groundwater
management plans would result.
Impacts would be less than
significant.
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Impact

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact LU-1. Implementation of
proposed
transportation
improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would not physically
divide
an
established
community. This is impact would
be less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact LU-2. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would not cause a significant
environmental impact due to a
conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation and result in
a physical change to the
environment
not
already
addressed in other resource
chapters. This impact would be
less than significant.

Mitigation measures are provided for applicable resources throughout their respective environmental
issue area sections of the EIR to reduce impacts. No additional mitigation is required for this impact.

Less than
Significant

inundation in flood hazard,
tsunami, or seiche zones. This
impact would be less than
significant.
Impact HWQ-5. Transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not conflict with
or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan.
Impacts would be less than
significant.
Land Use
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Impact

Mitigation Measure(s)

Impact

N-1 Construction Noise Reduction. To reduce construction noise levels to achieve applicable
standards, implementing agencies for transportation and land use projects shall implement the
measures identified below where feasible and necessary.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall ensure that, where residences or other
noise sensitive uses are located within 750 feet of construction sites, appropriate measures shall
be implemented to ensure compliance with local ordinance requirements relating to construction
noise. Specific techniques may include, but are not limited to: restrictions on construction timing,
use of sound blankets on construction equipment, and the use of temporary walls and noise
barriers to block and deflect noise.
 Designate an on-site construction complaint and enforcement manager for projects within 750 feet
of sensitive receivers.
 Implementing agencies of the 2045 MTP/SCS shall post phone numbers for the on-site
enforcement manager at construction sites along with complaint procedures and who to notify in
the event of a problem.
 For any project within 6,000 feet of sensitive receptors that requires pilings, the implementing
agencies shall require caisson drilling or sonic pile driving as opposed to impact pile driving, where
feasible. This shall be accomplished through the placement of conditions on the project during its
individual environmental review.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall ensure that equipment and trucks used for
project construction utilize the best available noise and vibration control techniques, including
mufflers, intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures and acoustically attenuating shields or shrouds.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall ensure that impact equipment (e.g., jack
hammers, pavement breakers and rock drills) used for project construction be hydraulically or
electrically powered wherever feasible to avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust from
pneumatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatically powered tools is unavoidable, use of an
exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust can lower noise levels from the exhaust by up to
about 10 dBA. When feasible, external jackets on the impact equipment can achieve a reduction
of 5 dBA. Whenever feasible, use quieter procedures, such as drilling rather than impact equipment
operation.
 The following timing restrictions shall apply to MTP/SCS project construction activities located
within 2,500 feet of a dwelling unit, except where timing restrictions are already established in
local codes or policies.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Noise
Impact N-1. Construction
activities associated with
transportation projects and land
use projects under the 2045
MTP/SCS would generate a
substantial temporary increase
in ambient noise levels in excess
of standards or over existing
noise levels, and would generate
a substantial absolute noise
increase over existing noise
levels. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.
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Impact

 Construction activities shall be limited to:
 Monday through Friday: 7 a.m. to 6 p.m.
 Saturday: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall locate stationary noise and vibration
sources as far from sensitive receptors as feasible. Stationary noise sources that must be located
near existing receptors will be adequately muffled.
Impact N-2. Construction
activities associated with
transportation projects and land
use projects under the 2045
MTP/SCS would generate
excessive groundborne vibration
levels. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

ES-40

N-2 Physical Impacts Due to Vibration. If construction equipment would generate vibration levels
exceeding acceptable levels as established by Caltrans (65 VdB to 80 VdB depending on frequency of
the event and 0.1 to 0.6 PPV in/sec depending on building type), implementing agencies of the 2045
MTP/SCS shall, or can and should, complete the following tasks:
 Prior to construction, survey the project site for vulnerable buildings, and complete geotechnical
testing (preconstruction assessment of the existing subsurface conditions and structural integrity),
for any older or historic buildings within 50 feet of pile driving. The testing shall be completed by a
qualified geotechnical engineer and qualified historic preservation professional and/or structural
engineer.
 Prepare and submit a report to the lead agency that contains the results of the geological testing.
If recommended by the preconstruction report implementing agencies shall require ground
vibration monitoring of nearby historic structures. Methods and technologies shall be based on the
specific conditions at the construction site. The preconstruction assessment shall include a
monitoring program to detect ground settlement or lateral movement of structures in the vicinity
of pile-driving activities and identify corrective measures to be taken should monitored vibration
levels indicate the potential for building damage. In the event of unacceptable ground movement
with the potential to cause structural damage, all impact work shall cease, and corrective measures
shall be implemented to minimize the risk to the subject, or adjacent, historic structure.
 To minimize disturbance withing 550 feet of pile-driving activities, implement “quiet” pile-driving
technology, such as predrilling of piles and the use of more than one pile driver to shorten the
duration of pile driving), where feasible, in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions as defined as part of the geotechnical testing, if testing was feasible.
 Use cushion blocks to dampen noise from pile driving.
 Phase operations of construction equipment to avoid simultaneous vibration sources.
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Impact

Impact N-3. Implementation of
the 2045 MTP/SCS would
generate a substantial
permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in excess of
standards or over existing noise
levels and generate a substantial
absolute noise increase over
existing noise levels. Impacts
would be significant and
unavoidable.

N-3 Noise Assessment and Control for Mobile and Point Sources. Sponsor agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS
transportation projects shall complete detailed noise assessments using applicable guidelines (e.g.,
FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment for rail and bus projects and the Caltrans Traffic
Noise Analysis Protocol) for roadway projects that may impact noise sensitive receivers. The
implementing agency shall ensure that a noise survey is conducted that, at minimum:
 Determines existing and projected noise levels
 Determines the amount of attenuation needed to reduce potential noise impacts to applicable
State and local standards
 Identifies potential alternate alignments that allow greater distance from, or greater buffering of,
noise-sensitive areas
 If warranted, recommends methods for mitigating noise impacts, including:
 Appropriate setbacks
 Sound attenuating building design, including retrofit of existing structures with sound attenuating
building materials
 Use of sound barriers (earthen berms, sound walls, or some combination of the two)

Significant and
Unavoidable

Where new or expanded roadways, rail, or transit projects are found to expose receivers to noise
exceeding normally acceptable levels, the implementing agency shall implement techniques as
recommended in the project specific noise assessment. The preferred methods for mitigating noise
impacts will be the use of appropriate setbacks (design adjustments) and sound attenuating building
design, including retrofit of existing structures with sound attenuating building materials where
feasible. In instances where use of these techniques is not feasible, the use of sound barriers (earthen
berms, sound walls, or some combination of the two) shall be considered. Long expanses of walls or
fences shall be interrupted with offsets and provided with accents to prevent monotony. Landscape
pockets and pedestrian access through walls should be provided. Whenever possible, a combination
of elements shall be used, including solid fences, walls, and landscaped berms. Other techniques such
as rubberized asphalt or “quiet pavement” can be used where feasible to reduce road noise for new
roadway segments or modifications requiring repaving. The effectiveness of noise reduction measures
shall be monitored by taking noise measurements and installing adaptive mitigation measures to
achieve applicable standards.
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Impact

Impact N-4. The proposed 2045
MTP/SCS land use scenario
would encourage infill
development near transit and
other transportation facilities,
which would generate a
substantial increase in ambient
noise levels in excess of
standards or over existing noise
levels. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

N-4 Noise Mitigation for Land Uses. If a 2045 MTP/SCS land use project is located in an area with
exterior ambient noise levels above local noise standards, the implementing agency can and should
ensure that a noise study is conducted to determine the existing exterior noise levels in the vicinity of
the project. If the project would be impacted by ambient noise levels, feasible attenuation measures
shall be used to reduce operational noise to meet acceptable standards. In addition, noise insulation
techniques shall be utilized to reduce indoor noise levels to thresholds set inapplicable State and/or
local standards. Such measures may include, but are not limited to: dual-paned windows, solid core
exterior doors with perimeter weather stripping, air conditioning system so that windows and doors
may remain closed, and situating exterior doors away from roads. The noise study and determination
of appropriate mitigation measures shall be completed during the project’s individual environmental
review.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact N-5. The proposed 2045
MTP/SCS would result in new
truck, bus and train traffic that
would generate excessive
vibration levels. Impacts would
be significant and unavoidable.

N-5 Vibration Mitigation for Transportation Projects. Where local vibration and groundborne noise
standards do not apply, implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall comply with guidance
provided by the FTA in the most recent version of the Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
to assess impacts to buildings and sensitive receptors and reduce vibration and groundborne noise.
FTA recommended thresholds shall be used except in areas where local standards for groundborne
noise and vibration have been established. Methods that would be considered to reduce vibration and
groundborne noise impacts include, but are not limited to:
 Rail Traffic
 Maximizing the distance between tracks and sensitive uses
 Conducting rail grinding on a regular basis to keep tracks smooth
 Conducting wheel truing to re-contour wheels to provide a smooth-running surface and
removing wheel flats
 Providing special track support systems such as floating slabs, resiliently supported ties, highresilience fasteners and ballast mats;
 Implementing operational changes such as limiting train speed and reducing nighttime
operations.

Significant and
Unavoidable

 Bus and Truck Traffic
 Constructing of noise barriers
 Use noise reducing tires and wheel construction on bus wheels
 Use vehicle skirts (i.e., a partial enclosure around each wheel with absorptive treatment) on
freight vehicle wheels
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Impact

Impact N-6. Proposed
transportation improvements
and future projects included in
the land use scenario envisioned
in the 2045 MTP/SCS would be
located in close proximity to
existing airports such that
applicable exterior and interior
noise thresholds would be
exceeded. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

N-6 Noise Mitigation Near Airports. Local lead agencies for all new development proposed to be
located within an existing airport influence zone, as defined by the locally adopted airport land use
compatibility plan or local general plan, or within two miles of a private use airport, shall require a site
specific noise compatibility study. The study shall consider and evaluate existing aircraft noise, based
on specific aircraft activity data for the airport in question, and shall include recommendations for site
design and building construction. Such measures may include, but are not limited to: dual-paned
windows, solid core exterior doors with perimeter weather stripping, air conditioning system so that
windows and doors may remain closed, and situating exterior doors away from roads, such as dual
paned windows. The noise study and determination of appropriate mitigation measures shall be
completed during the project’s individual environmental review.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact PH-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would not induce substantial
unplanned population growth,
either directly or indirectly. This
impact would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact PH-2. Land use and
transportation projects included
in the 2045 MTP/SCS would
temporarily displace existing
housing and people but would
not necessitate the construction
of replacement housing
elsewhere. Impacts would be
less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Population and Housing

Public Services, Recreation, and Utilities
Impact PSU-1. The 2045
MTP/SCS would result in new or
expanded governmental
facilities, the implementation of
which would result in

PSU-1 Increased Public Service Demand. During the CEQA review process for individual facilities, the
implementing agency with responsibility for construction of new public service facilities or the
expansion of existing facilities, including those of fire and police services, parks, and other public
facilities, can and should apply necessary mitigation measures to avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
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substantial physical impacts.
This impact would be significant
and unavoidable.

environmental impacts associated with such construction or expansion should be avoided or reduced
through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those necessary to avoid or
reduce significant impacts associated with air quality, noise, transportation, biological resources,
cultural resources, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others that apply to
specific construction or expansion of new public or expanded public service facilities.

Impact PSU-2. The 2045
MTP/SCS would require the
provision of new schools, the
construction of which would
result in substantial physical
impacts. Impacts would be less
than significant because of state
regulations mandating
development impact fees.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact PSU-3. The 2045
MTP/SCS would increase the use
of existing parks and
recreational facilities, resulting
in substantial physical
deterioration, and would include
recreational facilities that would
have an adverse physical effect
on the environment. This impact
would be significant and
unavoidable.

PSU-3 Impact Reduction from New Recreational Facilities. During project specific design and CEQA
review, the cities and counties in the AMBAG region, and other agencies with responsibility for the
construction of new or expanded recreation facilities, can and should apply necessary mitigation
measures to avoid or reduce significant environmental impacts associated with the construction of
such facilities. The environmental impacts associated with such construction should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those necessary to avoid or
reduce significant impacts associated with air quality, noise, transportation, biological resources,
cultural resources, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others that apply to
specific construction of new or expanded recreation facilities, including recreational trails.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact PSU-4. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use projects envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would
require or result in the
relocation or construction of
new or expanded water,

PSU-4(a) Water and Wastewater Treatment Facilities. During the CEQA review process for individual
facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies,
and cities and counties in the AMBAG region and other utility providers with responsibility for the
construction of new water or wastewater treatment and collection facilities or the expansion of
existing facilities can and should apply necessary mitigation measures to reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such construction or expansion should be avoided or reduced

Significant and
Unavoidable
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Impact

Mitigation Measure(s)

Impact

wastewater treatment, or
stormwater drainage, electric
power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities,
the construction of which would
cause significant environmental
effects. This impact would be
significant and unavoidable.

through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those necessary to avoid or
reduce impacts associated with air quality, noise, traffic, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality and others that apply to specific construction
or expansion of water or wastewater treatment and collection facilities projects.
PSU-4(b) Stormwater Facilities. During the CEQA review process for individual facilities, TAMC,
SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies, and cities and
counties in the AMBAG region and special districts with responsibility for the construction of new
stormwater drainage facilities or the expansion of existing facilities to adequately meet projected
capacity needs can and should apply necessary mitigation measures to avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such construction or expansion should be avoided or reduced
through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those necessary to avoid or
reduce impacts associated with air quality, noise, traffic, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others that apply to specific construction
or expansion of storm water drainage facilities projects.
PSU-4(c) Stormwater Control Methods. During the CEQA review process for individual facilities,
TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following measures where feasible:
 For transportation projects, incorporate stormwater control, retention, and infiltration features,
such as detention basins, bioswales, vegetated median strips, and permeable paving, early into the
design process to ensure such features are analyzed during environmental review. Implement
mitigation measures identified for such features on a project specific basis, where feasible and
necessary based on project and site specific considerations.
PSU-4(d) Electric Power, Natural Gas, or Telecommunications Facilities. During the CEQA review
process, cities, counties, and AMBAG region energy and telecommunications providers and regulatory
agencies with responsibility for the construction or approval of new electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities or the expansion of existing facilities to adequately meet projected
capacity needs can and should apply necessary mitigation measures to avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such construction or expansion should be avoided or reduced
through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those necessary to avoid or
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Impact

reduce impacts associated with air quality, noise, traffic, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others that apply to specific construction
or expansion of natural gas and electric facilities projects.
Impact PSU-5. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use projects envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would
generate solid waste in excess of
the capacity of local
infrastructure. This impact
would be significant and
unavoidable.

PSU-5 Solid Waste Generation and Disposal. During the CEQA review process for individual facilities,
TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies, and cities
and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement, the following measures where feasible:
 Provide an easily accessible area that is dedicated to the collection and storage of non-hazardous
recycling materials.
 Maintain or reuse existing building structures and materials during building renovations and
redevelopment.
 Use salvaged, refurbished, or reused materials to help divert such items from landfills.
 Divert construction waste from landfills, where feasible, through means such as:
 Submitting and implementing a construction waste management plan that identifies materials
to be diverted from disposal;
 Establishing diversion targets, possibly with different targets for different types and scales of
development;
 Helping project sponsors and implementing agencies share information on available materials
with one another, to aid in the transfer and use of salvaged materials.

Significant and
Unavoidable

Impact PSU-6. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use development
projects envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS would be required to
comply with all relevant statues
and regulations related to solid
waste. This impact would be less
than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact PSU-7. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045

PSU-7(a) General Conservation Measures. Agencies implementing land use and transportation
projects that could increase water demand shall, or can and should, coordinate with relevant water
services to ensure demand can be accommodated and identify a water consumption budget. Any
existing water conservation measures that reduce demand for potable water, such as reducing water

Significant and
Unavoidable
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Mitigation Measure(s)

Impact

MTP/SCS would increase water
demand in the AMBAG region
such that water supplies may be
insufficient to serve envisioned
development. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

use for landscape irrigation for transportation projects or use of water-conserving fixtures in
envisioned land use projects, should be employed. Reclaimed water should be used when possible.
PSU-7(b) Construction Dust Suppression Water Supply. Implementing agencies shall, or can and
should, ensure that for all 2045 MTP/SCS projects, where feasible, reclaimed and/or desalinated water
is used for dust suppression during construction activities. This measure shall, or can and should, be
noted on construction plans and shall be spot checked by the implementing agency.
PSU-7(c) Landscape Watering. In jurisdictions that do not already have an applicable local regulatory
program related to landscape watering, implementing agencies shall, or can and should, design 2045
MTP/SCS projects that would include landscaping shall be designed with drought tolerant plants and
drip irrigation. When feasible, native plant species shall be used. In addition, landscaping associated
with proposed improvements shall be maintained using reclaimed and/or desalinated water when
feasible.
PSU-7(d) Porous Pavement and Bioswale Installation. In jurisdictions that do not already have an
appropriate local regulatory program related to porous pavement, implementing agencies for a 2045
MTP/SCS project that involves streetscaping, parking, transit and/or land use improvements shall, or
can and should, ensure that porous pavement materials are utilized, where feasible, to allow for
groundwater percolation. Additionally, if a project would substantially increase impervious surfaces
the sponsor shall ensure that bioswales are installed, where feasible, to facilitate groundwater
recharge using stormwater runoff from the project site while improving water quality if not already
required by the appropriate jurisdiction’s local regulatory programs.

Transportation
Impact T-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would not result in a significant
impact due to conflicts with any
programs addressing the
circulation system. This impact
would be less than significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact T-2. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would result in an increase to
Daily VMT per capita between
the baseline 2020 conditions
and 2045 conditions. Per capita
VMT impacts from

T-2(a) Land Use Project VMT Analysis and Reduction. Regionally, implementing agencies shall require
implementation of VMT reduction strategies through transportation demand management (TDM)
programs, impact fee programs, mitigation banks or exchange programs, in-lieu fee programs, and
other land use project conditions that reduce VMT. Programs shall be designed to reduce VMT from
existing land uses, where feasible, and from new discretionary residential or employment land use
projects. The design of programs shall focus on VMT reduction strategies that increase travel choices

Significant and
Unavoidable

Final Environmental Impact Report

27-63

ES-47

Attachment 1

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy and Regional Transportation Plans for Monterey, San
Benito and Santa Cruz Counties
Impact

Mitigation Measure(s)

Impact

implementation of the 2045
MTP/SCS would be significant
and unavoidable. The induced
travel impact at the regional
level would be less than
significant.

and improve the comfort and convenience of sharing rides in private vehicles, using public transit,
biking, or walking.
At a project level, implementing agencies shall evaluate VMT as part of project specific CEQA review
and discretionary approval decisions for land use projects. Where project level significant impacts are
identified, implementing agencies shall identify and implement measures that reduce VMT. Examples
include but are not limited to:
 Provide car-sharing, vanpool, bike sharing, and ride-sharing programs
 Implement or provide access to commute reduction programs
 Encourage telecommute programs
 Incorporate affordable housing into the project
 Increase density, infill, and transit oriented development
 Increase mixed uses within the project area
 Incorporate improved pedestrian connections within the project/neighborhood
 Incentivize development in low VMT communities
 Incentivize housing near commercial and offices
 Increase access to goods and services, such as groceries, schools, and daycare
 Orient the project toward transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities
 Implement complete streets
 Provide traffic calming
 Provide bicycle parking
 Reduce parking requirements
 Separate out parking costs
 Provide parking cash-out programs
T-2(b) Transportation Project VMT Analysis and Reduction and Analysis. Transportation project
sponsor agencies shall evaluate transportation projects that involve increasing roadway capacity for
their potential to increase VMT. Where project level increases are found to be potentially significant,
implementing agencies shall, or can and should, identify and implement measures that reduce VMT.
Examples of measures that reduce the VMT associated with increases in roadway capacity include,
but are not limited to:
 Tolling new lanes to encourage carpools and fund transit improvements
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Impact

Converting existing general purpose lanes to high occupancy vehicle lanes
VMT banks
Implementing or funding offsite travel demand management
Providing a bus rapid transit system
Implement bus on shoulder operations during peak congestion periods
Improving pedestrian or bicycle networks, or transit service
Providing transit passes
Incorporating neighborhood electric vehicle network

Impact T-3. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would not substantially increase
hazards due to geometric design
features or incompatible uses.
Impacts would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

Impact T-4. The 2045 MTP/SCS
would not result in inadequate
emergency vehicle access.
Impacts would be less than
significant.

None required.

Less than
Significant

TCR-1 Tribal Cultural Resources Impact Minimization. Implementing agencies shall, or can and
should, comply with AB 52, which may require formal tribal consultation. If the implementing agency
determines that a project may cause a substantial adverse change to a tribal cultural resource, they
shall, or can and should, implement mitigation measures identified in the consultation process
required under PRC Section 21080.3.2, or shall, or can and should, implement the following measures
where feasible to avoid or minimize the project specific significant adverse impacts:
 Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to planning and
construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context, or planning
greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally appropriate
protection and management criteria.
 Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity considering the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

Significant and
Unavoidable

Tribal Cultural Resources
Impact TCR-1. Implementation
of proposed transportation
improvements and future
projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045
MTP/SCS would cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal
cultural resource. Impacts would
be significant and unavoidable.
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Impact

Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource
Protecting the traditional use of the resource
Protecting the confidentiality of the resource
Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally
appropriate management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or
places

 Native American monitoring by the appropriate tribe for all projects in areas identified as sensitive
for potential tribal cultural resources and/or in the vicinity (within 100 feet) of known tribal cultural
resources
 If potential tribal cultural resources are encountered during ground-disturbing activities; work in
the immediate area must halt and the appropriate tribal representative(s), the implementing
agency, and an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications
Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) shall be contacted immediately to evaluate
the find and determine the proper course of action
Wildfire
Impact W-1. Proposed
transportation improvements
and land use projects envisioned
by the 2045 MTP/SCS would be
located in or near an SRA or very
high fire hazard severity zone,
and significant risks of loss,
injury, or death from wildfires
would occur. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

ES-50

W-1 Wildfire Risk Reduction. If an individual transportation or land use project included in the 2045
MTP/SCS is within or less than two miles from an SRA or VHFHSZ, the implementing agency shall
require appropriate mitigation to reduce the risk. Examples of mitigation to reduce risk of loss, injury
or death from wildlife include, but are not limited to:
 Enforce defensible space regulations to keep overgrown and unmanaged vegetation,
accumulations of trash and other flammable material away from structures.
 Provide public education about wildfire risk, fire prevention measures, and safety procedures and
practices to allow for safe evacuation and/or options to shelter-in-place.
 Require adherence to the local hazard mitigation plan, as well as the local general plan policies and
programs aimed at reducing the risk of wildfires through land use compatibility, training,
sustainable development, brush management, public outreach, and service standards for fire
departments.
 Ensure sufficient emergency water supply
 Encourage the use of fire-resistant vegetation native to Santa Cruz, Monterey, and San Benito
counties and/or the local microclimate of the project site and discourage the use of fire-prone
species especially non-native, invasive species.
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Impact

 Require a fire safety plan be submitted to and approved by the local fire protection agency. The
fire safety plan shall include all the fire safety features incorporated into the project and the
schedule for implementation of the features. The local fire protection agency may require changes
to the plan or may reject the plan if it does not adequately address fire hazards associated with the
project as a whole or the individual phase of the project.
 Prohibit certain project construction activities with potential to ignite wildfires during red-flag
warnings issued by the National Weather Service for the project site location. Example activities
that should be prohibited during red-flag warnings include welding and grinding outside of
enclosed buildings.
 Require fire extinguishers to be on site during construction of projects. Fire extinguishers shall be
maintained to function according to manufacturer specifications. Construction personnel shall
receive training on the proper methods of using a fire extinguisher.
 Encourage the use of external sprinklers for new development mapped within Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zones.

Final Environmental Impact Report
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Attachment 2
RESOLUTION NO. ______________
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner
A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT CEQA FINDINGS, A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS AND A MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING
PROGRAM RELATED TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT CERTIFIED
BY THE ASSOCIATION OF MONTEREY BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS FOR THE
2045 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
WHEREAS the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission is the
state-designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Santa Cruz
County; and
WHEREAS California Government Code Section 65080(d) requires that each
RTPA that does not contain an urbanized area must adopt and submit an updated
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to the California Transportation Commission and
the Department of Transportation no later than every four years; and
WHEREAS Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission has
prepared a Regional Transportation Plan in accordance with California
Transportation Commission (CTC) 2017 Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines,
prepared pursuant to Government Code Section 14522; and
WHEREAS pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)
(Public Res. Code, §21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code
Regs. §15000 et seq.), the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
(AMBAG) is the lead agency for the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS), which incorporates the Santa
Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission RTP; and
WHEREAS AMBAG has overseen, in coordination with the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission, the Transportation Agency for Monterey
County and San Benito County Council of Governments the preparation of the
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for each County’s Regional Transportation
Plan; and
WHEREAS AMBAG was designated the Santa Cruz County RTP EIR lead
agency by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission, which is a
Responsible Agency for the Santa Cruz County RTP EIR; and
WHEREAS AMBAG has prepared and certified the Final EIR
(SCH#2020010204) for the 2045 MTP/SCS, which incorporates the 2045 Santa
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Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission RTP, in compliance with CEQA;
and
WHEREAS the Final EIR consists of: (1) the Final EIR volume, which is a
complete revision of the Draft EIR; and (2) all appendices to the Final EIR, including
Appendix H, which consists of comments received on the Draft EIR, a list of
persons, organizations and public agencies commenting of the Draft EIR, responses
to significant environmental issues raised in the review and consultation process
and other information; and
WHEREAS CEQA Findings have been prepared in compliance with Public
Resources Code §§21081 and 21081.5, and CEQA Guidelines Section §15091 and
15096(h), for every significant impact of the 2045 Santa Cruz County RTP identified
in the EIR and for each alternative evaluated in the EIR, including an explanation of
the rationale for each finding (attached hereto as Exhibit A); and
WHEREAS the 2045 Santa Cruz County RTP will have significant unavoidable
impacts that cannot be avoided or substantially lessened, and a Statement of
Overriding Considerations has been prepared in compliance with Public Resources
Code §21081, and CEQA Guidelines §15093 and 15096(h), (attached hereto as
Exhibit A), which concludes that specific economic, legal, social, technological and
other benefits of the 2045 Santa Cruz County RTP outweigh the significant and
unavoidable impacts identified in the EIR; and
WHEREAS a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program has been prepared
in compliance with Public Resources Code §21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines §15097
(attached hereto as Exhibit B) to ensure implementation of the mitigation
measures identified in the Final EIR; and
WHEREAS all other legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have
occurred; and
WHEREAS prior to taking action on the Project, the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission has considered all of the information in the
EIR administrative record pertaining to the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission 2045 RTP, including the Final EIR, and all oral and
written evidence presented to it during all meetings and hearings.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION THAT THE FOREGOING RECITALS ARE TRUE AND
CORRECT AND INCORPORATED BY THIS REFERENCE; AND
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission finds that the Final EIR consists of: (1) the Final EIR;
and (2) all appendices to the Final EIR (Appendices A-H), including Appendix H,
which consists of comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR, a list
of persons, organizations and public agencies commenting of the Draft EIR,
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responses to significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation
process and other information; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission makes and adopts the Findings required by Public
Resources Code §§21081 and 21081.5. and CEQA Guidelines §15091 and
15096(h), which are attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated fully by this
reference; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission adopts the Statement of Overriding Considerations as
required by Public Resources Code §21081, and CEQA Guidelines §15093 and
15096(h), which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated fully by this
reference; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
as required by Public Resources Code §21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines §15097,
which is attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated fully by this reference.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission, on this 16th day of June 2022.
AYES: COMMISSIONERS
NOES: COMMISSIONERS
ABSTAIN: COMMISSIONERS
ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS
______________________________
Manu Koenig, CHAIR

ATTEST:
____________________________
Guy Preston, SECRETARY

Exhibit A: CEQA Findings, Statement of Overriding Consideration
Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Distribution: AMBAG, Caltrans, CTC, SCMTD, Cities, County, FHWA

\\rtcserv2\shared\rtp\2045 rtp (2022)\staff reports\rtc\06162022\att2 2045 ceqa findings
resolution.docx
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CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT, STATEMENT OF OVERRIDNG CONSIDERATIONS AND MITIGATION
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
I.

INTRODUCTION TO CEQA FINDINGS

These Findings of Fact are made pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Pub. Res.
Code Section 21000 et seq., “CEQA”) and the CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs. title 14, Section
15000 et seq.) by the Board of Directors of Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
(AMBAG), as the lead agency for the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan and Sustainable
Communities Strategy (“2045 MTP/SCS,” or the “project”). These Findings of Fact pertain to the Final
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) SCH #2020010204 prepared for the 2045 MTP/SCS.
A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
The proposed project by the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) is the 2045
Metropolitan Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS), which is a longrange planning document required by both State and Federal law and is an update of the 2040
AMBAG MTP/SCS. It contains a compilation of Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for Monterey, San
Benito and Santa Cruz Counties and is used to achieve a coordinated and balanced regional
transportation system. The plan is organized into seven chapters, plus an executive summary, as
follows: Chapter 1 – Vision, Chapter 2 – Transportation Investments, Chapter 3 – Financial Plan,
Chapter 4 – Sustainable Communities Strategy, Chapter 5 – Outcomes, Chapter 6 – Public Participation,
Chapter 7 – Glossary. Of the seven chapters of the 2045 MTP/SCS, Chapters 1, 2, 3 and 4 are those with
the potential to create physical changes to the environment.
AMBAG has prepared the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of the MTP, pursuant to
the requirements of California Senate Bill 375 as adopted in 2008. The SCS sets forth a forecasted
development pattern for the region, which, when integrated with the transportation network and
other transportation measures and policies, reduces greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from
passenger vehicles and light duty trucks to achieve the regional GHG reduction targets set by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB).
The 2045 MTP/SCS is based on a preferred land use scenario that consists of an intensified land use
distribution approach that concentrates the forecasted population and employment growth in
urban areas. The transportation network includes additional highway, local street improvements,
active transportation and transit investments to serve a more concentrated urban growth pattern.
Transportation system improvement projects identified in the 2045 MTP/SCS include:
highway/roadway projects; bus rapid transit and rail projects; active transportation (bicycle and
pedestrian projects); transportation demand management, transportation system management and
intelligent transportation system (ITS) projects; and aviation projects.
The 2045 MTP/SCS would be implemented with several other existing AMBAG programs designed
to reduce adverse impacts to transportation resources, air quality, GHG emissions and energy.
These are described in Section 2.6, Relationship with Other Plans and Programs, of the Final EIR, and
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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include the AMBAG Sustainability Program, Electric Vehicle Infrastructure for the Monterey Bay
Area, Complete Streets Planning and Design Guidelines, Rideshare, Bike to School Day and Bike to
Work Day Program, Safe Routes to Schools Program, Regional Ecological Framework Project, Zero
Emission Electric Motorcycle Pilot Project, Freeway Service Patrol and Motorist Assistance Program,
and Seniors and Accessible Transportation Services.
The primary objective of the 2045 MTP/SCS is to comply with applicable regulatory requirements,
including California Transportation Commission Guidelines and SB 375 regional GHG reduction
targets. AMBAG’s specific objectives for the 2045 MTP/SCS are to additionally ensure that the
transportation system planned for the AMBAG region accomplishes the following:


Serves regional goals, objectives, policies, and plans.



Responds to community and regional transportation needs.



Promotes energy efficient, environmentally sound modes of travel and facilities and services.



Promotes equity and efficiency in the distribution of transportation projects and services.

B. TYPE OF EIR
The 2045 MTP/SCS EIR is a Program EIR. A Program EIR is prepared for a series of actions that can be
characterized as one project. An advantage of a Program EIR is that it allows the lead agency to
consider broad policy alternatives and “program wide mitigation measures at an early time when
the agency has greater flexibility to deal with basic problems or cumulative impacts.” (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15168(b)(4).) The Program EIR can serve as a first-tier document for later CEQA
review of individual projects included in the program. These project-specific CEQA reviews can focus
on project-specific impacts and mitigation measures, and need not repeat the broad analyses
contained in the Program EIR. As discussed by the California Supreme Court, “it is proper for a lead
agency to use its discretion to focus a first-tier EIR on only the…program, leaving project-specific
details to subsequent EIRs when specific projects are considered.” (In re Bay Delta (2008) 43 Cal. 4th
1143, 1174-1175).
C. PROCEDURAL COMPLIANCE WITH CEQA
AMBAG published a Draft EIR on November 22, 2021, and a Final EIR on May 19, 2022, in
compliance with CEQA requirements. AMBAG prepared the Draft and Final EIRs in accordance with
CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. As allowed for in CEQA Guidelines Section 15084(d)(2), AMBAG
retained a consultant to assist with the preparation of the environmental documents. AMBAG,
acting as lead agency, has directed, reviewed and edited as necessary all material prepared by the
consultant, and such material reflects AMBAG’s independent judgment. In general, the preparation
of the EIR included the following key steps and public notification efforts:
A 30-day scoping process began with AMBAG’s issuance of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an
EIR. The NOP was filed with the State Clearinghouse on January 15, 2020, which started a 30-day
comment period that ended February 14, 2020. AMBAG noticed and held three EIR scoping
meetings during the 30-day NOP comment period to receive perspective and input from agencies,
organizations and individuals on the scope and content of the environmental information to be
addressed in the EIR. EIR scoping meetings were held on January 22, 2020 in Santa Cruz; January 23,
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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2020 in Hollister; and on January 29, 2020 in Monterey.
AMBAG issued the Draft EIR on November 22, 2021. The Notice of Availability for the Draft EIR was
published in local newspapers (listed below) and distributed to a variety of government agencies,
organizations and interested parties, including: local jurisdictions, tribal governments, state and
federal agencies, resource agencies, water districts and boards, transportation agencies, community
groups and organizations, business organizations, chambers of commerce, universities and school
districts, senior/aging organizations, interested parties and members of the public. The Draft EIR
was also posted on AMBAG’s website and available for review at the AMBAG Office, the
Transportation Agency for Monterey County office, and several libraries throughout the AMBAG
region.
Notice of Availability Published in Local Papers
 AMBAG, 24580 Silver Cloud Court, Monterey, CA 93940
 Transportation Agency for Monterey County, 55B Plaza Circle, Salinas, CA 93901
 Marina Branch Library, 190 Seaside Circle, Marina, CA 93933
 Greenfield Branch Library, 315 El Camino Real, Greenfield, CA 93927
 Watsonville Public Library, 275 Main Street, Suite 100, Watsonville, CA 95076
 Downtown Santa Cruz Public Library, 224 Church St, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 Felton Branch Library, 6121 Gushee Street, Felton, CA 95018
 Capitola Branch Library, 2005 Wharf Road, Capitola, CA 95010
 La Selva Beach Branch Library, 316 Estrella Avenue, La Selva Beach, CA 95076
 Council of San Benito County of Governments, 330 Tres Pinos Road, Suite C7, Hollister
CA 95023
The Notice of Completion for the Draft EIR was filed with the State Clearinghouse on November 22,
2021. The Draft EIR was available for a 70-day public review period starting November 22, 2021 and
ending January 31, 2022. AMBAG hosted online public hearings on the Draft EIR and the Draft 2045
MTP/SCS on January 12, January 19, January 24, and January 27, 2022. These meetings were online
due to health concerns of the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.
After the close of the first comment period on the Draft EIR, AMBAG decided to recirculate a part of
Section 6, Other Statutory Considerations, of the Draft EIR, specifically Section 6.4.2(h) (Greenhouse
Gas Emissions), Impact GHG-C-1. This decision was made based on the fact that, after completion of
the Draft EIR, AMBAG identified a clerical error indicating that the 2045 MTP/SCS would not have a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative greenhouse gas (GHG) impact
related to exceeding state GHG reduction targets, when in actuality it would. No other sections of
the Draft EIR were revised. The Notice of Availability and Notice of Completion for the partially
recirculated Draft EIR were made available on April 15, 2022. The partially recirculated Draft EIR was
circulated for a comment period extending from April 15, 2022 to May 31, 2022.
Following the close of the second public review period, AMBAG revised the Draft EIR in response to
comments received during the public review period on the Draft EIR and the public review period
for the partially recirculated Draft EIR and provided written responses addressing all significant
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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environmental issues raised. Revisions made to the Draft EIR are shown throughout the Final EIR in
strikethrough and underline text.
AMBAG published the Final EIR on June 3, 2022. AMBAG provided written responses to all public
agencies that commented on the Draft EIR on June 3, 2022, which is at least 10 days prior to
certifying the EIR. The AMBAG Board of Directors held a public hearing on June 15, 2022, to
consider certification of the Final EIR and approval of the project.
D. INCORPORATION OF FINAL EIR BY REFERENCE
The Final EIR is hereby incorporated by reference into these Findings of Fact. The Final EIR consists
of: (1) the Final EIR volume, which is a complete text of the Draft EIR with revisions; and (2) all
appendices to the Final EIR, including Appendix H which contains comments on the Draft EIR.
Appendix H includes a list of persons, organizations and public agencies commenting of the Draft
EIR; and AMBAG’s responses to environmental issues raised in Draft EIR comments.
E. REQUIREMENTS FOR CEQA FINDINGS
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091, no public
agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been certified which identifies one
or more significant effects on the environment that would occur if the project is approved or carried
out unless the public agency makes one or more of the following findings with respect to each
significant impact:
1.

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which
mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the environment.

2.

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by that other agency.

3.

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers,
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environmental
impact report. (The concept of infeasibility also encompasses whether a particular
alternative or mitigation measure promotes the project’s underlying goals and objectives,
and whether an alternative or mitigation measure is impractical or undesirable from a
policy standpoint. (See City of Del Mar v. City of San Diego (1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 410;
California Native Plant Society v. City of Santa Cruz (2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 957.))

AMBAG has made one or more of these specific written findings regarding each significant impact
associated with the 2045 MTP/SCS. Those findings are presented below, along with a presentation
of facts in support of the findings. The AMBAG Board of Directors certifies these findings are based
on full appraisal of all viewpoints, including all comments received up to the date of adoption of
these findings, concerning the environmental issues identified and discussed. These findings are
based on substantial evidence contained in the totality of the administrative record before the

2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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AMBAG Board of Directors, including but not limited to the Final EIR “supporting evidence” cited
herein.
II.

LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF THE RECORD

The documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings on which AMBAG’s
Findings of Fact are based are located at 24580 Silver Cloud Court, Monterey, California. The
custodian of these documents is Heather Adamson. This information is provided in compliance with
Public Resources Code Section 21081.6(a)(2) and 14 Cal. Code Regs. Section 15091(e).
For purposes of CEQA and these Findings of Fact, the Record of Proceedings for the project consists
of the following documents and other evidence, at a minimum:
The Notice of Preparation (NOP) and all other public notices issued by AMBAG in conjunction with
the project.
The Draft and Final EIRs, including appendices and technical studies included or referenced in the
Draft and Final EIRs.
All comments submitted by agencies or members of the public during the public comment period
on the Draft EIR.
All responses to the written comments included in the Final EIR.
All comments and correspondence submitted to AMBAG with respect to the project.
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the project.
All Findings and resolutions adopted by AMBAG decision makers in connection with the project and
all documents cited or referred to therein.
All reports, studies, memoranda, maps, staff reports, or other planning documents relating to the
project prepared by Rincon Consultants, consultants to AMBAG.
All reports, memoranda, documentation, data output files relating to the land use and
transportation modeling for the project.
All documents and information submitted to AMBAG by responsible, trustee, or other public
agencies, or by individuals or organizations, in connection with the project, up through the date the
AMBAG Board of Directors approved the project.
Minutes and/or verbatim transcripts of all information sessions, public meetings and public hearings
held by AMBAG, in connection with the project.
Any documentary or other evidence submitted to AMBAG at such information sessions, public
meetings, and public hearings.
Matters of common knowledge to AMBAG, including, but not limited to federal, State, and local
laws and regulations.
Any documents expressly cited in these Findings of Fact, in addition to those cited above.
Any other materials required to be in the Record of Proceedings by Public Resources Code
Section 21167.6(e).
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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III.

FINDINGS FOR IMPACTS IDENTIFIED AS INSIGNIFICANT

Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 do not require findings of
fact for impacts that are less than significant. Nevertheless, for the sake of completeness, the
AMBAG Board of Directors hereby finds that the following environmental impacts of the 2045
MTP/SCS either have no impact or are less than significant. Under CEQA, no mitigation measures
are required for impacts that are less than significant (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(a)(3)). The
findings below are for impacts that were analyzed in detail in the EIR, but are less than significant.
These findings are based on the detailed discussions of impacts in Chapter 4 of the EIR.
A. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES
1. Impact AG-2. Proposed transportation improvements and land use projects envisioned by
the 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with existing zoning for forest land, timberland, or
timberland production, nor result in the loss of forest land or convert forest land to nonforest uses. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with existing zoning for
forest land, timberland, or timberland production, and would not result in the loss forest
land or convert forest land to non-forest use.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to page 4.2-18 of the Final EIR.
B. AIR QUALITY AND HEALTH IMPACTS/RISKS
1. Impact AQ-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
AQMP. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the Monterey Bay Air Resources District’s Air Quality Management
Plan.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages 4.3-27 and 4.3-28 of the Final EIR.
2. Imapct AQ-6. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would not result in other emissions
(such as those leading to odors) adversely impacting a substantial number of people.
Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.

2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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b. Findings and Rationale – Objectionable odors associated with the construction and
operation of the projects from the 2045 MTP/SCS would be temporary and regulated by
local governing bodies (i.e., MBARD, counties, and cities). Implementation of the 2045
MTP/SCS would not result in odors or emissions adversely affecting a substantial number
of people.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages 4.3-44 and 4.3-45 of the Final EIR.
B. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
1. Impact BIO-4. Implementation of transportation improvements and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy. This impact would be less
than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would impact biological
resources such as trees but must comply with city and county development
requirements, including compliance with local policies, ordinances and applicable
permitting procedures related to protection biological resources, including trees. Impacts
would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages 4.4-48 and 4.4-49 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact BIO-5. Implementation of transportation improvements and the land use scenario
envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan. There would be no impact.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – There are no adopted regional Habitat Conservation Plans,
Natural Community Conservation Plans, or other approved local, regional, or State
habitat conservation plans within Monterey, San Benito, and Santa Cruz counties at the
time of Draft EIR preparation and therefore no conflict with the 2045 MTP/SCS would
occur.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to page 4.4-49 of the Final EIR.
C. CULTURAL RESOURCES
1. Impact CR-3. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS could disturb human remains. Impacts would be
less than significant.

2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Impacts would be less than significant with mandatory
compliance with existing State regulations and laws pertaining to human burials and
remains.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.5-23 and 4.5-24 of the Final EIR.
D. ENERGY
1. Impact E-1. Future transportation improvement projects and implementation of the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would not result in a significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. This
impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would not increase overall per capita
energy consumption relative to baseline conditions, or otherwise result in use of energy
in an inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary manner. Impacts would be less than
significant.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.6-15 through 4.6-17 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact E-2. the 2045 MTP/SCS would not increase reliance on fossil fuels or decrease
reliance on renewable energy sources. This impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS includes projects that support alternative
energy use and multi-modal transportation. The 2045 MTP/SCS would result in an
approximately 13 percent reduction in total energy usage compared to 2020 baseline
conditions.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.6-17 through 4.6-18 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact E-3. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency. This impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would result in an approximately 13 percent
reduction in total energy usage compared to 2020 baseline conditions and is consistent
with State and local plans for renewable energy or energy efficiency.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.6-19 through 4.6-20 of the Final EIR.
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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E. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
1. Impact GEO-1. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and future
projects included in land use scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not directly or
indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, ground shaking, or seismic-related ground failure. Impacts would be less
than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Compliance with existing regulations and design standards, as
well as the preparation of site-specific geotechnical reports, would reduce the potential
for seismic damage to occur as a result of implementation of 2045 MTP/SCS projects.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages 4.7-20 through 4.7-22 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact GEO-2. Transportation improvements and future projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not cause substantial soil erosion or loss of
topsoil. impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS would conform with
applicable county codes related to erosion control and the Construction General Permit.
Impacts related to erosion and loss of topsoil would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to page 4.7-22 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact GEO-3. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and future
projects included in the land use scenario in the 2045 MTP/SCS would be located on
potentially unstable soils or in areas of lateral spreading, subsidence, or high liquefaction
potential, or areas of expansive soil. Compliance with applicable regulations would reduce
impacts to less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS would conform with
the California Building Code, local general plans and building standards, and Caltrans
design criteria for transportation projects, where applicable. Impacts would be less than
significant.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to pages 4.7-23 and 4.7-24 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact GEO-4. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and future
projects included in the land use scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS in rural areas may
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-80

9

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

have soils incapable of adequately supporting septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS does not include transportation projects
that would require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems.
The few development projects in rural areas requiring septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems would be required to comply with applicable County or City
regulations. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to page 4.7-25 of the Final EIR.
5. Impact GEO-6. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and future
projects included in the land use scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not result
in the loss of availability of known mineral resources of value or locally-important mineral
resource recovery sites. This impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS primarily involves transportation
improvements infill and transit-oriented development. Development would not be
located on sites with known mineral resources. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence - Please refer to page 4.7-29 of the Final EIR.
F. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS/CLIMATE CHANGE
1. Impact GHG-2. Operation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would not generate a net increase in GHG
emissions by 2045 compared to baseline 2020 conditions. Impacts would be less than
significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would result in decreased operational
regional GHG emissions compared to 2020 baseline conditions in 2045. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.8-21 through 4.8-23 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact GHG-3. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with regional SB
375 per capita passenger vehicle CO 2 emission reduction targets of 6 percent by 2035 from
2005 levels. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
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b. Findings and Rationale –Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would achieve the
region’s SB 375 emissions reduction targets. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.8-23 and 4.8-24 of the Final EIR.
G. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
1. Impact HAZ-1. Proposed transportation improvement projects and land use projects
included in the 2045 MTP/SCS may facilitate the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous material, and may result in reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. Impacts would be less
than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Mandatory compliance with existing regulations and programs
would minimize the risk associated with these the routine transport, use and disposal of
hazardous materials, as well as accident conditions related to these materials. Impacts
would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.9-21 through 4.9-23 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact HAZ-2. Proposed transportation improvement projects and land use projects
included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Mandatory compliance with existing regulations and laws
would minimize the potential impacts associated with hazardous emissions or handling
of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an
existing or potential future school. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to page 4.9-24 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact HAZ-4. Transportation improvement projects and land use development included in
the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public or public use airport would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people
residing or working in the project area. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Compliance with existing federal, state and local regulations
and oversight in place that would effectively reduce the inherent hazard associated with
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development near airports to an acceptable and safe level. Impacts would be less than
significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to page 4.9-27 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact HAZ-5. Land use development and transportation projects included in the 2045
MTP/SCS would not impair implementation or physically interfere with adopted emergency
response or evacuation plans. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Required regular updates to emergency response and
evacuation plans would account for development and projects included in the 2045
MTP/SCS, and transportation projects have the potential to improve circulation,
including during emergency response. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to page 4.9-28 of the Final EIR.
H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
1. Impact HWQ-1. Transportation improvements and future projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not violate water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements, and would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation. Impacts
would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Construction of projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would
be required to comply with the federal Clean Water Act, which requires that coverage
under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater permit be
obtained for construction. Mandatory implementation of the SWPPP would prevent
substantial erosion or pollutants from degrading water quality or violating wastewater
discharge requirements during project construction. Mandatory compliance with existing
stormwater regulations and permit programs would prevent discharge of pollutants from
operation of projects. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.10-19 through 4.10-21 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact HWQ-2. Transportation improvements and future projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that sustainable
groundwater management of the basin would be impeded or conflicts with sustainable
groundwater management plans would result. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
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b. Findings and Rationale – Existing regulatory requirements at the local, State, and federal
level include measures to minimize any increases in off-site stormwater runoff by
encouraging on-site infiltration, which would effectively minimize the potential reduction
in groundwater recharge to an acceptable level. In addition, implementation of projects
under the 2045 MTP/SCS would not
substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin would be impeded. Therefore, impacts of the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS to
groundwater supply and recharge, as well as sustainable groundwater management and
sustainable groundwater management plans, would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to page 4.10-21 through 4.10-23 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact HWQ-3. Transportation improvements and future projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not substantially alter existing drainage
patterns such that they would substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff or
create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of stormwater drainage
systems. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Compliance with existing regulations related to stormwater
management and nonpoint source pollution control would ensure that alterations of
drainage patterns caused by 2045 MTP/SCS transportation and land use projects would
not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding; contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems; or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.10-24 and 4.10-25 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact HWQ-4. Transportation improvements and future projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not substantially alter drainage patterns in a
manner which would impede or redirect floor flows, or risk release of pollutants due to
project inundation in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones. This impact would be less than
significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Compliance with existing regulations and programs would
prevent placement of structures within 100-year floodplain that could redirect flood
flows, would prevent development in 100-year floodplains and would prevent significant
risks of loss, injury or death resulting from flooding or inundation. Impacts would be less
than significant.
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c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.10-25 through 4.10-27 of the Final EIR.
5. Impact HWQ-5. Transportation improvements and future projects included in the land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water quality control plan. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Development under the 2045 MTP/SCS would not substantially
degrade water quality or violate water quality standards because compliance with state
regulation such as NPDES and MS4 permits would require implementation of BMPs and
development to reduce discharge of runoff and maintain water quality. In addition, local
ordinances require measures such as erosion control reduce the discharge of pollutants
into storm drain systems. Although individual projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS
have the potential to adversely affect water quality at a project specific level, projects
would adhere to existing regulations related to water quality. Therefore, impacts related
to conflicts with a water quality control plan (the Central Coast RWQCB Basin Plan)
would be less than significant.
I. LAND USE
1. Impact LU-1. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and the land use
scenario envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would not physically divide an established
community. This is impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The transportation projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS
generally include improvements to existing roads and transportation facilities, rather
than new roads or rail lines through existing or established communities. The land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS encourages infill development in existing
communities, rather than new communities in rural areas where new roads would be
required. Therefore, the 2045 MTP/SCS would not physically divide established
communities, and impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.11-18 and 4.11-19 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact LU-2. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not cause a significant environmental impact due to
a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation and result in a physical change to the
environment not already addressed in other resource chapters. This impact would be less
than significant.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation measures are provided for applicable resources throughout their
respective environmental issue area sections of the EIR to reduce impacts. No additional
mitigation is required for this impact.
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b. Findings and Rationale – The SCS land use and transportation projects envisioned within
the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in conflicts with land use plans, policies, or regulations.
However, the 2045 MTP/SCS would not result in a physical change to the environment
that has not already been addressed in the other resource chapters of this EIR. The
impacts of any such conflicts are described throughout this section of the EIR.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.11-19 through 4.11-21 of the Final EIR.
J. POPULATION AND HOUSING
1. Impact PH-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not induce substantial unplanned population
growth, either directly or indirectly. This impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would accommodate forecasted growth
through implementation of the envisioned 2045 MTP/SCS land use strategies to intensify
density in developed areas, rather than induce unplanned growth. Transportation
projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would not induce population growth as these
projects would be growth accommodating and are generally intended to improve
existing transportation networks. The land use and transportation projects in the 2045
MTP/SCS would therefore not result in substantial unplanned population growth.
Impacts from implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.13-11 through 4.13-14 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact PH-2. Land use and transportation projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would
temporarily displace existing housing and people but would not necessitate the construction
of replacement housing elsewhere. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Land use development included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would
temporarily displace existing housing and people as individual housing development sites
are redeveloped. However, in the long term, the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in a net
increase in housing units in the AMBAG region. Impacts would be less than significant.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.13-15 and 4.13-16 of the Final EIR.
K. PUBLIC SERVICES, RECREATION, AND UTILITIES
1. Impact PSU-2. The 2045 MTP/SCS would require the provision of new schools, the
construction of which would result in substantial physical impacts. Impacts would be less
than significant because of state regulations mandating development impact fees.
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a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS would accommodate the growth of
population, households, and jobs in the AMBAG region, which would result in increased
demand for school services. Future project sponsors would be required by law to pay
development impact fees at the time building permits are issued. These fees are used by
the applicable school district to mitigate impacts associated with long-term operation
and maintenance of school facilities. The fees would be determined at the time of the
building permit issuance and would reflect the most current fee amount requested by
the school district. Pursuant to Section 65996(3)(h) of the California Government Code
(SB 50), payment of these fees “is deemed to be full and complete mitigation of impacts
of any legislative or adjudicative act, or both, involving but not limited to, the planning,
use, or development of real property, or any change in government organization or
reorganization.” Impacts of the 2045 MTP/SCS on schools would therefore be less than
significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to page 4.14-38 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact PSU-6. Proposed transportation improvements and land use development projects
envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would be required to comply with all relevant statues and
regulations related to solid waste. This impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Projects envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would comply with
the California Green Building Code, SB 1016, and existing applicable federal, State, and
local statutes, regulations and policies related to solid waste. Compliance with these
relevant statutes, regulations, and policies would result in less than significant impacts.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to page 4.14-48 of the Final EIR.
L. TRANSPORTATION
1. Impact T-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not result in a significant impact due to conflicts with
any programs addressing the circulation system. This impact would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would improve transit
ridership and circulation while also improving active transportation modes and facilities,
such as constructing new pedestrian and bicycle facilities. The 2045 MTP/SCS also
includes roadway projects that would improve circulation. The 2045 MTP would not
conflict with programs addressing the circulation system.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.15-23 through 4.15-26 of the Final EIR.
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2. Impact T-3. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not substantially increase hazards due to geometric
design features or incompatible uses. Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – The regional growth pattern of the 2045 MTP/SCS does not
define design level features of roadways. Specific transportation projects under the 2045
MTP/SCS would be subject to and expected to follow the design guidelines established
by the State or the local jurisdiction with authority over the project, including curve radii
on curving road segments, maximum road grade/slope, and minimum separating
distance between intersections and driveways.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.15-30 and 4.15-31 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact T-4. The 2045 MTP/SCS would not result in inadequate emergency vehicle access.
Impacts would be less than significant.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation is required.
b. Findings and Rationale – Standard construction procedures for development of a
construction management plan would address 2045 MTP/SCS construction activities that
could temporarily impair emergency access points. Projects included in the 2045
MTP/SCS would be subject to the design standards of local jurisdictions for new and
existing development and roadways to ensure adequate emergency access. Impacts
would be less than significant.
c. Supporting Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.15-32 and 4.15-33 of the Final EIR.
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IV. FINDINGS FOR IMPACTS IDENTIFIED AS SIGNIFICANT BUT MITIGATED TO A LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT LEVEL
There are no impacts identified in the Final EIR as significant that could be mitigated to a less than
significant level. Remaining findings for significant impacts are discussed in Section V, Findings for
Impacts that are Significant and Unavoidable.
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V.

FINDINGS FOR IMPACTS THAT ARE SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE

The AMBAG Board of Directors, having reviewed and considered the information contained in the
Final EIR and the record of proceedings, and pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081(a)(3)
and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(a)(3), makes the following findings with respect to
impacts of the project that are significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors hereby
finds that mitigation measures identified in the EIR that have been required in or incorporated into
the project would lessen the following significant environmental impacts but not to a less than
significant level. These findings are based on the discussion of impacts in the detailed impact
analyses in Chapter 4 of the EIR as well as relevant responses to comments in the Final EIR. The
findings below are for impacts where implementation of the project may result in the following
significant, unavoidable environmental impacts, even with the implementation of mitigation
measures:
A. AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
1. Impact AES-1. Proposed transportation improvement projects and land use projects

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would have a substantial adverse effect on scenic vistas
and substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway. This would be a
significant and unavoidable impact.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that would degrade scenic vistas or scenic
resources within a state scenic highway, and where feasible and necessary based on
project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and
should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing
the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these
mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AES-1(a) Discouragement of Architectural Features that Block Scenic Views.
Implementing agencies shall, or can and should, design projects to minimize
contrasts in scale and massing between the project and surrounding natural
forms and development. Setbacks and acoustical design of adjacent
structures shall be preferentially used as mitigation for potential noise
impacts arising from increased traffic volumes associated with adjacent land
development. The use of sound walls, or any other architectural features that
could block views from the scenic highways or other view corridors, shall be
discouraged to the extent possible. Where use of sound walls is found to be
necessary, walls shall incorporate offsets, accents and landscaping to prevent
monotony. In addition, sound walls shall be complementary in color and
texture to surrounding natural features.
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AES-1(b) Tree Protection and Replacement. New roadways and extensions and
widenings of existing roadways shall avoid the removal of existing mature
trees to the extent possible. The implementing agency of a particular 2045
MTP/SCS project shall, or can and should, replace any trees lost at a minimum
2:1 basis and incorporate them into the landscaping design for the roadway
when feasible. The implementing agency also shall ensure the continued
vitality of replaced trees through periodic maintenance.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt them. Although the identified
mitigation would help reduce impacts related to state-designated scenic highway
corridors and scenic resources, individual transportation infrastructure projects as well
as land use development included in the 2045 MTP/SCS would still result in obstructions
to panoramic views and views of important landscape features or landforms (mountains,
oceans, rivers, bays, or important man-made structures) as seen from public viewing
areas. Given the extent of planned land use development and the potential for site
specific visual obstructions from future land use and transportation projects, impacts
related to the obstruction of scenic vistas from public viewing areas and impacts to statedesignated scenic highway corridors and scenic resources would be significant and
unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or
alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.1-11 through 4.1-13 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact AES-2. Proposed transportation improvement projects and land use projects

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would substantially degrade existing visual character in the
AMBAG region. This would be a significant and unavoidable impact.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measure developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that would substantially degrade visual
character, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site-specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement this
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measure, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project
specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
AES-2

Design Measures for Visual Compatibility. The implementing agency shall, or
can and should, require measures that minimize contrasts in scale and
massing between the project and surrounding natural forms and
developments. Strategies to achieve this include:
 Siting or designing projects to minimize their intrusion into important
viewsheds;
 Avoiding large cuts and fills when the visual environment (natural or urban)
would be substantially disrupted;
 Ensuring that re-contouring provides a smooth and gradual transition
between modified landforms and existing grade;
 Developing transportation systems to be compatible with the surrounding
environments (e.g., colors and materials of construction material; scale of
improvements);
 Protecting or replacing trees in the project area;
 Designing and installing landscaping to add natural elements and visual
interest to soften hard edges, as well as to restore natural features along
corridors where possible after widening, interchange modifications, realignment, or construction of ancillary facilities. The implementing agency
shall provide a performance security equal to the value of the
landscaping/irrigation installation to ensure compliance with landscaping
plans; and
 Designing new structures to be compatible in scale, mass, character and
architecture with existing structures.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility
and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-2
would reduce project-specific impacts to the extent feasible, but the incremental
alteration of current rural or semi-rural character to a more suburban environment is
considered a significant and unavoidable impact because mitigation measures may not
be feasible for all projects. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation
measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than
significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
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alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this
impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.1-14 through 4.1-16 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact AES-3. Proposed transportation improvement projects and land use projects

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would create new sources of substantial light or glare that
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. This would be a significant and
unavoidable impact.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures for transportation projects that would
result in light and glare impacts, and where feasible and necessary based on project and
site-specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should
implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045
MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation
measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AES-3(a) Roadway Lighting. Roadway lighting shall be minimized to the extent
possible, consistent with safety and security objectives and shall not exceed
the minimum height requirements of the local jurisdiction in which the
project is proposed. This may be accomplished through the use of hoods, low
intensity lighting and using as few lights as necessary to achieve the goals of
the project.
AES-3(b) Lighting Design Measures. As part of planning, design and engineering for
projects, implementing agencies shall, or can and should, ensure that projects
proposed near light-sensitive uses avoid substantial spillover lighting.
Potential design measures include, but are not limited to, the following:
 Lighting shall consist of cutoff-type fixtures that cast low angle illumination
to minimize incidental spillover of light into adjacent properties and
undeveloped open space. Fixtures that project light upward or horizontally
shall not be used.
 Lighting shall be directed away from habitat and open space areas adjacent
to the project site.
 Light mountings shall be downcast and the height of the poles minimized to
reduce potential for backscatter into the nighttime sky and incidental
spillover of light onto adjacent private properties and undeveloped open
space. Light poles will be 20 feet high or shorter. Luminary mountings shall
have non-glare finishes.
 Exterior lighting features shall be directed downward and shielded in order
to confine light to the boundaries of the subject project. Where more
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intense lighting is necessary for safety purposes, the design shall include
landscaping to block light from sensitive land uses, such as residences.
AES-3(c)

Glare Reduction Measures. Implementing agencies shall, or can and should,
minimize and control glare from transportation and infill development
projects near glare-sensitive uses through the adoption of project design
features such as:
 Planting trees along transportation corridors to reduce glare from the sun;
 Creating tree wells in existing sidewalks;
 Adding trees in new curb extensions and traffic circles;
 Adding trees to public parks and greenways;
 Landscaping off-street parking areas, loading areas and service areas;
 Limiting the use of reflective materials, such as metal;
 Using non-reflective material, such as paint, vegetative screening, matte
finish coatings and masonry;
 Screening parking areas by using vegetation or trees;
 Using low reflective glass where feasible;
 Complying with applicable general plan policies or local controls related to
glare; and
 Tree species planted to comply with this measure shall provide substantial
shade cover when mature. Utilities shall be installed underground along
these routes wherever feasible to allow trees to grow and provide shade
without need for severe pruning.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt it. In the absence of regulations
specifically addressing light and glare impacts, the aforementioned mitigation measures
would limit the use of reflective building materials and the potential spillage of light both
upward and onto adjacent properties from exterior lighting fixtures. However due to the
variety of project-specific circumstances, mitigation measures may not be feasible for all
projects. Therefore, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG
Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible
that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of
Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
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to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.1-16 through 4.1-19 of the Final EIR.
B. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES
1. Impact AG-1. Proposed transportation improvements and land use projects envisioned by

the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance to nonagricultural use, or conflict with existing zoning for
agriculture or a Williamson Act contract. This would be a significant and unavoidable impact.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that would result in impacts to Important
Farmland, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement
these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS.
Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as
necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AG-1

Agricultural Land Impact Avoidance and Minimization. Implementing
agencies shall implement measures, where feasible based on project and site
specific considerations, that include, but are not limited to those identified
below.
 Require project relocation or corridor realignment, where feasible, to avoid
Important Farmland, agriculturally zoned land and/or land under
Williamson Act contract;
 Manage project construction to minimize the introduction of invasive
species or weeds that may affect agricultural production on agricultural land
adjacent to project sites. Managing project construction may include
washing construction equipment before bringing equipment on-site, using
certified weed-free straw bales for construction Best Management Practices
(BMPs), and other similar measures.
 Provide buffers, berms, setbacks, fencing, or other project design measures
to protect surrounding agriculture, and to reduce conflict with farming that
could result from implementation of transportation improvements and/or
development included as a part of the MTP/SCS;
 Achieve compensatory mitigation in advance of impacts through purchase
or creation of mitigation credits or the implementation of mitigation
projects through Regional Advance Mitigation Planning, as deemed
appropriate by permitting agencies; and/or
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 Require acquisition of conservation easements on land in the same
jurisdiction, if feasible, and at least equal in quality and size to converted
Important Farmland, to offset the loss of Important Farmland.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which, as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility
and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of Mitigation Measure AG-1
would require avoidance or compensation for Important Farmland impacts by specific
projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS, thereby reducing the impact of conversion of
Important Farmland to non-agriculture use and conflicts with agricultural zoning and
Williamson Act contracts. However, the mitigation would not ensure that the future land
use development pattern and transportation projects could feasibly relocate or realign to
avoid conversion of Farmland, lands zoned for agriculture, and lands under Williamson
Act contract to a less than significant level. As a result, the aforementioned mitigation
measure would reduce impacts, but impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.
The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives
are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG
Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.2-15 through 4.2-17 of the Final EIR.
C. AIR QUALITY AND HEALTH IMPACTS/RISKS
1. Impact AQ-2. Construction of proposed transportation improvements and land use projects

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in
PM 10 or ozone precursor emissions. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in fugitive dust and ozone
precursor emissions, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement
these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS.
Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as
necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
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AQ-2(a)

Application of MBARD Feasible Mitigation Measures. For all projects, the
implementing agency shall incorporate the most recent MBARD feasible
mitigation measures and/or technologies for reducing inhalable particles
based on analysis of individual sites and project circumstances. Current
MBARD feasible mitigation measures include the following measures.
Additional and/or modified measures may be adopted by MBARD prior to
implementation of individual projects under the 2045 MTP/SCS. The most
current list of feasible mitigation measures at the time of project
implementation shall be used.
 Water all active construction areas at least twice daily. Frequency should be
based on the type of operation, soil, and wind exposure.
 Prohibit all grading activities during periods of high wind (over 15 miles per
hour).
 Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areas (disturbed
lands within construction projects that are unused for at least four
consecutive days).
 Apply non-toxic binders (e.g., latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed areas
after cut and fill operations and hydro seed area.
 Haul trucks shall maintain at least 2’0”of freeboard.
 Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials.
 Plant tree windbreaks on the windward perimeter of construction projects if
adjacent to open land.
 Plant vegetative ground cover in disturbed areas as soon as possible.
 Cover inactive storage piles.
 Install wheel washers at the entrance to construction sites for all exiting
trucks.
 Pave all roads on construction sites.
 Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried out from the construction
site.
 Limit the area under construction at any one time.
 Post a publicly visible sign which specifies the telephone number and person
to contact regarding dust complaints. This person shall respond to
complaints and take corrective action within 48 hours. The phone number
of the Monterey Bay Air Resources District shall be visible to ensure
compliance with Rule 402 (Nuisance).

AQ-2(b) Diesel Equipment Emissions Standards. The implementing agency shall
ensure, to the extent feasible, that diesel construction equipment meeting
CARB Tier 4 emission standards for off-road heavy-duty diesel engines is
used. If use of Tier 4 equipment is not feasible, diesel construction
equipment meeting Tier 3 (or if infeasible, Tier 2) emission standards shall
be used, and engines shall be retrofitted with CARB Level 3 Verified Diesel
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Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS) if available for the equipment. These
measures shall be noted on all construction plans and the implementing
agency shall perform periodic site inspections.
AQ-2(c) Electric Construction Equipment. The implementing agency shall ensure
that to the extent possible, construction equipment utilizes electricity from
power poles rather than temporary diesel power generators and/or
gasoline power generators.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt them. Implementation of
Measures AQ-2(a) through AQ-2(c) would reduce short-term construction emissions
from individual projects and thus reduce the severity of impacts by requiring best
practices for dust and exhaust emissions via readily available, lower-emitting diesel
equipment, and/or equipment powered by alternative cleaner fuels (e.g., propane) or
electricity, as well as on-road trucks using particulate exhaust filters. To the extent that
an implementing agency requires an individual project to implement all feasible
mitigation measures described above, individual project impacts may be reduced to a
less than significant level. However, these mitigation measure may not be feasible or
effective for all projects. Therefore, this impact would remain significant and
unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or
alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.3-28 through 4.3-31 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact AQ-3. Proposed transportation improvements and land use projects envisioned by

the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of PM 10 . Longterm operational impacts related to PM 10 emissions would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – AMBAG, in partnership with MBARD and implementing agencies, shall
implement Mitigation Measure AQ-3(a) to reduce PM 10 emissions. For land use projects
under their jurisdiction, the cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should
implement Mitigation Measure AQ-3(b) to reduce PM 10 emissions, where relevant to
land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
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documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific
conditions.
AQ-3(a)

PM 10 Emissions Reduction. To help reduce regional PM10 emissions, AMBAG
and the RTPAs, in partnership with MBARD and implementing agencies, shall:
 Support the use of existing air quality and transportation funds and seek
additional funds to continue the implementation of the CARB Carl Moyer
Program, which is intended to retrofit and replace trucks and locomotives
to reduce particulate matter.
 Incentivize the reduction of mobile PM emissions from mobile exhaust and
entrained PM sources such as tire wear, brake wear, and roadway dust
through funding.
 Hold forums and workshops to encourage land use projects to incorporate
transportation demand management (TDM) strategies as part of the project
design to reduce the number of vehicular trips across the transportation
network. Potential strategies could include ridesharing, carpooling,
subsidized public transit, flexible work hours, and parking management
measures.

AQ-3(b)

Long-term Regional Operational Emissions. Implementing agencies including
transportation project sponsors, counties, and cities shall, or can and should,
implement long-term operational emissions reduction measures. Such
reduction measures include the following:
 Require that all interior and exterior architectural coatings for all
developments utilize coatings following MBARD Rule 426, Architectural
Coatings.
 Increase building envelope energy efficiency standards in excess of
applicable building standards and encourage new development to achieve
zero net energy use.
 Install energy-efficient appliances, interior lighting, and building mechanical
systems. Encourage installation of solar panels for new residential and
commercial development.
 Locate sensitive receptors more than 500 feet of a freeway, 500 feet of
urban roads with 100,000 vehicles/day, or rural roads with 50,000
vehicles/day.
 Locate sensitive receptors more than 1,000 feet of a major diesel rail service
or railyards. Where adequate buffer cannot be implemented, implement
the following:
□
Install air filtration (as part of mechanical ventilation systems or standalone air cleaners) to reduce indoor pollution exposure for residents
and other sensitive populations in buildings that are close to
transportation network improvement projects.
□
Use air filtration devices rated MERV-13 or higher.
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 Plant trees and/or vegetation suited to trapping roadway air pollution
and/or sound walls between sensitive receptors and the pollution source.
The vegetation buffer should be thick, with full coverage from the ground to
the top of the canopy. Install higher efficacy public street and exterior
lighting.
 Use daylight as an integral part of lighting systems in buildings.
 Use passive solar designs to take advantage of solar heating and natural
cooling.
 Install light colored “cool” roofs, cool pavements.
 Install solar and tankless hot water heaters.
 Exclude wood-burning fireplaces and stoves.
 Incorporate design measures and infrastructure that promotes safe and
efficient use of alternative modes of transportation (e.g., neighborhood
electric vehicles, bicycles) pedestrian access, and public transportation use.
Such measures may include incorporation of electric vehicle charging
stations, bike lanes, bicycle-friendly intersections, and bicycle parking and
storage facilities.
 Incorporate design measures that promote ride sharing programs (e.g., by
designating a certain percentage of parking spaces for ride sharing vehicles,
designating adequate passenger loading and unloading and waiting areas
for ride sharing vehicles, and providing a web site or message board for
coordinating rides).
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. If implementing agencies adopt and require the
mitigation described above, transportation related PM 10 emission impacts would be
reduced because said measures encourage the use of cleaner vehicles and reduce vehicle
trips. However, since the implementation is not project or site specific, reductions
cannot be estimated and cannot be guaranteed on a project-by-project basis.
Additionally, it is unlikely that an increase in daily PM 10 emissions above baseline
conditions could be fully avoided in 2045, due to factors unrelated to discretionary
approvals, such as population growth in the region. Therefore, this impact would remain
significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible Since no feasible mitigation measures or
alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this
impact remains significant and unavoidable.
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c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.3-31 through 4.3-36 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact AQ-4. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would expose sensitive receptors to

substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation –RTPAs shall, and other transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should, implement Mitigation Measure AQ-3(b) to reduce long-term regional operational
emissions. For land use projects under their jurisdiction, the cities and counties in the
AMBAG region can and should implement Mitigation Measure AQ-3(b) to reduce
pollutant emissions, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045
MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation
measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AQ-3(b)

Long-term Regional Operational Emissions (see mitigation measure above).

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility
and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of Measures AQ-3(b) would
reduce fugitive dust emissions from individual projects and thus reduce the severity of
impacts by requiring best practices for dust and emissions via watering, vegetative
covers, reducing travel speed, and covering exposed areas. To the extent that an
implementing agency requires an individual project to implement all feasible mitigation
measures described above, individual project impact would be reduced to a less than
significant level. However, these mitigation measure may not be feasible or effective for
all projects. Therefore, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are
feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board
of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.3-37 and 4.3-38 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact AQ-5. Future growth and development facilitated by the 2045 MTP/SCS land use

scenario would expose sensitive receptors to substantial hazardous air pollutant
concentrations. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
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a. Mitigation – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure is partially
within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA responsible
agencies will adopt it, and partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of
transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties, which can
and should adopt it. For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG,
and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS
program where applicable for transportation projects, and where feasible and necessary
based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust
these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AQ-5

Health Risk Reduction Measures. Transportation implementing agencies
shall, or can and should, implement the following measures:
 Retain a qualified air quality consultant to prepare a health risk assessment
(HRA) in accordance with CARB and OEHHA requirements to determine the
exposure of nearby sensitive receptors to TAC concentrations.
 If impacts result in increased risks to sensitive receptors above the MBARD
significance thresholds, then design features or control measures must be
included that will reduce the health risks at the location of the off-site
sensitive receptors to a level below the MBARD significance threshold. For
example, plant trees and/or vegetation suited to trapping TACs and/or
sound walls between sensitive receptors and the pollution source would be
recommended. This measure would trap TACs emitted from pollution
sources such as highways, reducing the amount of TACs to which residents
and other sensitive populations would be exposed.
 AMBAG will partner with MBARD and other implementing agencies to
explore a program to retrofit existing residential buildings and other
sensitive land uses near freeways or roadways where health risk impacts
would exceed MBARD significance thresholds with air filtration devices
rated minimum efficiency report value (MERV) 13.
 Implement air pollution reduction strategies as described in Table 1 from
the CARB Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume
Roadways technical advisory (2017) when reasonable and feasible for
transportation system projects associated with the 2045 MTP/SCS.
In addition, consistent with the general guidance contained in CARB’s Air
Quality and Land Use Handbook (April 2005) and Technical Advisory on
Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways (April
2017). Appropriate measures shall include one or more of the following
methods, as determined by a qualified professional, as applicable. The
implementing agency shall incorporate health risk reduction measures based
on analysis of individual land use sites and project circumstances. These
measures may include:
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 Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 500 feet of a freeway or railway.
 Require development projects for new sensitive land uses to be designed to
minimize exposure to roadway-related pollutants to the maximum extent
feasible through inclusion of design components including air filtration and
physical barriers.
 Do not locate sensitive receptors near the entry and exit points of a
distribution center.
 Locate structures and outdoor living areas for sensitive uses as far as
possible from the source of emissions. As feasible, locate doors, outdoor
living areas and air intake vents primarily on the side of the building away
from the freeway or other pollution source. As feasible, incorporate dense,
tiered vegetation that regains foliage year-round and has a long-life span
between the pollution source and the project.
 Maintain a 50-foot buffer from a typical gas dispensing facility (under 3.6
million gallons of gas per year).
 Install, operate, and maintain in good working order a central heating and
ventilation (HV) system or other air take system in the building, or in each
individual residential unit, that meets or exceeds the efficiency standard of
the MERV 13. The HV system should include the following features:
Installation of a high efficiency filter and/or carbon filter-to-filter
particulates and other chemical matter from entering the building. Either
HEPA filters or ASHRAE 85 percent supply filters should be used. Ongoing
maintenance should occur.
 Retain a qualified HV consultant or Home Energy Rating Systems (HERS)
rater during the design phase of the project to locate the HV system based
on exposure modeling from the mobile and/or stationary pollutant sources.
 Maintain positive pressure within the building.
 Achieve a performance standard of at least one air exchange per hour of
fresh outside filtered air.
 Achieve a performance standard of at least four air exchanges per hour of
recirculation. Achieve a performance standard of 0.25 air exchanges per
hour of in unfiltered infiltration if the building is not positively pressurized.
 Require project owners to provide a disclosure statement to occupants and
buyers summarizing technical studies that reflect health concerns about
exposure to highway exhaust emissions.
 Implement feasible attenuation measures needed to reduce potential air
quality impacts to sensitive receptors such as air filtration systems.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility
and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
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counties, which can and should adopt it. Although implementation of the above
mitigation would reduce health risks, based on project-specific circumstances, individual
sensitive receptors may still be exposed to substantial hazardous air pollutant
concentrations that would have significant health risk effects. Therefore, this impact
remains significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.3-39 through 4.3-43 of the Final EIR.
D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
1. Impact BIO-1. Implementation of transportation improvements and the land use scenario

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would have substantial adverse impacts on special-status
plant and animal species, either directly or through habitat modifications. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement
the following mitigation measures for applicable transportation projects identified in
Appendix B, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement
these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS.
Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as
necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
BIO-1(a)

Biological Resources Screening and Assessment. On a project-by-project
basis, a preliminary biological resource screening shall, or can and should, be
performed as part of the environmental review process to determine whether
the project has any potential to impact biological resources. If it is determined
that the project has no potential to impact biological resources, no further
action is required. If the project would have the potential to impact biological
resources, prior to construction, the implementing agency shall retain a
qualified biologist to conduct a biological resources assessment (BRA) to
document the existing biological resources and to determine the potential
impacts to those resources. Depending on the results of the BRA, design
alterations, further technical studies (i.e., protocol surveys) and/or
consultations with the USFWS, CDFW and/or other local, state, and federal
agencies may be required. The following mitigation measures [BIO-1(b)
through BIO-1(j)] shall be incorporated only as applicable into the BRA for
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projects where specific resources are present or may be present and
impacted by the project.
BIO-1(b)

Special-Status Plant Species Surveys. If completion of the project specific BRA
determines that special-status plant species have potential to occur on-site,
the implementing agency shall require surveys for special-status plants to be
completed prior to any vegetation removal, grubbing, or other construction
activity of each project (including staging and mobilization). The surveys shall
be floristic in nature and shall be seasonally timed to coincide with the target
species. Surveys shall be conducted in accordance with the most current
protocols established by the CDFW, USFWS, and the local jurisdictions if said
protocols exist. A report of the survey results shall be submitted to the
implementing agency for review. If special-status plant species are identified,
mitigation measure BIO-1(c) shall apply.

BIO-1(c)

Special-Status Plant Species Avoidance, Minimization and Mitigation. If
state- or federally listed and/or CRPR 1 and 2 species are found during specialstatus plant surveys [pursuant to mitigation measure BIO-1(b)], then the
implementing agency shall require the project to be re-designed to avoid
impacting these plant species to the extent feasible. If CRPR 3 and 4 species
are found, the biologist shall evaluate to determine if they meet criteria to be
considered special-status, and if so, the same process as identified for CRPR 1
and 2 species shall apply.
If special-status plants species cannot be avoided and would be impacted by a
project implemented under the 2045 MTP/SCS, the implementing agency
shall require all impacts shall be mitigated at an appropriate ratio to fully
offset project impacts, as determined by a qualified biologist for each species
as a component of habitat restoration. A restoration plan shall be prepared
and submitted to implementing agency overseeing the project for approval.

BIO-1(d)

Endangered/Threatened Animal Species Habitat Assessment and Protocol
Surveys. If the BRA determines that suitable habitat may be present for
federally and/or state endangered or threatened animal species, the
implementing agency shall require protocol habitat assessments/surveys to
be completed in accordance with CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS protocols prior
to issuance of any construction permits/project approvals. Alternatively, in
lieu of conducting protocol surveys, the implementing agency may choose to
assume presence within the project footprint and proceed with development
of appropriate avoidance measures, consultation and permitting, as
applicable. If the target species is detected during protocol surveys, or
protocol surveys are not conducted and presence assumed based on suitable
habitat, mitigation measure BIO-1(e) shall apply.

BIO-1(e)

Endangered/Threatened Animal Species Avoidance and Compensatory
Mitigation. If habitat is occupied or presumed occupied by federal and/or
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state listed species and would be impacted by the project, the implementing
agency shall require re-design of the project in coordination with a qualified
biologist to avoid impacting occupied/presumed occupied habitat to the
extent feasible. If occupied or presumed occupied habitat cannot be avoided,
the implementing agency shall provide the total acreages for habitat that
would be impacted prior to the issuance of construction permits/approvals.
The implementing agency shall purchase credits at a USFWS, NMFS and/or
CDFW approved conservation bank if available for the affected species and/or
provide compensatory mitigation to offset impacts to federal and/or state
listed species habitat. Compensatory mitigation shall be provided at an
appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as determined by a qualified
biologist for permanent impacts. Compensatory mitigation may be
combined/nested with special-status plant species and sensitive community
restoration where applicable. Temporary impact areas shall be restored to
pre-project conditions. If on and/or off site mitigation sites are identified the
implementing agency shall retain a qualified biologist to prepare a Habitat
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (HMMP) to ensure the success of
compensatory mitigation sites that are to be conserved for compensation of
permanent impacts to federal and/or state listed species. The HMMP shall
identify long term site management needs, routine monitoring techniques,
techniques and success criteria, and shall determine if the conservation site
has restoration needs to function as a suitable mitigation site. The HMMP
shall be submitted to the agency overseeing the project for approval.
BIO-1(f)

Endangered/Threatened Animal Species Avoidance and Minimization During
Construction. The implementing agency shall apply the following measures to
aquatic and terrestrial species, where appropriate. Implementing agencies
shall select from these measures as appropriate depending on site conditions,
the species with potential for occurrence and the results of the biological
resources screening and assessment (measure BIO-1[a]).
 Pre-construction surveys for federal and/or state listed species with
potential to occur shall be conducted where suitable habitat is present by a
qualified biologist not more than 48 hours prior to the start of construction
activities. The survey area shall include the proposed disturbance area and
all proposed ingress/egress routes, plus a 100-foot buffer. If any life stage of
federal and/or state listed species is found within the survey area, the
qualified biologist shall recommend an appropriate course of action, which
may include consultation with USFWS, NMFS and/or CDFW. The results of
the pre-construction surveys shall be submitted to the implementing agency
for review and approval prior to start of construction.
 Ground disturbance shall be limited to the minimum necessary to complete
the project. The project limits of disturbance shall be flagged. Areas of
special biological concern shall have highly visible orange construction
fencing.
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 All projects occurring within/adjacent to aquatic habitats (including riparian
habitats and wetlands) shall be completed between April 1 and October 31,
to avoid impacts to sensitive aquatic species.
 All projects occurring within or adjacent to sensitive habitats that may
support federally and/or state endangered/threatened species shall have a
qualified biologist present during all initial ground disturbing/vegetation
clearing activities. Once initial ground disturbing/vegetation clearing
activities have been completed, said biologist shall conduct daily pre-activity
clearance surveys for endangered/threatened species. Alternatively, and
upon approval of the CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS or as outlined in project
permits, said biologist may conduct site inspections at a minimum of once
per week to ensure all prescribed avoidance and minimization measures are
begin fully implemented.
 No endangered/threatened species shall be captured and relocated without
authorization from the CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS.
 If pumps are used for dewatering activities, all intakes shall be completely
screened with wire mesh not larger than five millimeters to prevent animals
from entering the pump system.
 If at any time during construction of the project an endangered/threatened
species enters the construction site or otherwise may be impacted by the
project, all project activities shall cease. At that point, a qualified biologist
shall recommend an appropriate course of action, which may include
consultation with USFWS, NMFS and/or CDFW.
 All vehicle maintenance/fueling/staging shall occur not less than 100 feet
from any riparian habitat or water body. Suitable containment procedures
shall be implemented to prevent spills.
 No equipment shall be permitted to enter wetted portions of any affected
drainage channel.
 All equipment operating within streambeds (restricted to conditions in
which water is not present) shall be in good conditions and free of leaks.
Spill containment shall be installed under all equipment staged within
stream areas and extra spill containment and clean up materials shall be
located in close proximity for easy access.
 At the end of each workday, excavations shall be secured with cover or a
ramp shall be provided to prevent wildlife entrapment.
 All trenches, pipes, culverts or similar structures shall be inspected for
animals prior to burying, capping, moving, or filling.
BIO-1(g)

Non-Listed Special-Status Animal Species Avoidance and Minimization.
Depending on the species identified in the BRA, the implementing agency
shall select from among the following to reduce the potential for impacts to
non-listed special-status animal species:
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 Pre-construction clearance surveys shall be conducted within 14 days prior
to the start of construction (including staging and mobilization) to identify
all special-status animal species that may occur on-site. All non-listed
special-status species shall be relocated from the site. A report of the preconstruction survey shall be submitted to the implementing agency for their
review and approval prior to the start of construction.
 A qualified biologist shall be present during all initial ground disturbing
activities, including vegetation removal, to recover special-status animal
species unearthed by construction activities.
 Upon completion of the project, a qualified biologist shall prepare a final
compliance report documenting all compliance activities implemented for
the project, including the pre-construction survey results.
 If special-status bat species may be present and impacted by the project,
within 30 days of the start of construction a qualified biologist shall conduct
presence/absence surveys for special-status bats, in consultation with the
CDFW, where suitable roosting habitat is present. If active bat roosts or
colonies are present, the biologist shall evaluate the type of roost to
determine the next step.
□
If a maternity colony is present, all construction activities shall be
postponed within a 250-foot buffer around the maternity colony until it
is determined by a qualified biologist that the young have dispersed or
as recommended by CDFW through consultation. Once it has been
determined that the roost is clear of bats, the roost shall be removed
immediately.
□
If a roost is determined by a qualified biologist to be used by a large
number of bats (large hibernaculum), alternative roosts, such as bat
boxes if appropriate for the species, shall be designed and installed
near the project site. The number and size of alternative roosts shall be
determined through consultations with the CDFW.
□
If other active roosts are located, exclusion devices such as valves,
sheeting or flap-style one-way devices that allow bats to exit but not
re-enter roosts discourage bats from occupying the site.
BIO-1(h)

Pre-Construction Surveys for Nesting Birds. For construction activities
occurring during the nesting season (generally February 1 to September 15),
surveys for nesting birds covered by the CFGC, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist retained by the implementing agency no more than 10 days prior to
vegetation removal activities. A qualified biologist shall conduct
preconstruction surveys for raptors. The survey for the presence of bald and
golden eagles shall cover all areas within of the disturbance footprint plus a
one-mile buffer where access can be secured. The survey area for all other
nesting bird and raptor species shall include the disturbance footprint plus a
300-foot and 500-foot buffer, respectively. If active nests (nests with eggs or
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chicks) are located, the qualified biologist shall establish an appropriate
avoidance buffer ranging from 250 to 500 feet based on the species biology
and the current and anticipated disturbance levels occurring in vicinity of the
nest. For bald or golden eagle nests identified during the preconstruction
surveys, an avoidance buffer of up to one mile shall be established on a caseby-case basis in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW. The size of the
buffer may be influenced by the existing conditions and disturbance regime,
relevant landscape characteristics, and the nature, timing and duration of the
expected disturbance. The buffer shall be established between February 1
and August 31; however, buffers may be relaxed earlier than August 31 if a
qualified ornithologist determines that a given nest has failed or that all
surviving chicks have fledged and the nest is no longer in use. A report of
these preconstruction nesting bird surveys and nest monitoring (if applicable)
shall be submitted to the implementing agency for review and approval prior
to the start of construction.
BIO-1(i)

Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP). Prior to initiation of
construction activities, all personnel associated with project construction shall
attend WEAP training, conducted by a qualified biologist retained by the
implementing agency, to aid workers in recognizing special-status resources
and review of the limits of construction and mitigation measures required. A
fact sheet conveying this information shall also be prepared for distribution to
all contractors, their employers and other personnel involved with
construction of the project.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt them. Compliance with the
above mitigation measures would reduce impacts to special-status species and their
habitat to less than significant levels because the mitigation measures require preproject surveys and biological monitoring, focused biological surveys, avoidance or
minimization of project related disturbance or loss of special-status species,
compensation for disturbed or loss of special-status species habitat and coordination
with permitting agencies, as required prior to project implementation. However, it
cannot be guaranteed that all future project level impacts to special-status species can
be mitigated to a less than significant level for all species. Additionally, complete
avoidance is the only mitigation for fully protected species, which may not be feasible
under some circumstances. Therefore, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or
alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
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other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.4-32 through 4.4-40 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact BIO-2. Implementation of transportation improvements and the land use scenario

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in substantial adverse impacts on sensitive
habitats, including sensitive natural communities, and state and federally protected
wetlands. This impact would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement
the following mitigation measures for applicable transportation projects identified in
Appendix B, where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement
these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS.
Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as
necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
BIO-2(a)

Aquatic Resources Delineation and Impact Avoidance. If the results of
measure BIO-1(a) indicates projects implemented under the 2045 MTP/SCS
occur within or adjacent to wetland, drainages, riparian habitats, or other
areas that may fall under the jurisdiction of the CDFW, USACE, RWQCB and/or
CCC, a qualified biologist shall complete an aquatic resources delineation in
accordance with the requirement set forth by each agency. The result shall be
submitted to the implementing agency, USACE, RWQCB, CDFW and/or CCC, as
appropriate, for review and approval, and the project shall be designed to
minimize impacts to jurisdictional areas to the extent feasible. The
delineation shall serve as the basis to identify potentially jurisdictional areas
to be protected during construction, through implementation of the
avoidance and minimization identified in measure B-2(f).

BIO-2(b)

Wetlands, Drainages, and Riparian Habitat Restoration. Impacts to
jurisdictional wetlands, drainages, and riparian habitat shall be mitigated at
an appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as determined by a
qualified biologist retained by the implementing agency, and shall occur onsite or as close to the impacted habitat as possible. A mitigation and
monitoring plan shall be developed by a qualified biologist and submittal to
the regulatory agency overseeing the project for approval. Alternatively,
mitigation shall be accomplished through purchase of credits from an
approved wetlands mitigation bank.
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BIO-2(c)

Landscaping Plan. If landscaping is proposed for a specific project, a qualified
biologist/landscape architect retained by the implementing agency shall
prepare a landscape plan. Drought tolerant, locally native plant species shall
be used. Noxious, invasive and/or non-native plant species that are
recognized on the Federal Noxious Weed List, California Noxious Weeds List
and/or California Invasive Plant Council Inventory shall not be permitted.
Species selected for planting shall be regionally appropriate native species
that are known to occur in the adjacent native habitat types.

BIO-2(d)

Sensitive Natural Community Avoidance and Mitigation. If the results of
measure BIO-1(a) indicates projects implemented under the 2045 MTP/SCS
would impact sensitive natural communities in addition to riparian habitat
which is addressed by Measure BIO-2(b), the implementing agency shall avoid
impacts to sensitive natural communities through final project design
modifications if feasible. If the implementing agency determines that sensitive
natural communities cannot be avoided, impacts shall be mitigated on-site or
offsite at an appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as determined by
a qualified biologist based on any applicable resource agency guidelines.
Temporarily impacted areas shall be restored to pre-project conditions. A
Restoration Plan shall be developed by a qualified biologist and submitted to
the implementing agency.

BIO-2(e)

Invasive Weed Prevention and Management Program. Prior to start of
construction for each project that occurs within or adjacent to native habitats,
an Invasive Weed Prevention and Management Program shall be developed
by a qualified biologist retained by the implementing agency to prevent
invasion of native habitat by non-native plant species. The plan shall be
submitted to the implementing agency for review and approval. A list of
target species shall be included, along with measures for early detection and
eradication.
The plan, which shall be implemented by the implementing agency, shall also
include, but not be limited to, the following measures to prevent the
introduction of invasive weed species:
 During construction, limit the use of imported soils for fill. If the use of
imported fill material is necessary, the imported material must be obtained
from a source that is known to be free of invasive plant species.
 To minimize colonization of disturbed areas and the spread of invasive
species, the contractor shall stockpile topsoil and redeposit the stockpiled
soil after construction or transport the topsoil to a permitted landfill for
disposal.
 All erosion control materials, including straw bales, straw wattles, or mulch
used on-site must be free of invasive species seed.

2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-111

40

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

 Exotic and invasive plant species shall be excluded from any erosion control
seed mixes and/or landscaping plant palettes associated with the proposed
project.
 All disturbed areas shall be hydroseeded with a mix of locally native species
upon completion of work in those areas.
BIO-2(f)

Wetlands, Drainages, and Riparian Habitat Best Management Practices
During Construction. The following best management practices shall be
required by the implementing agency for development within or adjacent to
wetlands, drainages, or riparian habitat:
 Access routes, staging and construction areas shall be limited to the
minimum area necessary to achieve the project goal and minimize impacts
to other waters including locating access routes and ancillary construction
areas outside of jurisdictional areas.
 To control sedimentation during and after project implementation,
appropriate erosion control materials shall be deployed to minimize adverse
effects on jurisdictional areas in the vicinity of the project.
 Project activities within the jurisdictional areas should occur during the dry
season (typically between June 1 and November 1) in any given year, or as
otherwise directed by the regulatory agencies.
 During construction, no litter or construction debris shall be placed within
jurisdictional areas. All such debris and waste shall be picked up daily and
properly disposed of at an appropriate site.
 Raw cement, concrete or washings thereof, asphalt, paint or other coating
material, oil or other petroleum products, or any other substances which
could be hazardous to aquatic species resulting from project related
activities, shall be prevented from contaminating the soil and/or entering
wetlands, drainages or riparian habitat.
 All refueling, maintenance and staging of equipment and vehicles shall
occur at least 100 feet from bodies of water and in a location where a
potential spill would not drain directly toward aquatic habitat (e.g., on a
slope that drains away from the water source). Prior to the onset of work
activities, a plan must be in place for prompt and effective response to any
accidental spills.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt them. Compliance with the
above mitigation measures would reduce impacts to sensitive communities and wetlands
to less than significant levels because the mitigation measures require focused biological
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-112

41

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

surveys, best management practices to avoidance or minimization impacts,
compensation for disturbed or loss of sensitive communities and wetlands and
coordination with permitting agencies, as required prior to project implementation.
However, it cannot be guaranteed that all future project level impacts can be mitigated
to a less than significant level for all sensitive habitats. As such, impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.4-40 through 4.4-45 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact BIO-3. Implementation of transportation improvements and the land use scenario

envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would substantially interfere with wildlife movement,
including fish migration, and/or impede the use of a native wildlife nursery. This impact
would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement
the following mitigation measures for applicable transportation projects identified in
Appendix B, where feasible and necessary based on project and site-specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement
these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS.
Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as
necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
BIO-3(a)

Project Design for Wildlife Connectivity. The implementing agency shall
implement the following measures. All projects including long segments of
fencing, long linear projects, and lighting shall be designed to minimize
impacts to wildlife. Where fencing or other project components is required
for public safety concerns, these project components shall be designed to
permit wildlife movement by incorporating design features such as:
 A minimum 16 inches between the ground and the bottom of the fence to
provide clearance for small animals;
 A minimum 12 inches between the top two wires, or top the fence with a
wooden rail, mesh, or chain link instead of wire to prevent animals from
becoming entangled;
 If privacy fencing is required near open space areas, openings at the bottom
of the fence measure at least 16 inches in diameter shall be installed at
reasonable intervals to allow wildlife movement, or the fence may be
installed with the bottom at least 16 inches above the ground level;
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 If fencing or other project components must be designed in such a manner
that wildlife passage would not be permitted, wildlife crossing structures
such as overpasses, underpasses, culverts, etc., shall be incorporated into
the project design as appropriate; and
 Lighting installed as part of any project shall be designed to be minimally
disruptive to wildlife (see mitigation measure AES-3(a) Roadway Lighting for
lighting requirements).
BIO-3(b)

Maintain Connectivity in Drainages. The implementing agency shall
implement the following measures. Permanent structures shall be avoided to
the extent feasible within any drainage or river that serves as a wildlife
migration corridor that would impede wildlife movement. In addition, upon
completion of construction within any drainage, areas of stream channel and
banks that are temporarily impacted shall be returned to pre-construction
contours and in a condition that allows for unimpeded passage through the
area once the work has been complete. If water is to be diverted around work
sites, a diversion plan shall be submitted to the implementing agency for
review and approval prior to issuance of project construction
permits/approvals. The diversion shall be designed in a way as to not impede
movement while the diversion is in place.

BIO-3(c)

Construction Best Management Practices to Minimize Disruption to Wildlife.
The following construction best management practices shall be incorporated
by the implementing agency into all grading and construction plans to
minimize temporary disruption of wildlife, which could hinder wildlife
movement:
 Designation of a 20 mile per hour speed limit in all construction areas.
 Daily construction work schedules shall be limited to daylight hours only.
 Mufflers shall be used on all construction equipment and vehicles shall be in
good operating condition.
 All trash shall be placed in sealed containers and shall be removed from the
project site a minimum of once per week.
 No pets are permitted on project site during construction.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt them. Compliance with the
above mitigation measures would reduce impacts to wildlife movement by requiring
projects to be designed in a way that maintains connectivity. However, it cannot be
guaranteed that movement of terrestrial species will not be impeded at the regional
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scale due to the large scale of the 2045 MTP/SCS. Therefore, impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.4-45 through 4.4-48 of the Final EIR.
E. CULTURAL RESOURCES
1. Impact CR-1. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and the land use

scenario envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in built
environment cultural resources that are historical resources as defined in State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – To minimize impacts to historical resources for transportation projects
under AMBAG jurisdiction, working with TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall, and
transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement the following
mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation
projects that result in impacts to historic resources, and where feasible and necessary
based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
planning region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use
projects implementing under the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific
conditions.
CR-1

Historical Resources Impact Minimization. Prior to individual project permit
issuance, the implementing agency of a 2045 MTP/SCS project involving earth
disturbance or construction of permanent above ground structures or
roadways shall, or can and should, prepare a map defining the Area of
Potential Effects (APE). This map shall indicate the areas of primary and
secondary disturbance associated with construction and operation of the
facility and will help in determining whether known historical resources are
located within the impact zone. If a structure greater than 45 years in age is
within the identified APE, a survey and evaluation of the structure(s) to
determine their eligibility for recognition under State, federal, or local historic
preservation criteria shall be conducted. The evaluation shall be prepared by
an architectural historian, or historical architect meeting the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation,
Professional Qualification Standards. The evaluation shall comply with State
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5(b). Study recommendations shall be
implemented, which may include, but would not be limited to, the following:
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 Realign or redesign projects to avoid impacts on known historic resources
where possible
 If avoidance of a significant architectural/built environment resource is not
feasible, additional mitigation options include, but are not limited to,
specific design plans for historic districts, or plans for alteration or adaptive
re-use of a historical resource that follows the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitation, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings
 Comply with existing local regulations and policies that exceed or
reasonably replace any of the above measures that protect historic
resources
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further find that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Redevelopment or demolition that may be
required to implement transportation improvements and/or infill development may
result in the permanent loss or damage to historic structures. While implementation of
Mitigation Measure CR-1 would reduce impacts to the extent feasible, some project
specific impacts may be unavoidable. Therefore, this impact would remain significant
and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures
or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels.
The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological,
or other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly
trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.5-19 through 4.5-21 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact CR-2. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and the land use

scenario envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of archaeological resources as defined in State CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – To minimize impacts to cultural resources for transportation projects under
AMBAG jurisdiction, working with TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall, and transportation
project sponsor agencies can and should, implement the following mitigation developed
for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in impacts to archaeological resources, and where feasible and necessary based on
project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG planning
region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects
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implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust
these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
CR-2(a)

Archaeological Resources Impact Minimization. Before construction
activities, implementing agencies shall, or can and should, retain a qualified
archaeologist to conduct a record search at the Northwest Information Center
to determine whether the project area has been previously surveyed and
whether resources were identified. When recommended by the Information
Center, implementing agencies shall, or can and should, retain a qualified
archaeologist to conduct archaeological surveys before construction activities.
Implementing agencies shall, or can and should, follow recommendations
identified in the survey, which may include, but would not be limited to:
subsurface testing, designing and implementing a Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP), construction monitoring by a qualified
archaeologist, or avoidance of sites and preservation in place. Recommended
mitigation measures will be consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b)(3) recommendations and may include but not be limited to
preservation in place and/or data recovery. All cultural resources work shall
follow accepted professional standards in recording any find including
submittal of standard DPR Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523) and location
information to the appropriate California Historical Resources Information
System office for the project area.

CR-2(b)

Unanticipated Discoveries During Construction. If evidence of any prehistoric
or historic-era subsurface archaeological features or deposits are discovered
during construction-related earthmoving activities (e.g., ceramic shard, trash
scatters, lithic scatters), implementing agencies shall, or can and should, halt
all ground-disturbing activity proximate to the discovery until a qualified
archaeologist (36 CFR Section 61) can assess the significance of the find. If the
find is a prehistoric archaeological site, the culturally affiliated California
Native American tribe shall be notified. If the archaeologist determines that
the find does not meet the CRHR standards of significance for cultural
resources, construction may proceed. If the archaeologist determines that
further information is needed to evaluate significance, a testing plan shall be
prepared and implemented. If the find is determined to be significant by the
qualified archaeologist (i.e., because the find is determined to constitute
either an historical resource or a unique archaeological resource), the
archaeologist shall work with the implementing agency to avoid disturbance
to the resources, and if complete avoidance is not feasible in light of project
design, economics, logistics and other factors, shall recommend additional
measures such as the preparation and implementation of a data recovery
plan. Recommended mitigation measures will be consistent with State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3) recommendations and may include but not
be limited to preservation in place and/or data recovery. All cultural resources
work shall follow accepted professional standards in recording any find
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including submittal of standard DPR Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523)
and location information to the appropriate California Historical Resources
Information System office for the project area. If the find is a prehistoric
archaeological site, the culturally affiliated California Native American tribe
shall be notified and afforded the opportunity to monitor mitigative
treatment. During evaluation or mitigative treatment, ground disturbance and
construction work may continue in other parts of the project area that are
distant enough from the find not to impact it, as determined by the qualified
archaeologist.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of the above measure would
reduce impacts to archaeological resources by requiring cultural resource searches and
surveys of project areas and providing a procedure for discovered cultural archaeological
resources. While implementation of Mitigation Measure CR-2 would reduce impacts to
the extent feasible, some project specific impacts may be unavoidable. Therefore, this
impact remains significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no
other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to
less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic,
legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.5-21 through 4.5-23 of the Final EIR.
F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
1. Impact GEO-5. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and the land use

scenario envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature. Impacts would be significant
and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement
the following mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for
transportation projects that result in impacts to paleontological resources, and where
feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and
counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement this mitigation measure where
relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
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environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
GEO-5

Paleontological and Geologic Resources Impact Minimization. The
implementing agency of a 2045 MTP/SCS project involving ground disturbing
activities (including grading, trenching, foundation work and other
excavations) shall, or can and should, retain a qualified paleontologist,
defined as a paleontologist who meets the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
(SVP) standards for Qualified Professional Paleontologist (SVP 2010), to
conduct a Paleontological Resources Assessment (PRA). The PRA shall
determine the age and paleontological sensitivity of geologic formations
underlying the proposed disturbance area, consistent with SVP Standard
Procedures for the Assessment and Mitigation of Adverse Impacts to
Paleontological Resources (SVP 2010) guidelines for categorizing
paleontological sensitivity of geologic units within a project area. If underlying
formations are found to have a high potential (sensitivity) for paleontological
resources and/or could be considered a unique geologic feature, the following
measures shall apply:
 Avoidance. Avoid routes and project designs that would permanently alter
unique paleontological and geological features. If avoidance practices
cannot be implemented, the following measures shall apply.
 Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Program. A qualified
paleontologist shall prepare a Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring
Program to be implemented during ground disturbance activity. This
program shall outline the procedures for construction staff training,
paleontological monitoring extent and duration (i.e., in what locations and
at what depths paleontological monitoring shall be required), salvage and
preparation of fossils, the final mitigation and monitoring report and
paleontological staff qualifications.
 Paleontological Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP). Prior to
the start of ground disturbance activity, construction personnel shall be
informed on the appearance of fossils and the procedures for notifying
paleontological staff should fossils be discovered by construction staff.
 Paleontological Monitoring. Ground disturbing activity with the potential to
disturbed geologic units with high paleontological sensitivity shall be
monitored on a full-time basis by a qualified paleontological monitor.
Should no fossils be observed during the first 50 percent of such
excavations, paleontological monitoring could be reduced to weekly spotchecking under the discretion of the qualified paleontologist. Monitoring
shall be conducted by a qualified paleontological monitor, who is defined as
an individual who has experience with collection and salvage of
paleontological resources.
 Salvage of Fossils. If fossils are discovered, the implementing agency shall be
notified immediately, and the qualified paleontologist (or paleontological
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monitor) shall recover them. Typically, fossils can be safely salvaged quickly
by a single paleontologist and not disrupt construction activity. In some
cases, larger fossils (such as complete skeletons or large mammal fossils)
require more extensive excavation and longer salvage periods. In this case,
the paleontologist should have the authority to temporarily direct, divert or
halt construction activity to ensure that the fossil(s) can be removed in a
safe and timely manner.
 Preparation and Curation of Recovered Fossils. Once salvaged, fossils shall
be identified to the lowest possible taxonomic level, prepared to a curationready condition, and curated in a scientific institution with a permanent
paleontological collection, along with all pertinent field notes, photos, data
and maps.
 Final Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Report. Upon completion of
ground disturbing activity (and curation of fossils if necessary) the qualified
paleontologist shall prepare a final mitigation and monitoring report
outlining the results of the mitigation and monitoring program. The report
shall include discussion of the location, duration and methods of the
monitoring, stratigraphic sections, any recovered fossils, and the scientific
significance of those fossils, and where fossils were curated.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is within the responsibility and jurisdiction of cities and counties, which can and
should adopt it. Implementation of the above mitigation measure would reduce impacts
to paleontological resources and unique geologic features by requiring a PRA and
mitigation measures for any projects under the 2045 MTP/SCS that may impact such
resources. While implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-4 would reduce impacts to
the extent feasible, some project specific impacts may be unavoidable. Therefore, this
impact is significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.7-26 through 4.7-28 of the Final EIR.
G. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS/CLIMATE CHANGE
1. Impact GHG-1. Construction of the transportation improvement projects and development

within future land use patterns envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate a net
increase GHG emissions by 2045 compared to baseline 2020 conditions. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-120

49

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

a. Mitigation – For all transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects generating construction GHG emissions, and
where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities
and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where
relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Implementation of
Mitigation Measures AQ-2(b) and AQ-2(c) in Section 4.3, Air Quality, of the Final EIR
would also reduce GHG emissions from the 2045 MTP/SCS.
GHG-1

Construction GHG Reduction Measures. The project sponsor shall
incorporate the most recent GHG reduction measures and/or technologies for
reducing GHG emissions measures for off-road construction vehicles during
construction. The measures shall be noted on all construction plans and the
project sponsor shall perform periodic site inspections. Current GHG-reducing
measures include the following:
 Use of on-road heavy-duty trucks that meet the CARB’s 2007 or cleaner
certification standard for on-road heavy-duty diesel engines, and comply
with the State On-Road Regulation;
 All on and off-road diesel equipment shall not idle for more than 5 minutes.
Signs shall be posted in the designated queuing areas and or job sites to
remind drivers and operators of the five-minute idling limit;
 Substitute gasoline-powered in place of diesel-powered equipment, where
feasible; and
 Use of alternatively fueled construction equipment, such as compressed
natural gas (CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), propane or biodiesel, in place
of diesel-powered equipment for 15 percent of the fleet, to the extent
electric powered equipment is not feasible;
 Use of materials sourced from local suppliers;
 Recycling of at least 75 percent of construction waste materials; and
 Project proponents shall incentivize that construction workers carpool,
and/or use electric vehicles to commute to and from the project site.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1
would reduce short-term construction emissions from individual projects and thus
reduce the severity of impacts by requiring best practices for exhaust emissions via
readily available, lower-emitting diesel equipment, and/or equipment powered by
alternative cleaner fuels (e.g., propane) or electricity, as well as on-road trucks using
particulate exhaust filters. Implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-2(b) and AQ-2(c)
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would also reduce GHG emissions from the 2045 MTP/SCS. However, these mitigation
measure may not be feasible or effective for all projects. Therefore, this impact would
remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.8-20 and 4.8-21 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact GHG-4. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would conflict with the State’s ability

to achieve SB 32, EOs S-3-05 and B-55-18, and applicable local GHG reduction plan targets
and goals. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For all transportation projects under their jurisdiction, SBtCOG, SCCRTC, and
TAMC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects generating construction GHG emissions, and
where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities
and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where
relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions. Implementation of Mitigation Measures T-2(a) and T2(b) in Section 4.15, Transportation, of the Final EIR would also reduce GHG emissions
from the 2045 MTP/SCS.
GHG-4(a) Transportation-Related GHG Reduction Measures. The implementing agency
shall incorporate the most recent GHG reduction measures and/or
technologies for reducing VMT and associated transportation related GHG
emissions. GHG-reducing mitigation measures include the following:
 Installation of electric vehicle charging stations beyond those required by
State and local codes
 Utilization of electric vehicles and/or alternatively-fueled vehicles in
company fleet
 Provision of dedicated parking for carpools, vanpool, and clean air vehicles
 Provision of new or improved transit amenities (e.g., covered turnouts,
bicycle racks, covered benches, signage, lighting) if project site is located
along an existing transit route
 Expansion of existing transit routes
 Provision of employee lockers and showers
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 Provision of on-site services that reduce the need for off-site travel (e.g.,
childcare facilities, automatic teller machines, postal machines, food
services)
 Provision of alternative work schedule options, such as telework or reduced
schedule (e.g., 9/80 or 10/40 schedules), for employees
 Implementation of transportation demand management programs to
educate and incentivize residents and/or employees to use transit, smart
commute, and alternative transportation options
GHG-4(b) Land Use Project Energy Consumption and Water Use Reduction Measures.
For land use projects under their jurisdiction, the cities and counties in the
AMBAG region can and should implement measures to reduce energy
consumption, water use, solid waste generation, and VMT, all of which
contribute to GHG emissions. Project specific environmental documents may
adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific
conditions.
 Require new residential and commercial construction to install solar energy
systems or be solar-ready
 Require new residential and commercial development to install low flow
water fixtures
 Require new residential and commercial development to install waterefficient drought-tolerant landscaping, including the use of compost and
mulch
 Require new development to exceed the applicable Title 24 energyefficiency requirements
 Require new development to be fully electric
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of project level GHG-reducing
measures would reduce GHG emissions, but may not be feasible and cannot be
guaranteed on a project by project basis. Additionally, it is speculative at this time to
forecast whether project level GHG emission reductions would be sufficient to achieve
regionwide reduction in GHG emissions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.
Therefore, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of
Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would
reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds
that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible
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mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a
less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.8-25 through 4.8-29 of the Final EIR.
H. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
1. Impact HAZ-3. The 2045 MTP/SCS includes land use projects and transportation projects

that could occur on sites on the list of hazardous material sites compiled by Government
Code Section 65962.5. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in hazardous materials impacts,
and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures,
where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
HAZ-3

Site Remediation. If an individual project included in the 2045 MTP/SCS is
located on or near a hazardous materials and/or waste site pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5, the implementing agency shall prepare a
Phase I ESA in accordance with the American Society for Testing and
Materials’ E-1527-05 standard. For work requiring any demolition or
renovation, the Phase I ESA shall make recommendations for any hazardous
building materials survey work that shall be done. All recommendations
included in a Phase I ESA prepared for a site shall be implemented. If a Phase I
ESA indicates the presence or likely presence of contamination, the
implementing agency shall require a Phase II ESA, and recommendations of
the Phase II ESA shall be fully implemented. Examples of typical
recommendations provided in Phase I/II ESAs include removal of
contaminated soil in accordance with a soil management plan approved by
the local environmental health department; covering stockpiles of
contaminated soil to prevent fugitive dust emissions; capturing groundwater
encountered during construction in a holding tank for additional testing and
characterization and disposal based on its characterization; and development
of a health and safety plan for construction workers.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure is
partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA responsible
agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors further finds
that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of
transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties, which can
and should adopt it. With implementation of this mitigation, impacts would be reduced
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to less than significant because project sites with hazardous material contamination that
are on the list compiled by the Government Code Section 65962.5 would be identified
prior to commencement of project construction. Additionally, prior to commencement of
construction, measures to remediate contamination, such as containment and disposal
of contaminated soil pursuant to federal and state regulations would be required.
However, it cannot be guaranteed that all future project level impacts can be mitigated
to a less than significant level. Therefore, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or
alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.9-25 through 4.9-27 of the Final EIR.
I.

NOISE
1. Impact N-1. Construction activities associated with transportation projects and land use

projects under the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate a substantial temporary increase in
ambient noise levels in excess of standards or over existing noise levels, and would generate
a substantial absolute noise increase over existing noise levels. Impacts would be significant
and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in construction noise impacts,
and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures,
where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site-specific conditions.
N-1

Construction Noise Reduction. To reduce construction noise levels to achieve
applicable standards, implementing agencies for transportation and land use
projects shall implement the measures identified below where feasible and
necessary.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall ensure that, where
residences or other noise sensitive uses are located within 750 feet of
construction sites, appropriate measures shall be implemented to ensure
compliance with local ordinance requirements relating to construction noise.
Specific techniques may include, but are not limited to: restrictions on
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construction timing, use of sound blankets on construction equipment, and the
use of temporary walls and noise barriers to block and deflect noise.
Designate an on-site construction complaint and enforcement manager for
projects within 750 feet of sensitive receivers.
Implementing agencies of the 2045 MTP/SCS shall post phone numbers for the
on-site enforcement manager at construction sites along with complaint
procedures and who to notify in the event of a problem.
For any project within 6,000 feet of sensitive receptors that requires pilings,
the implementing agencies shall require caisson drilling or sonic pile driving as
opposed to impact pile driving, where feasible. This shall be accomplished
through the placement of conditions on the project during its individual
environmental review.
Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall ensure that equipment
and trucks used for project construction utilize the best available noise and
vibration control techniques, including mufflers, intake silencers, ducts, engine
enclosures and acoustically attenuating shields or shrouds.
Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall ensure that impact
equipment (e.g., jack hammers, pavement breakers and rock drills) used for
project construction be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever feasible
to avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust from pneumatically
powered tools. Where use of pneumatically powered tools is unavoidable, use
of an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust can lower noise levels
from the exhaust by up to about 10 dBA. When feasible, external jackets on
the impact equipment can achieve a reduction of 5 dBA. Whenever feasible,
use quieter procedures, such as drilling rather than impact equipment
operation.
The following timing restrictions shall apply to MTP/SCS project construction
activities located within 2,500 feet of a dwelling unit, except where timing
restrictions are already established in local codes or policies.
Construction activities shall be limited to:
 Monday through Friday: 7 a.m. to 6 p.m.
 Saturday: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.
Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall locate stationary noise
and vibration sources as far from sensitive receptors as feasible. Stationary
noise sources that must be located near existing receptors will be adequately
muffled.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as
CEQA responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of
Directors further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use
projects, cities and counties, which can and should adopt them. Implementation of
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required mitigation would reduce impacts from construction noise. However, even with
application of Mitigation Measures N-1 construction noise from all 2045 MTP/SCS
projects may not be reduced below applicable thresholds and impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.12-13 through 4.12-16 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact N-2. Construction activities associated with transportation projects and land use

projects under the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate excessive groundborne vibration levels.
Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in construction noise impacts,
and where feasible and necessary based on project and site-specific considerations.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement Mitigation Measure
N-1, listed under Impact N-1, and Mitigation Measure N-2, where relevant to land use
projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents
may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
N-2

Physical Impacts Due to Vibration. If construction equipment would generate
vibration levels exceeding acceptable levels as established by Caltrans (65 VdB to
80 VdB depending on frequency of the event and 0.1 to 0.6 PPV in/sec depending
on building type), implementing agencies of the 2045 MTP/SCS shall, or can and
should, complete the following tasks:
 Prior to construction, survey the project site for vulnerable buildings, and
complete geotechnical testing (preconstruction assessment of the existing
subsurface conditions and structural integrity), for any older or historic
buildings within 50 feet of pile driving. The testing shall be completed by a
qualified geotechnical engineer and qualified historic preservation professional
and/or structural engineer.
 Prepare and submit a report to the lead agency that contains the results of the
geological testing. If recommended by the preconstruction report
implementing agencies shall require ground vibration monitoring of nearby
historic structures. Methods and technologies shall be based on the specific
conditions at the construction site. The preconstruction assessment shall
include a monitoring program to detect ground settlement or lateral
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movement of structures in the vicinity of pile-driving activities and identify
corrective measures to be taken should monitored vibration levels indicate the
potential for building damage. In the event of unacceptable ground movement
with the potential to cause structural damage, all impact work shall cease, and
corrective measures shall be implemented to minimize the risk to the subject,
or adjacent, historic structure.
To minimize disturbance withing 550 feet of pile-driving activities, implement
“quiet” pile-driving technology, such as predrilling of piles and the use of more
than one pile driver to shorten the duration of pile driving), where feasible, in
consideration of geotechnical and structural requirements and conditions as
defined as part of the geotechnical testing, if testing was feasible.
Use cushion blocks to dampen noise from pile driving.
Phase operations of construction equipment to avoid simultaneous vibration
sources

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure is
partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA responsible
agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors further
finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of
transportation project sponsors, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of
required mitigation would reduce impacts from construction vibration. However, even
with application of Mitigation Measures N-1 and N-2, construction vibration from all
2045 MTP/SCS projects may not be reduced below applicable thresholds and impacts
would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no
other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to
less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic,
legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.12-16 through 4.12-19 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact N-3. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate a substantial permanent

increase in ambient noise levels in excess of standards or over existing noise levels and
generate a substantial absolute noise increase over existing noise levels. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measure developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in significant mobile source noise
levels, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-128

57

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

considerations. The measure below does not apply to land use projects. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust this mitigation measure as necessary to respond
to site specific conditions.
N-3

Noise Assessment and Control for Mobile and Point Sources. Sponsor agencies of
2045 MTP/SCS transportation projects shall complete detailed noise assessments
using applicable guidelines (e.g., FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment for rail and bus projects and the Caltrans Traffic Noise Analysis
Protocol) for roadway projects that may impact noise sensitive receivers. The
implementing agency shall ensure that a noise survey is conducted that, at
minimum:
 Determines existing and projected noise levels
 Determines the amount of attenuation needed to reduce potential noise
impacts to applicable State and local standards
 Identifies potential alternate alignments that allow greater distance from, or
greater buffering of, noise-sensitive areas
 If warranted, recommends methods for mitigating noise impacts, including:
 Appropriate setbacks
 Sound attenuating building design, including retrofit of existing structures with
sound attenuating building materials
 Use of sound barriers (earthen berms, sound walls, or some combination of the
two)
Where new or expanded roadways, rail, or transit projects are found to expose
receivers to noise exceeding normally acceptable levels, the implementing agency
shall implement techniques as recommended in the project specific noise
assessment. The preferred methods for mitigating noise impacts will be the use
of appropriate setbacks (design adjustments) and sound attenuating building
design, including retrofit of existing structures with sound attenuating building
materials where feasible. In instances where use of these techniques is not
feasible, the use of sound barriers (earthen berms, sound walls, or some
combination of the two) shall be considered. Long expanses of walls or fences
shall be interrupted with offsets and provided with accents to prevent monotony.
Landscape pockets and pedestrian access through walls should be provided.
Whenever possible, a combination of elements shall be used, including solid
fences, walls, and landscaped berms. Other techniques such as rubberized
asphalt or “quiet pavement” can be used where feasible to reduce road noise for
new roadway segments or modifications requiring repaving. The effectiveness of
noise reduction measures shall be monitored by taking noise measurements and
installing adaptive mitigation measures to achieve applicable standards.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation
measure is within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the cities and counties in the
AMBAG region, which can and should adopt it. This measure would reduce noise impacts
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through requiring noise studies and feasible mitigation measures for land use projects.
Implementation of the above mitigation measure would reduce noise from mobile
sources. However, even with implementation of Mitigation Measure N-3, mobile source
noise from projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS may continue to impact nearby
noise sensitive receivers and exceed acceptable standards, based on project-specific
circumstances. Impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of
Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would
reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds
that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible
mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a
less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.12-19 through 4.12-23 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact N-4. The proposed 2045 MTP/SCS land use scenario would encourage infill

development near transit and other transportation facilities, which would generate a
substantial increase in ambient noise levels in excess of standards or over existing noise
levels. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement the
following measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045
MTP/SCS, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. The mitigation measure outlined below does not apply to transportation
projects. Project specific environmental documents may adjust this mitigation measure
as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
N-4

Noise Mitigation for Land Uses. If a 2045 MTP/SCS land use project is located in
an area with exterior ambient noise levels above local noise standards, the
implementing agency can and should ensure that a noise study is conducted to
determine the existing exterior noise levels in the vicinity of the project. If the
project would be impacted by ambient noise levels, feasible attenuation
measures shall be used to reduce operational noise to meet acceptable
standards. In addition, noise insulation techniques shall be utilized to reduce
indoor noise levels to thresholds set inapplicable State and/or local standards.
Such measures may include, but are not limited to: dual-paned windows, solid
core exterior doors with perimeter weather stripping, air conditioning system so
that windows and doors may remain closed, and situating exterior doors away
from roads. The noise study and determination of appropriate mitigation
measures shall be completed during the project’s individual environmental
review.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure is
within the responsibility and jurisdiction of cities and counties, which can and should
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adopt it. Implementation of the above mitigation measure would reduce noise for
sensitive land uses in areas that exceed noise standards. However, even with
implementation of Mitigation Measure N-4 noise from projects implementing the 2045
MTP/SCS may continue to impact nearby noise sensitive receptors and exceed
acceptable standards, based on project-specific circumstances. Impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.12-23 and 4.12-24 of the Final EIR.
5. Impact N-5. The proposed 2045 MTP/SCS would result in new truck, bus and train traffic that

would generate excessive vibration levels. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that could generate excessive vibration
impacts, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. These measures can and should also be implemented for future infill
projects near transit pursuant to the 2045 MTP/SCS that would result in vibration
impacts. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation
measures as necessary to respond to site-specific conditions.
N-5

Vibration Mitigation for Transportation Projects. Where local vibration and
groundborne noise standards do not apply, implementing agencies of 2045
MTP/SCS projects shall comply with guidance provided by the FTA in the most
recent version of the Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment to assess
impacts to buildings and sensitive receptors and reduce vibration and
groundborne noise. FTA recommended thresholds shall be used except in areas
where local standards for groundborne noise and vibration have been
established. Methods that would be considered to reduce vibration and
groundborne noise impacts include, but are not limited to:
 Rail Traffic
 Maximizing the distance between tracks and sensitive uses
 Conducting rail grinding on a regular basis to keep tracks smooth
 Conducting wheel truing to re-contour wheels to provide a smooth-running
surface and removing wheel flats
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 Providing special track support systems such as floating slabs, resiliently
supported ties, high-resilience fasteners and ballast mats;
 Implementing operational changes such as limiting train speed and reducing
nighttime operations.


Bus and Truck Traffic
 Constructing of noise barriers
 Use noise reducing tires and wheel construction on bus wheels
 Use vehicle skirts (i.e., a partial enclosure around each wheel with
absorptive treatment) on freight vehicle wheels

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure
is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. Implementation of the above mitigation
measure would reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level. However, even
with implementation of Mitigation Measure N-5, vibration from projects implementing
the 2045 MTP/SCS may continue to be excessive, based on project-specific
circumstances. Impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of
Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would
reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds
that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible
mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a
less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.12-24 through 4.12-26 of the Final EIR.
6. Impact N-6. Proposed transportation improvements and future projects included in the land

use scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would be located in close proximity to existing
airports such that applicable exterior and interior noise thresholds would be exceeded.
Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – These measures can and should also be implemented for future land use
development projects near existing public or public use airports. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site-specific conditions.
N-6

Noise Mitigation Near Airports. Local lead agencies for all new development
proposed to be located within an existing airport influence zone, as defined by
the locally adopted airport land use compatibility plan or local general plan, or
within two miles of a private use airport, shall require a site specific noise
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compatibility study. The study shall consider and evaluate existing aircraft noise,
based on specific aircraft activity data for the airport in question, and shall
include recommendations for site design and building construction. Such
measures may include, but are not limited to: dual-paned windows, solid core
exterior doors with perimeter weather stripping, air conditioning system so that
windows and doors may remain closed, and situating exterior doors away from
roads, such as dual paned windows. The noise study and determination of
appropriate mitigation measures shall be completed during the project’s
individual environmental review.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure
is partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt it. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that this mitigation measure is partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and
counties, which can and should adopt it. To the extent that a local agency requires an
individual project to implement the feasible mitigation measure described above, the
appropriate design and building construction would ensure compliance with relevant
plans or codes, and this impact would be reduced to a less than significant level.
However, even with implementation of Mitigation Measure N-6 noise from projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS may continue to impact nearby noise sensitive
receptors and exceed acceptable standards. Impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or
alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.12-26 through 4.12-28 of the Final EIR.
J.

PUBLIC SERVICES, RECREATION, AND UTILITIES
1. Impact PSU-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS would result in new or expanded governmental facilities,

the implementation of which would result in substantial physical impacts. This impact would
be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – Cities and counties in the AMBAG region, as well as other public service
providers, can and should implement this measure, where relevant to land use projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust
these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-1 Increased Public Service Demand. During the CEQA review process for
individual facilities, the implementing agency with responsibility for
construction of new public service facilities or the expansion of existing
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facilities, including those of fire and police services, parks, and other public
facilities, can and should apply necessary mitigation measures to avoid or
reduce significant environmental impacts associated with the construction or
expansion of such facilities. The environmental impacts associated with such
construction or expansion should be avoided or reduced through the imposition
of conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those
necessary to avoid or reduce significant impacts associated with air quality,
noise, transportation, biological resources, cultural resources, greenhouse gas
emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others that apply to specific
construction or expansion of new public or expanded public service facilities.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure is
within the responsibility and jurisdiction of cities, counties, and other public service
providers, which can and should adopt it. Population growth in the AMBAG region would
occur regardless of the potential implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS. Mitigation
Measure PSU-1 would reduce impacts related to the provision of new of physically
altered governmental facilities to less than significant with mitigation because it would
require implementing agencies to apply necessary mitigation measures to avoid or
reduce significant environmental impacts associated with the construction or expansion
of such facilities. However, due to the variety of project-specific circumstances, these
mitigation measures may not be feasible or effective for every project. Therefore, this
impact would be significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that
no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact
to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of
employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures
or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.14-35 through 4.14-37 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact PSU-3. The 2045 MTP/SCS would increase the use of existing parks and recreational

facilities, resulting in substantial physical deterioration, and would include recreational
facilities that would have an adverse physical effect on the environment. This impact would
be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – Cities and counties in the AMBAG region, and recreation agencies, can and
should implement the following measures, where relevant to land use projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust
these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-3

Impact Reduction from New Recreational Facilities. During project specific
design and CEQA review, the cities and counties in the AMBAG region, and
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other agencies with responsibility for the construction of new or expanded
recreation facilities, can and should apply necessary mitigation measures to
avoid or reduce significant environmental impacts associated with the
construction of such facilities. The environmental impacts associated with such
construction should be avoided or reduced through the imposition of
conditions required to be followed by those directly involved in the
construction or expansion activities. Such conditions should include those
necessary to avoid or reduce significant impacts associated with air quality,
noise, transportation, biological resources, cultural resources, greenhouse gas
emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others that apply to specific
construction of new or expanded recreation facilities, including recreational
trails.
b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that this mitigation measure is
partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for
land use projects, cities, counties, and recreation agencies, which can and should adopt it.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure PSU-3 would reduce impacts associated with the
construction of additional parks and recreation facilities because it would require
implementing agencies to apply necessary mitigation measures to avoid or reduce
significant environmental impacts associated with the construction or expansion of such
facilities. However, due to the variety of project-specific circumstances, these mitigation
measures may not be feasible or effective for every project. Therefore, this impact would
be significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.14-38 through 4.14-40 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact PSU-4. Proposed transportation improvements and land use projects envisioned by

the 2045 MTP/SCS would require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment, or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural
gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction of which would cause significant
environmental effects. This impact would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that require new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-135

64

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

telecommunications facilities, and where feasible and necessary based on project and
site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region, and other utility
providers, can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use
projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents
may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-4(a)

Water and Wastewater Treatment Facilities. During the CEQA review
process for individual facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement,
and transportation project sponsor agencies, and cities and counties in the
AMBAG region and other utility providers with responsibility for the
construction of new water or wastewater treatment and collection facilities
or the expansion of existing facilities can and should apply necessary
mitigation measures to reduce significant environmental impacts associated
with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The environmental
impacts associated with such construction or expansion should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by
those directly involved in the construction or expansion activities. Such
conditions should include those necessary to avoid or reduce impacts
associated with air quality, noise, traffic, biological resources, cultural
resources, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality and
others that apply to specific construction or expansion of water or
wastewater treatment and collection facilities projects.

PSU-4(b)

Stormwater Facilities. During the CEQA review process for individual
facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation
project sponsor agencies, and cities and counties in the AMBAG region and
special districts with responsibility for the construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities or the expansion of existing facilities to adequately meet
projected capacity needs can and should apply necessary mitigation
measures to avoid or reduce significant environmental impacts associated
with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The environmental
impacts associated with such construction or expansion should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions required to be followed by
those directly involved in the construction or expansion activities. Such
conditions should include those necessary to avoid or reduce impacts
associated with air quality, noise, traffic, biological resources, cultural
resources, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality, and
others that apply to specific construction or expansion of storm water
drainage facilities projects.

PSU-4(c)

Stormwater Control Methods. During the CEQA review process for individual
facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation
project sponsor agencies can and should implement, the following measures
where feasible: For transportation projects, incorporate stormwater control,
retention, and infiltration features, such as detention basins, bioswales,
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vegetated median strips, and permeable paving, early into the design
process to ensure such features are analyzed during environmental review.
Implement mitigation measures identified for such features on a project
specific basis, where feasible and necessary based on project and sitespecific considerations.
PSU-4(d)

Electric Power, Natural Gas, or Telecommunications Facilities. During the
CEQA review process, cities, counties, and AMBAG region energy and
telecommunications providers and regulatory agencies with responsibility for
the construction or approval of new electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities or the expansion of existing facilities to
adequately meet projected capacity needs can and should apply necessary
mitigation measures to avoid or reduce significant environmental impacts
associated with the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such construction or expansion
should be avoided or reduced through the imposition of conditions required
to be followed by those directly involved in the construction or expansion
activities. Such conditions should include those necessary to avoid or reduce
impacts associated with air quality, noise, traffic, biological resources,
cultural resources, greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water quality,
and others that apply to specific construction or expansion of natural gas and
electric facilities projects.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties,
which can and should adopt them. Implementation of Mitigation Measure PSU-4(a)
through PSU-4(d) would reduce impacts associated with the construction of additional
water and wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities because it would require implementing agencies to apply
necessary mitigation measures to avoid or reduce significant environmental impacts
associated with the construction or expansion of such facilities. However, due to the
variety of project-specific circumstances, these mitigation measures may not be feasible
or effective for every project. Therefore, this impact would be significant and
unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or
alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
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c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.14-41 through 4.14-45 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact PSU-5. Proposed transportation improvements and land use projects envisioned by

the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate solid waste in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure. This impact would be significant and unavoidable.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in impacts related to solid waste,
and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures,
where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-5

Solid Waste Generation and Disposal. During the CEQA review process for
individual facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and
transportation project sponsor agencies, and cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement, the following measures where feasible:
 Provide an easily accessible area that is dedicated to the collection and
storage of non-hazardous recycling materials.
 Maintain or reuse existing building structures and materials during building
renovations and redevelopment.
 Use salvaged, refurbished, or reused materials to help divert such items
from landfills.
 Divert construction waste from landfills, where feasible, through means
such as:
 Submitting and implementing a construction waste management plan
that identifies materials to be diverted from disposal;
 Establishing diversion targets, possibly with different targets for
different types and scales of development;
 Helping project sponsors and implementing agencies share
information on available materials with one another, to aid in the
transfer and use of salvaged materials.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties,
which can and should adopt them. Implementation of Mitigation Measure PSU-5 would
reduce impacts associated with solid waste generation because it would require that
land use and transportation projects apply landfill diversion strategies including reusing
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building materials, maintaining structures where applicable, and developing construction
waste management plans. However, due to the variety of project-specific circumstances,
these mitigation measures may not be feasible or effective for every project. Therefore,
this impact would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors
finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce
this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that
specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible
mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a
less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.14-46 and 4.14-47 of the Final EIR.
5. Impact PSU-7. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and future

projects included in the land use scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would increase
water demand in the AMBAG region such that water supplies may be insufficient to serve
envisioned development. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that have water supply impacts, where
feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and
counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where
relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-7(a)

General Conservation Measures. Agencies implementing land use and
transportation projects that could increase water demand shall, or can and
should, coordinate with relevant water services to ensure demand can be
accommodated and identify a water consumption budget. Any existing water
conservation measures that reduce demand for potable water, such as
reducing water use for landscape irrigation for transportation projects or use
of water-conserving fixtures in envisioned land use projects, should be
employed. Reclaimed water should be used when possible.

PSU-7(b)

Construction Dust Suppression Water Supply. Implementing agencies shall,
or can and should, ensure that for all 2045 MTP/SCS projects, where feasible,
reclaimed and/or desalinated water is used for dust suppression during
construction activities. This measure shall, or can and should, be noted on
construction plans and shall be spot checked by the implementing agency.
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PSU-7(c)

Landscape Watering. In jurisdictions that do not already have an applicable
local regulatory program related to landscape watering, implementing
agencies shall, or can and should, design 2045 MTP/SCS projects that would
include landscaping shall be designed with drought tolerant plants and drip
irrigation. When feasible, native plant species shall be used. In addition,
landscaping associated with proposed improvements shall be maintained
using reclaimed and/or desalinated water when feasible.

PSU-7(d)

Porous Pavement and Bioswale Installation. In jurisdictions that do not
already have an appropriate local regulatory program related to porous
pavement, implementing agencies for a 2045 MTP/SCS project that involves
streetscaping, parking, transit and/or land use improvements shall, or can
and should, ensure that porous pavement materials are utilized, where
feasible, to allow for groundwater percolation. Additionally, if a project
would substantially increase impervious surfaces the sponsor shall ensure
that bioswales are installed, where feasible, to facilitate groundwater
recharge using stormwater runoff from the project site while improving
water quality if not already required by the appropriate jurisdiction’s local
regulatory programs.

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties,
which can and should adopt them. Implementation of the above measures would reduce
impacts from water supply in the AMBAG region. However, the population growth
forecast coupled with existing groundwater over-drafting and regular droughts indicate
that demand may outpace supply in certain areas. The land use scenario envisioned by
the 2045 MTP/SCS along with 2045 MTP/SCS transportation projects would result in the
need for additional water supply, even with the implementation of mitigation measures
listed above. Given the overdraft conditions of area groundwater basins and other
regional water supply concerns, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The
AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are
feasible that would reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board
of Directors finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained
workers, make certain mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR
infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found
to reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and
unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.14-48 and 4.14-51 of the Final EIR.
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I.

TRANSPORTATION
1. Impact T-2. The 2045 MTP/SCS would result in an increase to Daily VMT per capita between

the baseline 2020 conditions and 2045 conditions. Per capita VMT impacts from
implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be significant and unavoidable. The induced
travel impact at the regional level would be less than significant.

a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that would increase the capacity of a
roadway, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. For land use projects under their jurisdiction, the cities and counties in
the AMBAG region shall implement the following mitigation measure. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
T-2(a)

Land Use Project VMT Analysis and Reduction. Regionally, implementing
agencies shall require implementation of VMT reduction strategies through
transportation demand management (TDM) programs, impact fee programs,
mitigation banks or exchange programs, in-lieu fee programs, and other land
use project conditions that reduce VMT. Programs shall be designed to reduce
VMT from existing land uses, where feasible, and from new discretionary
residential or employment land use projects. The design of programs shall
focus on VMT reduction strategies that increase travel choices and improve
the comfort and convenience of sharing rides in private vehicles, using public
transit, biking, or walking. At a project level, implementing agencies shall
evaluate VMT as part of project specific CEQA review and discretionary
approval decisions for land use projects. Where project level significant
impacts are identified, implementing agencies shall identify and implement
measures that reduce VMT. Examples include but are not limited to:
 Provide car-sharing, vanpool, bike sharing, and ride-sharing programs
 Implement or provide access to commute reduction programs
 Encourage telecommute programs
 Incorporate affordable housing into the project
 Increase density, infill, and transit oriented development
 Increase mixed uses within the project area
 Incorporate improved pedestrian connections within the
project/neighborhood
 Incentivize development in low VMT communities
 Incentivize housing near commercial and offices
 Increase access to goods and services, such as groceries, schools, and
daycare
 Orient the project toward transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities
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T-2(b)

Implement complete streets
Provide traffic calming
Provide bicycle parking
Reduce parking requirements
Separate out parking costs
Provide parking cash-out programs

Transportation Project VMT Analysis and Reduction. Transportation project
sponsor agencies shall evaluate transportation projects that involve increasing
roadway capacity for their potential to increase VMT. Where project level
increases are found to be potentially significant, implementing agencies shall,
or can and should, identify and implement measures that reduce VMT.
Examples of measures that reduce the VMT associated with increases in
roadway capacity include, but are not limited to:
 Tolling new lanes to encourage carpools and fund transit improvements
 Converting existing general purpose lanes to high occupancy vehicle lanes
 VMT banks
 Implementing or funding offsite travel demand management
 Providing a bus rapid transit system
 Improving pedestrian or bicycle networks, or transit service
 Providing transit passes
 Incorporating neighborhood electric vehicle network

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties,
which can and should adopt them. If implementing agencies adopt and require this
mitigation, impacts would be reduced because less VMT would be added to the AMBAG
region. However, the implementation of project level VMT-reducing measures such as
mixed uses and TOD may not be feasible and cannot be guaranteed on a project by
project basis. Regional VMT-reduction programs, such as VMT banks, may also not be
feasible as there are no procedures or policies in place to establish such programs.
Therefore, this impact would remain significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of
Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would
reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds
that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible
mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a
less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
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c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.15-26 through 4.15-30 of the Final EIR.
J.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
1. Impact TCR-1. Implementation of proposed transportation improvements and future
projects included in the land use scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and
SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement
the following mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for
transportation projects that result in impacts to tribal cultural resources, and where
feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and
counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where
relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
TCR-1

Tribal Cultural Resources Impact Minimization. Implementing agencies shall,
or can and should, comply with AB 52, which may require formal tribal
consultation. If the implementing agency determines that a project may cause
a substantial adverse change to a tribal cultural resource, they shall, or can
and should, implement mitigation measures identified in the consultation
process required under PRC Section 21080.3.2, or shall, or can and should,
implement the following measures where feasible to avoid or minimize the
project specific significant adverse impacts:
 Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not
limited to planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect
the cultural and natural context, or planning greenspace, parks, or other
open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally appropriate
protection and management criteria.
 Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity considering the
tribal cultural values and meaning of the resource, including, but not
limited to, the following:
 Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource
 Protecting the traditional use of the resource
 Protecting the confidentiality of the resource
 Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real
property, with culturally appropriate management criteria for the
purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places
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Native American monitoring by the appropriate tribe for all projects in
areas identified as sensitive for potential tribal cultural resources and/or
in the vicinity (within 100 feet) of known tribal cultural resources
If potential tribal cultural resources are encountered during grounddisturbing activities; work in the immediate area must halt and the
appropriate tribal representative(s), the implementing agency, and an
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications Standards for archaeology (National Park Service 1983) shall
be contacted immediately to evaluate the find and determine the proper
course of action

b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties,
which can and should adopt them. Mitigation Measure TCR-1 would require AB 52
compliance and would result in necessary mitigation being identified through tribal
consultation to avoid impacts to tribal cultural resources. These measures would protect
the resource’s character, traditional use, and confidentiality. With such protection,
implementation of the above measure would reduce impacts to tribal cultural resources.
However, it cannot be guaranteed that all future project-level impacts can be mitigated
and as such, impacts would be significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of
Directors finds that no other mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would
reduce this impact to less than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds
that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain
mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible
mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a
less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.16-6 through 4.16-8 of the Final EIR.
K. WILDFIRE

1. Impact W-1. Proposed transportation improvements and land use projects envisioned by the
2045 MTP/SCS would be located in or near an SRA or very high fire hazard severity zone, and
significant risks of loss, injury, or death from wildfires would occur. Impacts would be
significant and unavoidable.
a. Mitigation – For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and
SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should
implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program
where applicable for transportation projects that result in impacts related to wildland
fire, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures,
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where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
W-1

Wildfire Risk Reduction. If an individual transportation or land use project
included in the 2045 MTP/SCS is within or less than two miles from an SRA or
VHFHSZ, the implementing agency shall require appropriate mitigation to
reduce the risk. Examples of mitigation to reduce risk of loss, injury or death
from wildlife include, but are not limited to:
 Enforce defensible space regulations to keep overgrown and unmanaged
vegetation, accumulations of trash and other flammable material away
from structures.
 Provide public education about wildfire risk, fire prevention measures,
and safety procedures and practices to allow for safe evacuation and/or
options to shelter-in-place.
 Require adherence to the local hazard mitigation plan, as well as the local
general plan policies and programs aimed at reducing the risk of wildfires
through land use compatibility, training, sustainable development, brush
management, public outreach, and service standards for fire departments.
 Ensure sufficient emergency water supply
 Encourage the use of fire-resistant vegetation native to Santa Cruz,
Monterey, and San Benito counties and/or the local microclimate of the
project site and discourage the use of fire-prone species especially nonnative, invasive species.
 Require a fire safety plan be submitted to and approved by the local fire
protection agency. The fire safety plan shall include all the fire safety
features incorporated into the project and the schedule for
implementation of the features. The local fire protection agency may
require changes to the plan or may reject the plan if it does not
adequately address fire hazards associated with the project as a whole or
the individual phase of the project.
 Prohibit certain project construction activities with potential to ignite
wildfires during red-flag warnings issued by the National Weather Service
for the project site location. Example activities that should be prohibited
during red-flag warnings include welding and grinding outside of enclosed
buildings.
 Require fire extinguishers to be on site during construction of projects.
Fire extinguishers shall be maintained to function according to
manufacturer specifications. Construction personnel shall receive training
on the proper methods of using a fire extinguisher.
 Encourage the use of external sprinklers for new development mapped
within Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones.
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b. Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that these mitigation
measures are partially within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the RTPAs, which as CEQA
responsible agencies for the 2045 MTP/SCS, will adopt them. The AMBAG Board of Directors
further finds that these mitigation measures are partially within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of transportation project sponsors and, for land use projects, cities and counties,
which can and should adopt them. With implementation of this mitigation, the risk of loss
of structures and transportation infrastructure and the risk of injury or death due to
wildfires would be reduced. These measures would make structures and transportation
infrastructure more fire resistant and less vulnerable to loss in the event of a wildfire.
These measures would also reduce the potential for construction of 2045 MTP/SCS
projects to inadvertently ignite a wildfire. However, it is possible that mitigation
measures will not prevent a significant risk of wildfires or fully protect people and
structures from the risks of wildfires in all cases. Thus, this impact would remain
significant and unavoidable. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that no other
mitigation measures or alternatives are feasible that would reduce this impact to less
than significant levels. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of employment
opportunities for highly trained workers, make certain mitigation measures or
alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible. Since no feasible mitigation measures or
project alternatives have been found to reduce the impact to a less than significant level,
this impact remains significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 4.17-14 through 4.17-19 of the Final EIR.
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VI.

FINDINGS REGARDING ALTERNATIVES

A. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTERNATIVES
Public Resources Code Section 21002 provides that “public agencies should not approve projects as
proposed if there are feasible alternatives…which would substantially lessen the significant
environmental effects of such projects.” “Feasible” means “capable of being accomplished in a
reasonable period of time taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social and
technological factors” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15364). The concept of feasibility also encompasses
whether a particular alternative promotes the project’s underlying goals and objectives, and
whether an alternative is impractical or undesirable from a policy standpoint. (See City of Del Mar v.
City of San Diego (1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 410; California Native Plant Society v. City of Santa Cruz
(2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 957.)
The issue of alternatives feasibility arises twice in the CEQA process, once when the EIR is prepared,
and again when CEQA findings are adopted. When assessing feasibility in an EIR, the EIR preparer
evaluates whether an alternative is “potentially” feasible. Potentially feasible alternatives are
suggestions by the EIR preparers which may or may not be adopted by lead agency decision makers.
When CEQA findings are made after EIR certification, the lead agency decision making body
independently evaluates whether the alternatives are actually feasible, including whether an
alternative is impractical or undesirable from a policy standpoint. (See California Native Plant
Society v. City of Santa Cruz (2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 957.)
If a significant impact can be substantially lessened (i.e., mitigated to a less than significant level) by
adoption of mitigation measures, lead agency findings need not consider the feasibility of
alternatives to reduce that impact. (See Laurel Hills Homeowners Association v. City Council (1978)
83 Cal.App.3d 515.) Nevertheless, Section 7.0 of the EIR and these Findings of Fact do consider the
ability of potentially feasible alternatives to substantially reduce all of the project’s significant
impacts, even those impacts reduced to less-than-significant levels through adoption of mitigation
measures.
An EIR must only evaluate reasonable alternatives to a project that could feasibly attain most of the
project objectives and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives (CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(a)). In all cases, the consideration of alternatives is governed by the “’rule of reason” that
requires the EIR to set forth only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned choice." (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.6(f)). In accordance with Section 15126.6(f)(1) of the Guidelines, among
the factors that may be taken into account when addressing the feasibility of alternatives are: (1)
site suitability; (2) economic viability; (3) availability of infrastructure; (4) general plan consistency;
(5) other plans or regulatory limitations; (6) jurisdictional boundaries; and (7) whether the
proponent can reasonably acquire, control or otherwise have access to the alternative site.
The lead agency is not required to choose the environmentally superior alternative identified in the
EIR if the alternative does not provide substantial advantages over the proposed project; and (1)
through the imposition of mitigation measures the environmental effects of a project can be
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reduced to an acceptable level, or (2) there are social, economic, technological, or other
considerations that make the alternative infeasible. (Pub. Res. Code Section 21002, 21002.1; CEQA
Guidelines Section 15092.)
The proposed 2045 MTP/SCS alternatives were selected for review in the EIR because of their
potential to avoid or substantially lessen certain project impacts, or because they were required
under CEQA Guidelines (e.g., the No project alternative). The alternatives are described in more
detail in Chapter7 of the 2045 MTP/SCS Final EIR.
The three alternatives considered for the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS are:
• Alternative 1: No Project Alternative, which is comprised of a land use pattern that reflects
existing land use trends and a transportation network comprised of transportation projects
that are currently in construction or are funded in the short range Metropolitan
Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP);
• Alternative 2: Alternative Transportation Modes, which includes the same land use pattern
as the 2045 MTP/SCS and prioritizes pedestrian, bicycle, and transit projects; and
• Alternative 3: Infill and Transit Focus, which includes a more compact land use pattern and
increased use of regional and interregional transit. Alternative 3 was determined to be
environmentally superior to the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS. However, all of the alternatives
are rejected for the reasons stated below in Section VI.C.
B. PROJECT OBJECTIVES

An EIR must only evaluate reasonable alternatives to a project that could feasibly attain most of the
project objectives and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives (CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.6(a)). The primary objective of the 2045 MTP/SCS is to comply with applicable regulatory
requirements, including California Transportation Commission Guidelines and SB 375 regional GHG
reduction targets. AMBAG’s specific objectives for the 2045 MTP/SCS are to additionally ensure that
the transportation system planned for the AMBAG region accomplishes the following:


Serves regional goals, objectives, policies, and plans.



Responds to community and regional transportation needs.



Promotes energy efficient, environmentally sound modes of travel and facilities and services.



Promotes equity and efficiency in the distribution of transportation projects and services.

C. FINDINGS ON ALTERNATIVES EVALUATED IN THE EIR
1. No Project Alternative (Alternative #1)

a. Description – The No Project Alternative assumes that the transportation network would
be comprised of committed transportation projects fully programmed through
construction included in the AMBAG’s Fiscal Years 2020-2021 to 2023-2024 Metropolitan
Transportation Improvement Program MTIP only (AMBAG 2021). The growth in
population, jobs, and homes would be the same as the growth forecast for the proposed
2045 MTP/SCS. This alternative assumes the same housing and employment growth as
the 2045 MTP/SCS, but that growth would occur based on existing land use trends in the
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AMBAG region as opposed to more compact development envisioned by the 2045
MTP/SCS.
b. Findings and Rationale – The No Project Alternative would result in a less dense
development pattern compared to the 2045 MTP/SCS, with this alternative continuing
existing land use trends. Because of the increased land development outside of existing
urbanized areas, the No Project Alternative would result in more ground disturbance
than the 2045 MTP/SCS. Consequently, compared to the 2045 MTP/SCS, the No Project
Alternative would have greater overall impacts to aesthetics and visual resources,
agricultural and forestry resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources,
geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials, land use, noise, transportation, tribal
cultural resources, and wildfire. It would have similar impacts as the 2045 MTP/SCS to
energy, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, population and
housing, and public services, recreation, and utilities. Please refer to pages 7-5 through
7-14 of the Final EIR.
The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, financial, legal, social,
technological or other considerations make the No Project Alternative infeasible and
rejects this alternative for the following reasons. The No Project Alternative is legally
infeasible because it would not meet federal and state legal requirements for RTPs, and
would not meet the SB 375 requirement for preparation of an SCS. Also, it would not reduce
any of the project’s significant impacts to less than significant levels, would increase many of
these impacts, and would not meet basic objectives of the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS listed in
Section VI.B.
2. Alternative Transportation Modes Alternative (Alternative #2)

a. Description – The Alternative Transportation Modes Alternative was designed to reduce
VMT by providing or promoting alternative transportation modes in advance of or in
conjunction with projected population and employment growth in the AMBAG region
through 2045. Alternative transportation includes walking, bicycling, and transit. This
alternative assumes the same growth in population, jobs, and housing numbers, and the
same land use pattern, as the 2045 MTP/SCS. However, unlike the 2045 MTP/SCS, this
alternative focuses on prioritizing transportation investments toward all alternative
modes of transportation projects first, such as local transit projects and active
transportation projects. Active transportation projects would include construction of
bicycle lanes and bicycle/pedestrian amenities. The goal of this alternative is to build
these projects first and to use as much of the transportation funding available for these
alternative transportation modes projects. Under this alternative, investment would be
focused on closing transit gaps by enhancing local transit bus service rather than
interregional or long-distance services. This alternative includes more than $1.4 billion
more funding for active transportation and transit projects than the proposed 2045
MTP/SCS. These include active transportation projects that were not included in the
proposed 2045 MTP/SCS as well as additional local bus, bus rapid transit, and light rail
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projects. This alternative includes fewer local streets and roads and highway projects
than the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS.
b. Findings and Rationale – Alternative 2 would result in the same development pattern as
the 2045 MTP/SCS.. As shown in Table 7-7 of the Final EIR, Alternative 2 would result in
mostly similar impacts, with some reduced impacts related to aesthetics, biological
resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous materials,
hydrology and water quality, noise, population and housing, and tribal cultural resources.
Please refer to pages 7-14 through 7-26 of the Final EIR.
The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, financial, legal, social,
technological or other considerations make the Alternative Transportation Modes
Alternative infeasible and rejects this alternative for the following reasons. It would not
reduce any of the project’s significant impacts to less than significant levels, and would not
meet project mobility goals, which help achieve the basic objectives of the proposed 2045
MTP/SCS listed in Section VI.B. Specifically, the Alternative Transportation Modes Alternative
would increase truck delay, and substantially increase congested VMT in the AMBAG
region. The inability to meet project mobility goals also makes this alternative undesirable
from a policy standpoint.
3. Infill and Transit Focus Alternative (Alternative #3)

a. Description – The Infill and Transit Focus Alternative was designed to reduce VMT by
locating the places where people work and live within urban centers and close to
regional transit. This alternative assumes the same total growth in population, jobs, and
housing numbers as the 2045 MTP/SCS, but with more compact and mixed land uses.
Overall, this alternative incorporates less dispersed land use and development than the
proposed MTP/SCS. This alternative includes a more compact growth footprint and
increased use of regional and interregional transit service to generate an increase in
regional and interregional transit ridership and corresponding decrease in VMT. For
instance, this alternative relies on a higher amount of housing, especially near regional
and interregional transit, than the market currently supports. This alternative also
assumes increased telecommuting for those industries where telecommuting is feasible,
such as in financial and professional services and/or public sector jobs. This alternative
assumes more investment ($2.2 billion) in transit infrastructure and services and less
investment in local streets, roads, and highways compared to the proposed 2045
MTP/SCS.
b. Findings and Rationale –Alternative 3 is the environmentally superior alternative,
assuming all environmental issue areas are weighted equally. Under Alternative 3, land
use patterns would be concentrated in infill and TOD areas. Alternative 3 would result in
a higher density development pattern than the 2045 MTP/SCS. Alternative 3 could be
considered environmentally superior to the 2045 MTP/SCS primarily because, as shown
in Table 7-7 of the Final EIR, overall impacts to the following resources would be less:
aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural
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resources, energy, geology and soils, and tribal cultural resources. GHG emissions and
VMT would also decrease under this alternative, though this decrease would be
negligible (less than a one percent change). Please refer to pages 7-26 through 7-36 of
the Final EIR.
The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, financial, legal, social,
technological or other considerations make the Infill and Transit Focus Alternative
infeasible and rejects this alternative for the following reasons. It would not reduce any
of the project’s significant impacts to less than significant levels, and would not meet
project mobility goals, which help achieve the basic objectives of the proposed 2045
MTP/SCS listed in Section VI.B. Specifically, the Infill and Transit Focus Alternative would
increase truck delay, and substantially increase congested VMT in the AMBAG region.
The inability to meet project mobility goals also makes this alternative undesirable from
a policy standpoint. Lastly, Alternative 3 is not feasible because AMBAG does not have
land use authority and cannot require local agencies to make major changes to their
general plans that would be required in order for Alternative 3 to be implemented.
D. FINDINGS ON ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED IN THE EIR BUT REJECTED

Section 7.2 of the Final EIR describes two alternatives that were considered but rejected from
detailed consideration: an Aggressive VMT Reduction Alternative and a Road Pricing Alternative.
The AMBAG Board of Directors adopts and incorporates by reference the specific reasons for
rejecting these alternatives contained in Final EIR Section 7.2 as the grounds for rejecting these
measures.
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VII. FINDINGS REGARDING ALTERNATIVES AND MITIGATION MEASURES PROPOSED IN DRAFT
EIR COMMENTS.
Some comments on the Draft EIR suggested additional mitigation measures and/or alternatives to
the project. In response to Draft EIR comments, some mitigation measures were revised, including
Mitigation Measures BIO-3(a).
However, where the suggestions requested minor modifications or variations in adequate
mitigation measures or alternatives or components of alternatives analyzed in the Draft EIR, or
requested mitigation measures or alternatives that were too vague or speculative to be addressed,
these requests were declined as unnecessary. Similarly, suggestions that were specific to individual
transportation improvement projects included in the 2045 MTP/SCS were declined because the EIR
is a programmatic-level analysis of the 2045 MTP/SCS in its entirety, and individual projects would
undergo separate future environmental review. The AMBAG Board of Directors adopts and
incorporates by reference the specific reasons for declining such measures or alternatives contained
in the responses to comments in the Final EIR as one ground for rejecting these measures. The
responses to comments are provided as Appendix H to the Final EIR.
Additionally, certain alternatives and mitigation measures suggested in Draft EIR comments
ostensibly could reduce impacts, but implementation of these mitigation alternatives and mitigation
measures would be infeasible. The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the following project alternatives and
mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR, for the reasons explained below. For supporting
evidence, see the responses to comments on these rejected alternatives and mitigation measures
set forth in Appendix H to the Final EIR
A. FINDINGS ON COMMENTERS’ SUGGESTED PROJECT ALTERNATIVES
1. Campaign for Sensible Transportation: Comment 6.22

This comment states that Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 evaluated in the Draft EIR should
be combined into a single alternative that would further reduce GHG emissions and
substantially help to meet State GHG reduction goals.
Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the alternative(s) to the project
suggested above. It is not possible for AMBAG to develop a feasible alternative to the
proposed 2045 MTP/SCS that would achieve the GHG reductions goals of State policies and
initiatives, such as SB 32 and EO-S-3-05. See Final EIR Response 6.22 for a detailed
explanation of this finding, which is summarized below.
As shown in Table 4.8-2 on page 4.8-17 of the Draft EIR, the majority of GHG emissions in the
AMBAG region in 2045, regardless of the potential implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS,
would be from emissions related to land development and growth. AMBAG has no authority
to adopt local land use General Plans or land use regulations, or approve local land use
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projects that would further reduce GHG emissions. SB 375 specifically provides that nothing
in SB 375 supersedes the land use authority of cities and counties, and that cities and
counties are not required to change their land use plans and policies, including general
plans, to be consistent with MTP/RTP or SCS (Government Code Section 65080(b)(2)(K).
Local governments are the main agencies responsible for mitigation of the impacts of land
use plans and projects that implement the SCS, and AMBAG has no concurrent authority to
mitigate the impacts of land use plans and projects, including GHG emissions impacts, as
described on page 4-2 of the Draft EIR.
Regarding mobile source GHG emissions created by increased VMT, it is highly unlikely that
any feasible alternative could avoid an increase in VMT above existing conditions in 2045,
due to factors unrelated to discretionary approvals, such as population growth in the region.
See Section V of these Findings of Fact. Therefore, it is highly unlikely that any feasible
alternative could avoid an increase in mobile source GHG emissions above existing
conditions in 2045. Implementation of an MTP/SCS alternative that substantially reduces
mobile source GHG emissions is also considered infeasible because such an alternative
would likely require major changes in land use policies, parking policies, transit funding, road
pricing, and vehicle fuels and technology that are beyond AMBAG’s ability to implement.
Regarding a new alternative that is a combination of Alternative 2 and Alternative 3, the
commenter provides insufficient detail on how these two alternatives should be combined
to form a new alternative that would reduce GHG more than either Alternative 2 or
Alternative 3, alone. Neither Alternative 2 nor Alternative 3 substantially reduce GHG
emissions compared to the proposed project, and so it is unclear how combining the two
alternatives would result in substantial reductions in GHG emissions. Additionally, the EIR
only need evaluate a range of alternatives, not every conceivable permutation of
alternatives. The Final EIR already evaluates Alternative 2 and Alternative 3, and therefore it
is unnecessary to evaluate another similar alternative that would be a combination of these
two alternatives.
Additionally, using its RTDM, AMBAG modeled a modified version of Alternative 3, referred
to as Alternative 3A at the suggestion a different commenter than the Campaign for Sensible
Transportation. Although Alternative 3A is a modified version of Alternative 3, the
modifications incorporate some aspects of Alternative 2. In other words, Alternative 3A is
representative of a combination of Alternative 3 and Alternative 2. As discussed below,
Alternative 3A would not substantially decrease GHG emissions. Accordingly, an alternative
consisting of a combination of Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 in the Draft EIR would not
reduce the significance of GHG impacts as suggested by the commenter. This alternative
suggested by the commenter was not analyzed in the EIR because it is similar to alternatives
already evaluated in the EIR, fails to meet some objectives of the project, and is not
environmentally superior.
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2. Land Watch Monterey County: Comment 7.4

This comment suggests several modifications to Alternative 3, including increasing the
amount of money allocated toward transportation projects and placing more emphasis on
bus rapid transit projects rather than rail projects. The commenter suggests these
modifications as a way to achieve reduced VMT impacts compared to the proposed project
while also better meeting the 2045 MTP/SCS objective of improving freight mobility.
Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the alternative to the project
suggested above. An EIR must discuss alternatives to a project in its entirety but is not
required to discuss alternatives to each particular component of a project (see California
Oak Foundation v. Regents of University of California (2010) 188 Cal.App.4th 227, 276-277).
Therefore, an alternative to the 2045 MTP/SCS that would address only freight mobility
projects and bus rapid transit is not required by CEQA. In addition, this suggested alternative
would was rejected because it would result in greater VMT impacts than the proposed
project and other alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIR, is similar to an alternative
(Alternative 3) already evaluated in the EIR, and fails to meet some objectives of the project
which makes it undesirable on policy grounds. In addition, the funding needed to implement
an alternative such as Alternative 3A is infeasible given limits and restrictions on types of
investments/improvements funded by transportation funding programs; many
transportation funds are limited in scope to funding certain capital investments or modes of
transportation.
AMBAG modeled the commenter’s suggested modifications to Alternative 3 using its RTDM.
For purposes of the Final EIR, AMBAG referred to this potential alternative as “Alternative
3A.” Based on the RTDM output, the commenter’s suggested Alternative 3A would increase
transit ridership by approximately 1.5 percent compared to the proposed project and by
approximately 0.2 percent compared to Alternative 3. This is expected given that the
suggested modifications emphasizes bus rapid transit projects. However, the suggested
modifications in Alternative 3A would also increase daily hours of truck delay compared to
the proposed project. The increase would be approximately 197 daily hour of truck delay
compared with the proposed project, which would also be a slight decrease of
approximately 34 hours compared to Alternative 3. Thus, the commenter’s suggested
Alternative 3A would not better achieve freight mobility objectives compared with
Alternative 3 as it is evaluated in the EIR.
Additionally, compared to both the 2045 MTP/SCS and Alternative 3, the commenter’s
suggested modifications would increase VMT, thereby slightly increasing the severity of VMT
impacts rather than reducing impacts.
Additionally, Alternative 3A would also not substantially decrease GHG emissions, regardless
of whether emissions are quantified as a total or per capita. Per capita GHG emissions from
the full vehicle fleet would be 12.7 if the 2045 MTP/SCS is implemented and 12.8 if
Alternative 3A is implemented, which is a negligible increase of approximately 0.1.
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Accordingly, the modifications to Alternative 3 suggested by the commenter, which is
presented here as Alternative 3A, would not substantially reduce GHG emissions compared
with the proposed project, and impacts would be similar.
3. Jack Nelson: Comment 8.2

This comment states that Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 evaluated in the Draft EIR should
be combined into a single alternative that would further reduce GHG emissions and
substantially help to meet State GHG reduction goals.
Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, technological, or other considerations make infeasible the alternative to the project
suggested above. Please see Section VII.a1 of these Findings of Fact for an explanation as to
why an MTP/SCS alternative that would achieve deep regional reductions in GHG emissions
consistent with State GHG reduction goals is infeasible for AMBAG to implement, including
through a combination of Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 in the EIR.
B. FINDINGS ON COMMENTERS’ SUGGESTED MITIGATION MEASURES
1. Center for Biological Diversity: Comment 4.2

This comment suggests additional mitigation be provided to reduce the adverse impacts of
the 2045 MTP/SCS on mountain lions, including by designing projects to allow passage of
mountain lions; reducing or eliminating conflicts with mountain lions; directing exterior
lights aways from open space areas; limiting noise; securing domestic animals; and reducing
the risk of wildfire ignition and spread.
Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, and technological, or other considerations make infeasible portions of the mitigation
measure suggested above. The commenter’s suggestion to include mitigation measures that
reduce conflicts with mountain lions, including measures to reduce noise conflicts, light
pollution conflicts, and conflicts with domestic animals, are closely correlated with
circumstances of specific projects, such as the type of lighting proposed for a project or the
project location in proximity to mountain lion habitat. The EIR is a programmatic analysis of
impacts of the 2045 MTP/SCS and does not provide project level analysis or mitigation
measures, generally because individual projects are not yet designed to a level allowing a
detailed analysis. Additionally, the EIR already contains mitigation measures that would
achieve the same outcome or effects as the suggested mitigation, such as reducing light
pollution, preventing excessive noise, and reducing wildlife risks. However, in response to
this comment, Mitigation Measure BIO-3(a) on page 4.4-47 of the Draft EIR has been revised
to include the following language:
“Vegetative buffers, consisting of California native plant and tree species, shall be installed
where feasible to provide a natural noise barrier between roadway projects and sensitive
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wildlife habitat, including movement corridors. The buffer shall be maintained in perpetuity
to ensure noise levels from the roadway are minimized within adjacent sensitive habitat.”
Other components of the comment are outside the control of AMBAG. For example, AMBAG
and the RTPAs are unable to control whether domesticated animals are permissible in areas
or on property they do not own. Animal husbandry and domestication is generally regulated
through local zoning codes and ordinances, which AMBAG does not control or administer.
2. Center for Biological Diversity: Comment 4.16

This comment suggests an additional mitigation measure which requires the lead agency to
design projects to include multiple connections between wildlife habitat patches and ensure
wildlife passage for projects.
Findings and Rationale – The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that specific economic, legal,
social, and technological, or other considerations make infeasible portions of the mitigation
measure suggested above. The comment provides insufficient detail to develop additional
mitigation measure or measures because the commenter gives no examples or suggestions
of mitigation or actions that could be taken to connect habitat patches. However, in
response to this comment, the fourth bullet point under Mitigation Measure BIO-3(a) on
page 4.4-47 of the Draft EIR has been revised to include the following language:
“If fencing or other project components must be designed in such a manner that wildlife
passage would not be permitted, wildlife crossing structures such as overpasses,
underpasses, culverts, etc., shall be incorporated into the project design as appropriate;
and…”
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VIII. FINDINGS ON RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR AND REVISIONS TO THE FINAL
EIR
Findings and Rationale – Appendix H of the Final EIR includes the comments received on the Draft
EIR and responses to those comments. The focus of the responses to comments is on the
disposition of significant environmental issues as raised in the comments, as specified by CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088(b). The Final EIR also incorporates information obtained and produced
after the Draft EIR was completed, including additions, clarifications and modifications. The AMBAG
Board of Directors has reviewed and considered the Final EIR and all information that was added to
the Draft EIR.
The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that responses to comments made on the Draft EIR and
revisions to the Final EIR merely clarify, amplify or make insignificant modifications to the analysis
presented in the document and do not trigger the need to recirculate the Draft EIR per CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5(b). None of the comments made on the Draft EIR or revisions to the
Final EIR constitute “significant new information,” as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(b),
that would trigger Draft EIR recirculation.
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IX.

FINDINGS ON CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

A. INTRODUCTION
Section 6.4 of Chapter 6 of the Final EIR includes an analysis of direct, indirect and cumulative
impacts of the proposed project, as required by CEQA.
The 2045 MTP/SCS addresses cumulative conditions within the AMBAG region by design. The Plan
area is comprised of 3.3 million acres and includes three counties and 18 cities. It integrates
transportation investments with land use strategies for an entire region of the state that shares, or
is connected by, common economic, social, and environmental characteristics. As such, the regional
environmental analysis of the 2045 MTP/SCS presented throughout the EIR is essentially a
cumulative analysis consistent with CEQA requirements. Furthermore, this Draft EIR contains
detailed analysis of regional (cumulative) impacts, which are differentiated from localized impacts
that may occur at the county level.
In Chapter 6.4, thresholds of significance for cumulative impacts are the same as those for direct,
project-specific impacts, as authorized by CEQA case law. (See Save Cuyama Valley v. County of
Santa Barbara (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th 1059.) When project-specific impacts are judged to be
significant, the EIR considers them to be “cumulatively considerable” incremental contributions to
significant cumulative impacts. (See CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(a).). Mitigation measures
adopted for project-specific impacts in Sections IV and V of these Findings of Fact also are feasible
measures for mitigating the proposed project’s incremental contribution to significant cumulative
effects. (See CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)(5).)
B. FINDINGS FOR SIGNIFICANT CUMULATIVE IMPACTS FOR WHICH PROJECT’S INCREMENTAL

CONTRIBUTION HAS NOT BEEN MITIGATED TO LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVELS

For the following impacts, the AMBAG Board of Directors hereby finds that in Section V of these
Findings of Fact, mitigation measures have been identified in the EIR that will reduce the proposed
project’s incremental contribution to the following significant cumulative impacts, but not to a less
than significant (i.e., less than cumulatively considerable) level. The significant impacts and the
mitigation measures that will reduce them, but not to a less than cumulatively considerable level
are as follows:
1. Impact AES-C-1. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would affect night sky
lighting and degrade existing visual character. Cumulative impacts would be significant and
the contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measures AES-1(a), AES-1(b), AES-2, and AES-3(a), AES-3(b), and
AES-3(c)
b. Findings and Rationale – The combination of forecasted development in the AMBAG
region and planned development in neighboring counties will result in a different visual
environment than currently exists. The cumulative impacts from development in the
cumulative impact analysis on night sky lighting and visual character are considered
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significant, and the contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS to these impacts is cumulatively
considerable. Implementation of Mitigation Measures AES-1(a), AES-1(b), AES-2, and AES3(a), AES-3(b), and AES-3(c) would reduce potential impacts to aesthetic resources.
However, even with implementation of mitigation measures, impacts would be significant
and would be cumulatively considerable, and therefore significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-10 through 6-11 of the Final EIR.
2. Impact AG-C-1. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would result in
conversion of agricultural land to non-agricultural uses. Cumulative impacts would be
significant and the contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measure AG-1
b. Findings and Rationale – Future development within the cumulative impact analysis area
would convert agricultural land to non-agricultural uses and may result in conflicts with
agricultural zoning and Williamson Act contracts. In addition, future development
adjacent to agricultural land has the potential to result in a loss of farmland due to land
use conflicts, which adds to the cumulative conversion of agricultural lands, including
areas designated as Important Farmland by the FMMP. Cumulative impacts to
agricultural resources would be significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measure AG-1
would reduce the contribution of the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS to cumulative agricultural
land impacts. However, the mitigation would not ensure that the future land use
development pattern and transportation projects could feasibly relocate or realign to
avoid impacts, and impacts would remain significant and unavoidable. The contribution
of the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS to cumulative impacts would therefore remain
cumulatively considerable post-mitigation, and therefore significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-11 through 6-12 of the Final EIR.
3. Impact AQ-C-1. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would result in an
increase of regional PM 10 emissions and would expose sensitive receptors to diesel
particulates and toxic air contaminants. Cumulative impacts would be significant and the
contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-5
b. Findings and Rationale – Future development within the cumulative impact analysis area
would generate cumulative construction emissions that could impact air quality. Given
existing air pollution conditions in surrounding areas, the 2045 MTP/SCS would have a
cumulatively considerable contribution to regional air quality impacts. Implementation of
Mitigation Measures AQ-1 through AQ-5 would reduce the contribution to cumulative air
quality impacts. However, the 2045 MTP/SCS contribution would remain cumulatively
considerable, and therefore significant and unavoidable, after mitigation because PM10
emissions reductions cannot be guaranteed.
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c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-12 through 6-13 of the Final EIR.
4. Impact BIO-C-1. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would have
substantial adverse impacts on special-status plant and animal species, sensitive natural
communities, and interfere with wildlife movement. Cumulative impacts would be
significant and the contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-5 set requirements for surveys and
actions to be taken if biological resources have potential to be impacted by the 2045
MTP/SCS transportation and land use projects.
b. Findings and Rationale – Biological resources impacts resulting from cumulative
development within the cumulative impact analysis area would include direct and
indirect impacts to sensitive/special-status species or their habitat; impacts to riparian,
wetland, or other sensitive natural communities; or interference with wildlife
movement. Given the extent of future development anticipated in the cumulative impact
analysis area, these cumulative impacts would likely be significant. Due to the potential
direct and indirect impacts that may occur as a result of the 2045 MTP/SCS, the proposed
2045 MTP/SCS contribution to this impact would be cumulatively considerable.
Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-5 would reduce impacts, but impacts would
remain significant and unavoidable. The contribution of the proposed 2045 MTP/SCS to
cumulative impacts would therefore remain cumulatively considerable, and therefore
significant and unavoidable, post-mitigation.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-13 through 6-14 of the Final EIR.
5. Impact CR-C-1. Implementation of the proposed transportation improvements and the land
use scenario envisioned under the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause substantial impacts to known
and unknown cultural, historical, or archaeological resources. Cumulative impacts would be
significant and the contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measures CR-1, CR-2(a), and CR-2(b)
b. Findings and Rationale – Cumulative impacts to known and unknown cultural, historical,
or archaeological resources would be significant, and the 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to
them would be cumulatively considerable. Mitigation Measures CR-1, CR-2(a), and CR2(b) would reduce impacts associated with 2045 MTP/SCS projects through impact
minimization for historical and archaeological resources. However, it cannot be
guaranteed that all future project level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant
level. As such, the 2045 MTP/SCS contribution would remain cumulatively considerable,
and therefore significant and unavoidable, after mitigation.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to page 6-14 of the Final EIR.
6. Impact GEO-C-1. The 2045 MTP/SCS would have cumulatively considerable contributions to
significant cumulative impacts related to paleontological resources.
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a. Mitigation –Mitigation Measure GEO-5.
b. Findings and Rationale – The 2045 MTP/SCS could cause a substantial adverse change in
or disturb known and unknown paleontological resources and would therefore result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to the significant impact. Mitigation measures
outlined in Section 4.7, Geology and Soils, would reduce paleontological resource
impacts associated with 2045 MTP/SCS projects. However, the 2045 MTP/SCS
contribution would remain cumulatively considerable after mitigation because it cannot
be guaranteed that all future project level impacts can be mitigated to a less than
significant level. As such, the 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to cumulative impacts to
paleontological resources would be cumulatively considerable, and therefore significant
and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-15 through 6-17 of the Final EIR.
7. Impact GHG-C-1. Development in the cumulative impacts analysis area, as well as projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS, would generate temporary short-term GHG emissions
which would resulting in a significant cumulative impact, and the 2045 MTP/SCS contribution
would be cumulatively considerable. Total operational GHG emissions would not result in a
significant cumulative impact. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would have a
cumulatively considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impact related to
exceeding State GHG reduction targets.
a. Mitigation –Mitigation Measures GHG-1, GHG-4(a), and GHG-4(b)
b. Findings and Rationale— Construction activities associated with transportation
improvement projects and future land use projects envisioned by the 2045 MTP/SCS
would generate temporary GHG emissions. Construction-related GHG emissions of the
2045 MTP/SCS would be significant, even after implementation of Mitigation Measure
GHG-1. Therefore, when construction emissions are combined with other ongoing
emissions, the cumulative impact would be significant and the contribution of the 2045
MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable. The transportation projects and land use
scenario envisioned in the 2045 MTP/SCS would also generate operational GHG
emissions. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-4(a), transportation-related
greenhouse gas reduction measures, and Mitigation Measures GHG-4(b), project level
energy consumption and water use reduction, would reduce impacts related to GHG
emissions. Overall, implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would reduce total region wide
mobile and land use emissions compared to existing conditions, so the cumulative
impact of total GHG emissions would not be significant. Other ongoing land uses and
operation of future development in the cumulative impact analysis area would also
generate GHG emissions. Combined, the GHG emissions from operational activities in the
cumulative impact analysis area could exceed State reduction targets; the resulting
cumulative impact would be significant, the 2045 MTP/SCS would have a cumulatively
considerable contribution to this cumulative impact, both pre- and post- mitigation, and
therefore the cumulative impact would be significant and unavoidable.
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c. Supportive evidence-- Please refer to pages 6-17 through 6-18 of the Final EIR.
8. Impact HAZ-C-1. Development in the cumulative impacts analysis area, as well as projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS, could result in hazards and exposure to hazardous
materials. the 2045 MTP/SCS would have cumulatively considerable contributions to
significant cumulative impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials.
a. Mitigation –Mitigation Measure HAZ-3
b. Findings and Rationale – Land use development envisioned as part of the 2045 MTP/SCS
could result in the development of sites listed in environmental databases pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5. Although development of listed sites would be required
to undergo remediation and comply with Mitigation Measure HAZ-3, cumulative impacts
related to hazards and hazardous materials would be significant and implementation of the
2045 MTP/SCS would result in cumulatively considerable, and therefore significant and
unavoidable, impacts.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to page 6-18 of the Final EIR.

9. Impact N-C-1. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area would result in
Cumulative significant and unavoidable impacts related to construction and operational
noise and excessive noise in proximity to airports. The 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to
cumulative impacts would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measures N-1, N-2, N-3, N-4, N-5
b. Findings and Rationale – Construction noise resulting from either the transportation
projects or the land use scenario could combine with other ongoing noise or additional
construction noise within the AMBAG region, resulting in localized construction noise levels
exceeding local standards. Cumulative impacts of construction noise would be significant.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure N-1 would reduce some construction noise impacts;
however, the 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to the cumulative impact would be cumulatively
considerable, and therefore significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-21 through 6-23 of the Final EIR.
10. Impact PSU-C-1. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area would result in
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects. The 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to cumulative impacts would be
cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measures PSU-1, PSU-2, PSU-3, PSU-4
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b. Findings and Rationale – Future transportation improvements and land use projects
throughout the cumulative impact analysis area would require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or stormwater drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction of which would
cause significant environmental effects. This development would also generate solid waste
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure and increase water demand in the AMBAG
region such that water supplies may be insufficient to serve envisioned development.
Cumulative impacts to public services, recreation, and utilities would be cumulatively
considerable pre- and post-mitgation, and therefore the cumulative impact would be
significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-24 through 6-25 of the Final EIR.
11. Impact TRA-C-1. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area would result in
significant and unavoidable increase in daily VMT per capita from baseline 2020 conditions.
The 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to cumulative impacts would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – No mitigation measures are feasible
b. Findings and Rationale – Per capita VMT in the cumulative impact area would be unlikely to
reach 15 percent below existing VMT per capita by 2035 due to increased VMT in the region
even without implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS. The implementation of project-level
VMT-reducing measures such as mixed uses and TOD may not be feasible and cannot be
guaranteed on a project by project basis. Regional VMT reduction programs, such as VMT
banks, may also not be feasible as there are no procedures or policies in place to establish
such programs. Thus, cumulative impacts on VMT would be significant and the 2045
MTP/SCS contribution to VMT impacts in adjoining areas would be cumulatively
considerable, and therefore significant and unavoidable.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-25 through 6-26 of the Final EIR.
12. Impact TCR-C-1. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area could result in
significant impacts to tribal cultural resources that would result in a significant cumulative
impact. The 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to this impact would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measure TCR-1
b. Findings and Rationale – Development in the AMBAG area would increase under the
2045 MTP/SCS by increasing mobility and growth. The increase in growth in previously
undisturbed areas contributes to regional impacts on tribal cultural resources. If there
may be tribal cultural resources at the location of a project site, tribal consultation in
accordance with AB 52 would help ensure protection of tribal cultural resources.
However, tribal territory often crosses the boundaries of multiple jurisdictions within and
outside of the AMBAG region, and there could be several minor impacts to tribal cultural
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resources that together would result in a significant cumulative impact. The cumulative
impact would be significant, and the overall contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS to
significant cumulative tribal cultural resources impacts would be cumulatively
considerable, and therefore significant and unavoidable, despite implementation of
Mitigation Measure TCR-1.
c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-26 through 6-27 of the Final EIR.
13. Impact W-C-1. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area could be located in or
near a state responsibility area or a very high fire hazard severity zone. As significant risk of
loss, injury, or death could occur, impacts related to wildfire would be significant. The 2045
MTP/SCS contribution to this impact would be cumulatively considerable.
a. Mitigation – Mitigation Measure W-1
b. Findings and Rationale – The combination of cumulative projects being constructed

concurrently could substantially increase the frequency of fire in the area above natural
conditions. Cumulative impacts would be significant. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure W-1 would minimize the contribution to this cumulative impact. However, the
overall cumulative increase in fire frequency would continue to be substantial and
impacts for risks exacerbated by construction and from the aftermath of wildfires would
remain cumulatively considerable, and therefore significant and unavoidable.

c. Supportive Evidence – Please refer to pages 6-27 through 6-28 of the Final EIR.
X.

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

The AMBAG Board of Directors adopts and makes this statement of overriding considerations
concerning the project’s unavoidable significant impacts to explain why the project’s benefits override
and outweigh its unavoidable impacts.
The EIR has identified and discussed significant effects that may occur as a result of the project. As set
forth in these CEQA Findings, AMBAG has made a reasonable and good faith effort to eliminate or
substantially mitigate the significant impacts resulting from the project and has made specific findings
on each of the project’s significant impacts and on mitigation measures and alternatives. With
implementation of the mitigation measures discussed in the EIR, many of the project’s effects cannot be
mitigated to a level of less than significant. Even with implementation of all feasible mitigation, the
project will result in significant and unavoidable impacts as follows:
1. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would alter views of scenic vistas or substantially
damage scenic resources along designated scenic corridors, including state scenic highways.
(Impact AES-1)
2. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would substantially degrade existing visual character
in the AMBAG region. (Impact AES-2)
3. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would create new sources of substantial light and
2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-164

93

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. (Impact AES-3)
4. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS could directly or indirectly convert Important
Farmland to non-agricultural uses or conflict with agricultural zoning or Williamson Act
contracts. (Impact AG-1)
5. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would create dust and ozone precursor emissions and
violate air quality standards, contribute substantially to existing or projected air quality
violations, or result in a cumulatively considerable net increases in PM 10 or ozone precursor
emissions. (Impact AQ-2)
6. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would increase PM 10 emissions in the region, which
could contribute substantially to a projected air quality violation. (Impact AQ-3)
7. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS land use scenario could expose sensitive receptors to
substantial hazardous air pollutant concentrations and objectionable odors. (Impact AQ-4)
8. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would expose sensitive receptors to substantial
hazardous air pollutant concentrations. (Impact AQ-5)
9. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS could adversely impact special-status plant and animal
species, either directly or through habitat modifications. (Impact BIO-1)
10. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS could adversely impact natural communities and
federally protected wetlands. (Impact BIO-2)
11. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS could impede wildlife movement, including fish
migration and/or impede the use of a native wildlife nursery. (Impact BIO-3)
12. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in or disturb
known and unknown historical resources. (Impact CR-1)
13. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in or disturb
known and unknown archaeological resources. (Impact CR-2)
14. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature. (Impact GEO-5)
15. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate a net increase GHG emissions by 2045
compared to baseline 2020 conditions. (Impact GHG-1)
16. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would conflict with the State’s ability to achieve the
AB 32, SB 32 and EO-S-3-05 GHG emission reduction goals. (Impact GHG-4)
17. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would involve land use and transportation projects
that could occur on sites on the list of hazardous material sites compiled by Government
Code Section 65962.5. (Impact HAZ-3).
18. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would create temporary substantial noise level
increases in discrete locations throughout the AMBAG region. Noise levels could exceed
standards in local General Plans or noise ordinances. (Impact N-1)
19. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would create temporary substantial groundborne
vibration level increases throughout the AMBAG region. (Impact N-2)
20. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate a substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in excess of standards or over existing noise levels and generate a
substantial absolute noise increase over existing noise levels. (Impact N-3)
21. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would encourage infill development near transit and
other transportation facilities, which would generate a substantial increase in ambient noise
levels in excess of standards or over existing noise levels. (Impact N-4).
22. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would result in new truck, bus and train traffic that
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would generate excessive vibration levels. Impacts would be significant and unavoidable.
(Impact N-5)
23. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would include projects that would be located in close
proximity to existing airports such that applicable exterior and interior noise thresholds
would be exceeded. (Impact N-6)
24. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS result in new or expanded governmental facilities, the
implementation of which would result in substantial physical impacts. (Impact PSU-1)
25. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS increase the use of existing parks and recreational
facilities, resulting in substantial physical deterioration, and would include recreational
facilities that would have an adverse physical effect on the environment. (Impact PSU-3)
26. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or stormwater drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction of which
would cause significant environmental effects. (Impact PSU-4)
27. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would generate solid waste in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure. (Impact PSU-5)
28. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would increase water demand in the AMBAG region
such that water supplies may be insufficient to serve envisioned development. (Impact PSU7)
29. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS result in an increase to Daily VMT per capita between
the baseline 2020 conditions and 2045 conditions. (Impact T-2)
30. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource. (Impact TCR-1)
31. Implementation of the 2045 MTP/SCS would involve transportation and land use projects
located in in or near an SRA or very high fire hazard severity zone, and significant risks of
loss, injury, or death from wildfires would occur. (Impact W-1)
32. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would affect night sky lighting and
degrade existing visual character. Cumulative impacts would be significant and the
contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact AES-C-1)
33. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would result in conversion of
agricultural land to non-agricultural uses. Cumulative impacts would be significant and the
contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact AG-C-1)
34. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would result in an increase of regional
PM10 emissions and would expose sensitive receptors to diesel particulates and toxic air
contaminants. Cumulative impacts would be significant and the contribution of the 2045
MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact AQ-C-1)
35. Development in the Cumulative Impact Analysis Area would have substantial adverse
impacts on special-status plant and animal species, sensitive natural communities, and
interfere with wildlife movement. Cumulative impacts would be significant and the
contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact BIO-C-1)
36. Implementation of the proposed transportation improvements and the land use scenario
envisioned under the 2045 MTP/SCS would cause substantial impacts to known and
unknown cultural, historical, or archaeological resources. Cumulative impacts would be
significant and the contribution of the 2045 MTP/SCS would be cumulatively considerable.
(Impact CR-C-1)
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37. The 2045 MTP/SCS would have cumulatively considerable contributions to significant
cumulative impacts related to paleontological resources. (Impact GEO-C-1)
38. The 2045 MTP/SCS would have cumulatively considerable contributions to short term
construction GHG emissions, and to inability to meet long-term State GHG reduction targets.
(Impact GHG-C-1)
39. Development in the cumulative impacts analysis area, as well as projects implementing the
2045 MTP/SCS, could result in hazards and exposure to hazardous materials. the 2045
MTP/SCS would have cumulatively considerable contributions to significant cumulative
impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials. (Impact HAZ-C-1)
40. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area would result in Cumulative significant
and unavoidable impacts related to construction and operational noise and excessive noise
in proximity to airports. The 2045 MTP/SCS contribution to cumulative impacts would be
cumulatively considerable. (Impact N-C-1)
41. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area would result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. The 2045
MTP/SCS contribution to cumulative impacts would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact
PSU-C-1)
42. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area would result in significant and
unavoidable increase in daily VMT per capita from baseline 2020 conditions. The 2045
MTP/SCS contribution to cumulative impacts would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact
TRA-C-1)
43. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area could result in significant impacts to
tribal cultural resources that would result in a significant cumulative impact. The 2045
MTP/SCS contribution to this impact would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact TCR-C-1)
44. Development in the cumulative impact analysis area could be located in or near a state
responsibility area or a very high fire hazard severity zone. As significant risk of loss, injury,
or death could occur, impacts related to wildfire would be significant. The 2045 MTP/SCS
contribution to this impact would be cumulatively considerable. (Impact W-C-1)
In accordance with Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, and having reduced the adverse significant
environmental effects of the project to the extent feasible, having considered the entire administrative
record on the project, and having weighed the benefits of the project against its unavoidable adverse
impacts after mitigation, the AMBAG Board of Directors hereby finds that the following legal, economic,
social and environmental benefits of the project outweigh its unavoidable adverse impacts and render
them acceptable based upon the following considerations. Each benefit set forth below constitutes an
overriding consideration warranting approval of the project, independent of the other benefits, despite
each and every unavoidable impact:
a. The implementation of 2045 MTP/SCS transportation projects will provide for a
comprehensive transportation system of facilities and services that meets the public's need for
the movement of people and goods and that is consistent with the social, economic and
environmental goals and policies of the region. (See Final EIR Chapter 2.)
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b. The SCS will contribute to a reduction in per capita GHG emissions from passenger vehicles and
light trucks, helping the Monterey Bay region achieve the regional GHG reduction targets set by
the CARB. (See Impact GHG-3.)
c. The project will promote consistency between the California Transportation Plan 2050, the
2045 MTP/SCS, county-level regional transportation plan and other plans developed by
cities, counties, districts, Native American tribal governments and state and federal agencies
in responding to Statewide and interregional transportation issues and needs. (See Final EIR
Chapter 5.)
d. The construction of transportation projects will result in both short-term and long-term
economic benefits to the AMBAG region and its residents. Transportation projects will
indirectly provide for a number of jobs relating to construction and maintenance. The 2045
MTP/SCS program includes $13.5 billion of transportation investments in the region (see
2045 MTP/SCS Table 3-1) which will result in direct and indirect employment benefits.

2045 MTP/SCS – CEQA Findings of Fact, SOC and MMRP
27-168

97

Attachment 2 Exhibit A

XI.

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The AMBAG Board of Directors finds that a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)
for the 2045 MTP/SCS has been prepared for the project and has been adopted concurrently with
these Findings of Fact (Public Resources Code, Section 21081.6(a)(1)).
CEQA requires that an agency adopt an MMRP prior to approving a project that includes mitigation
measures. The MMRP for the project has been prepared in compliance with the requirements of
Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code and Sections 15091(d) and 15097 of the
CEQA Guidelines.
The purpose of the MMRP is to ensure the adopted mitigation measures adopted in the Findings of
Fact for 2045 MTP/SCS are implemented, in accordance with CEQA requirements. The Findings of
Fact adopt feasible mitigation measures to reduce the significant environmental impacts of the
2045 MTP/SCS. The mitigation measures adopted in the 2045 MTP/SCS EIR Findings are listed in
Section V of these Findings of Fact.
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2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/ Sustainable
Communities Strategy and Regional Transportation
Plans for Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz
Counties
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
SCH#2020010204
prepared by
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
24580 Silver Cloud Court
Monterey, California 93940
Contact: Heather Adamson, Director of Planning
prepared with the assistance of
Rincon Consultants, Inc.
2511 Garden Road, Suite C-250
Monterey, California 93940
June 2022
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2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/ Sustainable
Communities Strategy and Regional Transportation
Plans for Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz
Counties
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
SCH# 2020010204
prepared by
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that an agency adopt a Mitigation
Monitoring or Reporting Program (MMRP) prior to approving a project that includes
mitigation measures to reduce or avoid significant effects on the environment. This
document is the MMRP for the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) and Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for Monterey,
San Benito and Santa Cruz Counties. This MMRP has been prepared in compliance with the
requirements of CEQA, including Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code
and Sections 15091(d) and 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines.
This MMRP lists in tabular format the mitigation measures for each issue area identified in
the Final EIR for the 2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs (SCH #2020010204) and proposed for
adoption in the CEQA Findings of Fact. This MMRP is designed to ensure adopted mitigation
measures are implemented. This MMRP clarifies the process for the Association of
Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) and responsible agencies to ensure these
mitigation measures are implemented, and designates responsibility for implementing,
monitoring, and reporting mitigation.
AMBAG has lead agency status, and the Transportation Agency for Monterey County
(TAMC), Council of San Benito County Governments (SBtCOG), and Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) have responsible agency status; and
therefore, authority to enforce mitigation measures for projects for which they have
discretionary authority. However, AMBAG, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC do not have
authority to require recommended mitigation measures be implemented by other
implementing agencies (e.g., Caltrans, counties, cities, transit agencies, etc.) that will be
lead agencies for future transportation and land use development projects.
Implementing agencies or project sponsors considering approval of future projects under
the 2045 MTP/SCS and RTPs for Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz Counties would
utilize the EIR as a basis in determining mitigation measures for subsequent activities.
Implementing agencies or project sponsors may be one of the following agencies:







California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG)
Council of San Benito County Governments (SBtCOG)
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC)
Transportation Agency for Monterey County (TAMC)
Monterey County and its incorporated cities:
o Carmel-by-the-Sea
o Del Rey Oaks
o Gonzales
o Greenfield

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

27-176

1

Attachment 2 Exhibit B

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy





o King City
o Marina
o Monterey
o Pacific Grove
o Salinas
o Sand City
o Seaside
o Soledad
San Benito County and its incorporated cities:
o Hollister
o San Juan Bautista
Santa Cruz County and its incorporated cities:
o Capitola
o Santa Cruz
o Scotts Valley
o Watsonville

The Final EIR mitigation measures are programmatic first-tier mitigation that will be
implemented by AMBAG and the Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs), which
consists of SBtCOG, SCCRTC and TAMC. The MMRP for the Program EIR may be used as a
tool for incorporating mitigation measures into future second-tier projects, as provided for
in CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(3). As such, the mitigation measures can and should be
implemented by the above implementing and project sponsor agencies during future
project-specific design and second-tier environmental review. When the RTPAs are the
direct source of funding for transportation network improvement projects, RTPAs will
require as a grant condition the implementation of those 2045 MTP/SCS mitigation
measures that are applicable to, and feasible for, the project type being funded. The
implementing agency or project sponsor agency for each future project will be responsible
for assuring the project-specific mitigation measures it adopts are enforceable and will be
responsible for monitoring those mitigation measures.
AMBAG will designate a staff person to serve as Coordinator for overall implementation and
administration of the MMRP, and its application to future projects. The Coordinator will
prepare an annual progress report on mitigation measure implementation.
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Mitigation Measures

Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

Aesthetics/Visual Resources
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that would
degrade scenic vistas or scenic resources within a state scenic highway, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing
the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AES-1 (a) Discouragement of Architectural
Features that Block Scenic Views: Implementing
agencies shall, or can and should, design projects to
minimize contrasts in scale and massing between
the project and surrounding natural forms and
development. Setbacks and acoustical design of
adjacent structures shall be preferentially used as
mitigation for potential noise impacts arising from
increased traffic volumes associated with adjacent
land development. The use of sound walls, or any
other architectural features that could block views
from the scenic highways or other view corridors,
shall be discouraged to the extent possible. Where
use of sound walls is found to be necessary, walls
shall incorporate offsets, accents and landscaping
to prevent monotony. In addition, sound walls shall
be complementary in color and texture to
surrounding natural features.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review.

Confirm that
architectural plans
and building plans
satisfy the design
standards,
components and
materials listed in the
mitigation measure.
Confirm structures
and walls are
constructed
consistent with plans.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

AES-1(b) Tree Protection and Replacement. New
roadways and extensions and widenings of existing
roadways shall avoid the removal of existing mature
trees to the extent possible. The implementing
agency of a particular 2045 MTP/SCS project shall,
or can and should, replace any trees lost at a
minimum 2:1 basis and incorporate them into the

Grading and site plans
shall avoid the
removal of existing
mature trees to the
extent possible.
Place conditions of
approval on project to

During project permitting
and environmental review
for roadway extensions
and widening projects.

Monitor survivability
of replacement trees
periodically following
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Action Required

landscaping design for the roadway when feasible.
The implementing agency also shall ensure the
continued vitality of replaced trees through periodic
maintenance.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
construction where appropriate.

require tree
replacement at a
minimum 2:1 ratio.
Maintain replacement
trees to ensure their
success.

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measure developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that would
substantially degrade visual character, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the
AMBAG region can and should implement this measure, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AES-2 Design Measure for Visual Compatibility.
The implementing agency shall require measures
that minimize contrasts in scale and massing
between the project and surrounding natural forms
and developments. Strategies to achieve this
include:
 Siting or designing projects to minimize their
intrusion into important viewsheds;
 Avoiding large cuts and fills when the visual
environment (natural or urban) would be
substantially disrupted;
 Ensuring that re-contouring provides a smooth
and gradual transition between modified
landforms and existing grade;
 Developing transportation systems to be
compatible with the surrounding environments
(e.g., colors and materials of construction
material; scale of improvements);
 Protecting or replacing trees in the project area;
 Designing and installing landscaping to add
natural elements and visual interest to soften
hard edges, as well as to restore natural features
along corridors where possible after widening,

4

Ensure grading plans
and landscape plans
avoid large cut and
fills, provide recontouring, replace
trees and restore
vegetation cover.
Confirm that
architectural plans
and building plans
incorporate design
compatible with
surrounding existing
structures.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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Mitigation Measures

Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

interchange modifications, re-alignment, or
construction of ancillary facilities. The
implementing agency shall provide a
performance security equal to the value of the
landscaping/irrigation installation to ensure
compliance with landscaping plans; and
 Designing new structures to be compatible in
scale, mass, character and architecture with
existing structures.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures for transportation projects that would result in light and glare impacts, and where feasible and
necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where
relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as
necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AES-3(a) Roadway Lighting. Roadway lighting shall
be minimized to the extent possible, consistent
with safety and security objectives and shall not
exceed the minimum height requirements of the
local jurisdiction in which the project is proposed.
This may be accomplished through the use of
hoods, low intensity lighting and using as few lights
as necessary to achieve the goals of the project.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
construction, as applicable.

Confirm that site
plans satisfy the
lighting requirements
listed in the mitigation
measure.
Confirm lights are
installed as described
and shown on site
plans.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

AES-3(b) Lighting Design Measures. As part of
planning, design and engineering for projects,
implementing agencies shall ensure that projects
proposed near light-sensitive uses avoid substantial
spillover lighting. Potential design measures
include, but are not limited to, the following:
 Lighting shall consist of cutoff-type fixtures that
cast low-angle illumination to minimize incidental
spillover of light into adjacent properties and
undeveloped open space. Fixtures that project
light upward or horizontally shall not be used.
 Lighting shall be directed away from habitat and
open space areas adjacent to the project site.
 Light mountings shall be downcast and the height
of the poles minimized to reduce potential for
backscatter into the nighttime sky and incidental
spillover of light onto adjacent private properties
and undeveloped open space. Light poles will be
20 feet high or shorter. Luminary mountings shall
have non-glare finishes.
 Exterior lighting features shall be directed
downward and shielded in order to confine light
to the boundaries of the subject project. Where
more intense lighting is necessary for safety
purposes, the design shall include landscaping to
block light from sensitive land uses, such as
residences.

Confirm that
development and
building plans satisfy
the lighting
requirements listed in
the mitigation
measure.
Confirm lights are
installed as described
and shown on plans.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once during plan
review. Once at
completion of
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction, as applicable.
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

AES-3(c) Glare Reduction Measures. Implementing
agencies shall minimize and control glare from
transportation and infill development projects near
glare-sensitive uses through the adoption of project
design features such as:
 Planting trees along transportation corridors to
reduce glare from the sun;
 Creating tree wells in existing sidewalks;
 Adding trees in new curb extensions and traffic
circles;
 Adding trees to public parks and greenways;
 Landscaping off-street parking areas, loading
areas and service areas;
 Limiting the use of reflective materials, such as
metal;
 Using non-reflective material, such as paint,
vegetative screening, matte finish coatings and
masonry;
 Screening parking areas by using vegetation or
trees;
 Using low-reflective glass where feasible; and
 Complying with applicable general plan policies
or local controls related to glare
 Tree species planted to comply with this measure
shall provide substantial shade cover when
mature. Utilities shall be installed underground
along these routes wherever feasible to allow
trees to grow and provide shade without need
for severe pruning.

Confirm that
development and
building plans satisfy
the glare reduction
requirements listed in
the mitigation
measure.
Confirm measures are
installed as described
and shown on plans.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once during plan
review. Once at
completion of
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction, as applicable.
Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that would
result in impacts to Important Farmland, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the
AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AG-1 Impact Avoidance and Minimization.
Implementing agencies shall implement measures,
where feasible based on project-and site-specific
considerations, that include, but are not limited to
those identified below.
 Require project relocation or corridor
realignment, where feasible, to avoid Important
Farmland, agriculturally-zoned land and/or land
under Williamson Act contract;
 Manage project construction to minimize the
introduction of invasive species or weeds that
may affect agricultural production on agricultural
land adjacent to project sites. Managing project
construction may include washing construction
equipment before bringing equipment on-site,
using certified weed-free straw bales for
construction BMPs, and other similar measures;
 Provide buffers, berms, setbacks, fencing, or
other project design measures to protect
surrounding agriculture, and to reduce conflict
with farming that could result from
implementation of transportation improvements
and/or projected land use pattern included as a
part of the MTP/SCS;
 Maintain and expand agricultural land
protections such as urban growth boundaries;
 Achieve compensatory mitigation in advance of
impacts through purchase or creation of
mitigation credits or the implementation of
mitigation projects through Regional Advance
Mitigation Planning, as deemed appropriate by
permitting agencies;
 Require acquisition of conservation easements
on land in the same jurisdiction, if feasible, and at

8

Require project
relocation or corridor
realignment into
project-specific design
plans or
environmental review.
Require use of BMPs
to minimize invasive
species introduction
during construction.
Require the use of
design features to
protect surrounding
agriculture.
Require acquisition of
conservation
easements at a
minimum 1:1 ratio.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

least equal in quality and size to converted
Important Farmland, to offset the loss of
Important Farmland; and/or
 Institute new protection of farmland in the
project area or elsewhere through the use of
long-term restrictions on use, such as 20-year
Farmland Security Zone contracts (Government
Code Section 51296 et seq.) or 10-year
Williamson Act contracts (Government Code
Section 51200 et seq.).
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
Air Quality and Health Impacts/Risks
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in fugitive dust and ozone precursor emissions, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in
the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AQ-2(a) Application of MBARD Feasible Mitigation
Measures. For all projects, the implementing
agency shall incorporate the most recent MBARD
feasible mitigation measures and/or technologies
for reducing inhalable particles based on analysis of
individual sites and project circumstances. Current
MBARD feasible mitigation measures include the
following measures. Additional and/or modified
measures may be adopted by MBARD prior to
implementation of individual projects under the
2045 MTP/SCS. The most current list of feasible
mitigation measures at the time of project
implementation shall be used.

Construction plans
shall show MBARD’s
standard dust control
measures;
implementing agency
shall ensure
implementation.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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and environmental review.
Prior to issuance of
grading permits; during
construction
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

 Water all active construction areas at least twice
daily. Frequency should be based on the type of
operation, soil and wind exposure.
 Prohibit all grading activities during periods of
high wind (over 15 mph).
 Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive
construction areas (disturbed lands within
construction projects that are unused for at least
four consecutive days).
 Apply non-toxic binders (e.g., latex acrylic
copolymer) to exposed areas after cut and fill
operations and hydro seed area.
 Haul trucks shall maintain at least 2’0“of
freeboard.
 Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose
materials.
 Plant tree windbreaks on the windward
perimeter of construction projects if adjacent to
open land.
 Plant vegetative ground cover in disturbed areas
as soon as possible.
 Cover inactive storage piles.
 Install wheel washers at the entrance to
construction sites for all exiting trucks.
 Pave all roads on construction sites.
 Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried out
from the construction site.
 Limit the area under construction at any one
time.
 Post a publicly visible sign which specifies the
telephone number and person to contact
regarding dust complaints. This person shall
respond to complaints and take corrective action
within 48 hours. The phone number of the
Monterey Bay Air Resources District shall be
visible to ensure compliance with Rule 402
(Nuisance).
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for AMBAG transportation

10
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

AQ-2(b) Diesel Equipment Emissions Standards.
The implementing agency shall ensure, to the
maximum extent feasible, that diesel construction
equipment meeting CARB Tier 4 emission standards
for off-road heavy-duty diesel engines is used. If use
of Tier 4 equipment is not feasible, diesel
construction equipment meeting Tier 3 (or if
infeasible, Tier 2) emission standards shall be used,
and engines shall be retrofitted with CARB Level 3
Verified Diesel Emissions Control Strategy (VDECS) if
available for the equipment. These measures shall
be noted on all construction plans and the
implementing agency shall perform periodic site
inspections.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for AMBAG transportation
projects are RTPAs and transportation project
sponsor agencies. Implementing agencies for land
use projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
during construction where appropriate.

Construction plans
shall ensure that that
construction
equipment is subject
to the CARB
Regulation for In-use
Off-road Diesel
Vehicles and, if
feasible, construction
equipment meets Tier
4 standards or at least
Tier 2 standards with
retrofitted Level 3
VDECS, if available;
and perform periodic
site inspections.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
Prior to issuance of
grading permits; during
construction.

Once during project
plan review;
periodically during
construction

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

AQ-2(c) Electric Construction Equipment. The
implementing agency shall ensure that to the
extent possible, construction equipment utilizes
electricity from power poles rather than temporary
diesel power generators and/or gasoline power
generators.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for AMBAG transportation
projects are RTPAs and transportation project
sponsor agencies. Implementing agencies for land
use projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
during construction where appropriate.

Construction plans
shall ensure that
electricity from power
poles is used to the
extent possible.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
Prior to issuance of
grading permits; during
construction

Once during project
plan review;
periodically during
construction

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

projects are RTPAs and transportation project
sponsor agencies. Implementing agencies for land
use projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
during construction where appropriate.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

AMBAG, in partnership with MBARD and implementing agencies, shall implement Mitigation Measure AQ-3(a) to reduce PM10 emissions. For land use
projects under their jurisdiction, the cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement Mitigation Measure AQ-3(b) to reduce PM10
emissions, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation
measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
AQ-3(a) PM10 Emissions Reduction. To help reduce
regional PM10 emissions, AMBAG and the RTPAs, in
partnership with MBARD and implementing
agencies, shall:
 Support the use of existing air quality and
transportation funds and seek additional funds to
continue the implementation of the CARB Carl
Moyer Program, which is intended to retrofit and
replace trucks and locomotives to reduce
particulate matter.
 Incentivize the reduction of mobile PM emissions
from mobile exhaust and entrained PM sources
such as tire wear, brake wear, and roadway dust
through funding.
 Hold forums and workshops to encourage land
use projects to incorporate transportation
demand management (TDM) strategies as part of
the project design to reduce the number of
vehicular trips across the transportation network.
Potential strategies could include ridesharing,
carpooling, subsidized public transit, flexible
work hours, and parking management measures.

Evaluate PM10
emissions and ensure
reduction of
emissions below
MBARD standards by
reduction measures
listed in this
mitigation measure or
other measures of
equivalent
effectiveness.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
during operation.

Once during projectlevel environmental
review; periodically
during operation.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Require coatings
compliant with
MBARD Rule 426.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
Periodically during
operation.

Once during projectlevel environmental
review; periodically
during operation.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
AMBAG and the RTPAs in partnership with MBARD,
are responsible for implementing this measure. This
mitigation measure shall, or can and should, be
applied during permitting and environmental
review and implemented during operation where
appropriate.
AQ-3(b) Long term Regional Operational Emissions
Implementing agencies including transportation
project sponsors, counties, and cities shall, or can
and should, implement long-term operational
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Action Required

emissions reduction measures. Such reduction
measures include the following:

Require that all interior and exterior
architectural coatings for all developments
utilize coatings following MBARD Rule 426,
Architectural Coatings.

Increase building envelope energy efficiency
standards in excess of applicable building
standards and encourage new development to
achieve zero net energy use.

Install energy-efficient appliances, interior
lighting, and building mechanical systems.
Encourage installation of solar panels for new
residential and commercial development.

Locate sensitive receptors more than 500 feet
of a freeway, 500 feet of urban roads with
100,000 vehicles/day, or rural roads with
50,000 vehicles/day.

Locate sensitive receptors more than 1,000
feet of a major diesel rail service or railyards.
Where adequate buffer cannot be
implemented, implement the following:

Require energy
efficient project
design features.
Require location of
sensitive receptors,
and if applicable
implement listed
mitigation to reduce
pollution exposure.
Require project design
features that
encourage alternative
modes of
transportation and
ride sharing.

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

Install air filtration (as part of
mechanical ventilation systems or
stand-alone air cleaners) to reduce
indoor pollution exposure for
residents and other sensitive
populations in buildings that are close
to
transportation
network
improvement projects.

Use air filtration devices rated MERV13 or higher.
Plant trees and/or vegetation suited to trapping
roadway air pollution and/or sound walls
between sensitive receptors and the pollution
source. The vegetation buffer should be thick,
with full coverage from the ground to the top of
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

the canopy. Install higher efficacy public street
and exterior lighting
Use daylight as an integral part of lighting
systems in buildings.
Use passive solar designs to take advantage of
solar heating and natural cooling.
Install light colored “cool” roofs, cool
pavements.
Install solar and tankless hot water heaters.
Exclude wood-burning fireplaces and stoves.
Incorporate design measures and infrastructure
that promotes safe and efficient use of
alternative modes of transportation (e.g.,
neighborhood electric vehicles, bicycles)
pedestrian access, and public transportation
use. Such measures may include incorporation
of electric vehicle charging stations, bike lanes,
bicycle-friendly intersections, and bicycle
parking and storage facilities.
Incorporate design measures that promote
ride sharing programs (e.g., by designating a
certain percentage of parking spaces for ride
sharing vehicles, designating adequate
passenger loading and unloading and waiting
areas for ride sharing vehicles, and providing a
web site or message board for coordinating
rides).

Implementing Agencies
AMBAG and the RTPAs in partnership with MBARD,
are responsible for implementing this measure. This
mitigation measure shall, or can and should, be
applied during permitting and environmental
review and implemented during operation where
appropriate.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects. Cities and
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Projectspecific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site-specific conditions.
AQ-5 Health Risk Reduction Measures
Transportation implementing agencies shall, or can
and should, implement the following measures:
 Retain a qualified air quality consultant to
prepare a health risk assessment (HRA) in
accordance with CARB and OEHHA requirements
to determine the exposure of nearby sensitive
receptors to TAC concentrations.
 If impacts result in increased risks to sensitive
receptors above the MBARD significance
thresholds, then design features or control
measures must be included that will reduce the
health risks at the location of the off-site
sensitive receptors to a level below the MBARD
significance threshold. For example, plant trees
and/or vegetation suited to trapping TACs and/or
sound walls between sensitive receptors and the
pollution source would be recommended. This
measure would trap TACs emitted from pollution
sources such as highways, reducing the amount
of TACs to which residents and other sensitive
populations would be exposed.
 AMBAG will partner with MBARD and other
implementing agencies to develop a program to
retrofit existing residential buildings and other
sensitive land uses (as defined by CARB) near
freeways or roadways where health risk impacts
exceed MBARD significance thresholds with air
filtration devices rated minimum efficiency
report value (MERV) 13.
 Implement air pollution reduction strategies as
described in Table 1 from the CARB Strategies to
Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume
Roadways technical advisory (2017) when
reasonable and feasible for transportation
system projects associated with the 2045
MTP/SCS.

Retain air quality
consultant to conduct
project-level hot spot
analysis.
Ensure a project-level
HRA is prepared by a
qualified air quality
consultant.
Ensure project-level
environmental review
and site plans
incorporate the
measures to reduce
particulate impacts, as
listed in this
mitigation measure.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

During project permitting
and environmental review;
during construction as
applicable; during
operation.
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Once during projectlevel environmental
review; periodically
during construction;
following
construction, during
operation.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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In addition, consistent with the general guidance
contained in CARB’s Air Quality and Land Use
Handbook (April 2005) and Technical Advisory on
Strategies to Reduce Air pollution Exposure Near
High-Volume Roadways (April 2017), appropriate
measures shall include one or more of the following
methods, as determined by a qualified professional,
as applicable. The implementing agency shall
incorporate health risk reduction measures based
on analysis of individual land use sites and project
circumstances. These measures may include:
 Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 500
feet of a freeway or railway.
 Require development projects for new sensitive
land uses to be designed to minimize exposure to
roadway-related pollutants to the maximum
extent feasible through inclusion of design
components including air filtration and physical
barriers.
 Do not locate sensitive receptors near the entry
and exit points of a distribution center.
 Locate structures and outdoor living areas for
sensitive uses as far as possible from the source
of emissions. As feasible, locate doors, outdoor
living areas and air intake vents primarily on the
side of the building away from the freeway or
other pollution source. As feasible, incorporate
dense, tiered vegetation that regains foliage
year-round and has a long-life span between the
pollution source and the project.
 Maintain a 50-foot buffer from a typical gas
dispensing facility (under 3.6 million gallons of
gas per year).
 Install, operate, and maintain in good working
order a central heating and ventilation (HV)
system or other air take system in the building, or
in each individual residential unit, that meets or
exceeds the efficiency standard of the MERV 13.
The HV system should include the following
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features: Installation of a high efficiency filter
and/or carbon filter-to-filter particulates and
other chemical matter from entering the
building. Either HEPA filters or ASHRAE 85
percent supply filters should be used. Ongoing
maintenance should occur.
Retain a qualified HV consultant or Home Energy
Rating Systems (HERS) rater during the design
phase of the project to locate the HV system
based on exposure modeling from the mobile
and/or stationary pollutant sources.
Maintain positive pressure within the building.
Achieve a performance standard of at least one
air exchange per hour of fresh outside filtered air.
Achieve a performance standard of at least four
air exchanges per hour of recirculation. Achieve a
performance standard of 0.25 air exchanges per
hour of in unfiltered infiltration if the building is
not positively pressurized.
Require project owners to provide a disclosure
statement to occupants and buyers summarizing
technical studies that reflect health concerns
about exposure to highway exhaust emissions.
Implement feasible attenuation measures
needed to reduce potential air quality impacts to
sensitive receptors such as air filtration systems.

Implementing Agencies
AMBAG and the RTPAs in partnership with MBARD,
are responsible for implementing this measure. This
mitigation measure shall, or can and should, be
applied during permitting and environmental
review and implemented during operation where
appropriate.
Biological Resources
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should,
implement the following mitigation measures for applicable transportation projects identified in Appendix B, and where feasible and necessary based on
project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

27-192

17

Attachment 2 Exhibit B

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments
2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
Mitigation Measures

Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to
site specific conditions.
BIO-1(a) Biological Resources Screening and
Assessment. On a project by project basis, a
preliminary biological resource screening shall, or
can and should, be performed as part of the
environmental review process to determine
whether the project has any potential to impact
biological resources. If it is determined that the
project has no potential to impact biological
resources, no further action is required. If the
project would have the potential to impact
biological resources, prior to construction, the
implementing agency shall retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a biological resources
assessment (BRA) to document the existing
biological resources and to determine the potential
impacts to those resources. Depending on the
results of the BRA, design alterations, further
technical studies (i.e., protocol surveys) and/or
consultations with the USFWS, CDFW and/or other
local, state, and federal agencies may be required.
The following mitigation measures [BIO-1(b)
through BIO-1(j)] shall be incorporated only as
applicable into the BRA for projects where specific
resources are present or may be present and
impacted by the project.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
construction where appropriate.

Ensure preliminary
biological resource
screening to
determine whether
the project has any
potential to impact
biological resources
and incorporate
measures listed in this
mitigation measure if
impacts are found.
Retain a qualified
biologist to conduct a
biological resources
assessment (BRA) if
the project would
have potential to
impact biological
resources.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

BIO-1(b) Special Status Plant Species Surveys. If
completion of the project specific BRA determines
that special-status plant species have potential to
occur on-site, the implementing agency shall
require surveys for special-status plants to be

If there is a potential
for special-status plant
species to occur on
site, surveys for special

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction but no
earlier than one year

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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completed prior to any vegetation removal,
grubbing, or other construction activity of each
project (including staging and mobilization). The
surveys shall be floristic in nature and shall be
seasonally timed to coincide with the target
species. Surveys shall be conducted in accordance
with the most current protocols established by the
CDFW, USFWS, and the local jurisdictions if said
protocols exist. A report of the survey results shall
be submitted to the implementing agency for
review. If special-status plant species are identified,
mitigation measure BIO-1(c) shall apply.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review, prior to
project construction but no earlier than one year
before construction commences.

status plants shall be
completed.
Ensure a report of the
survey is provided to
the implementing
agency for review.

before construction
commences.

BIO-1(c) Special Status Plant Species Avoidance,
Minimization and Mitigation. If state- or federally
listed and/or CRPR 1 and 2 species are found during
special-status plant surveys [pursuant to mitigation
measure BIO-1(b)], then the project shall be redesigned to avoid impacting these plant species to
the maximum extent feasible. If CRPR 3 and 4
species are found, the biologist shall evaluate to
determine if they meet criteria to be considered
special-status, and if so, the same process as
identified for CRPR 1 and 2 species shall apply.
If special-status plants species cannot be avoided
and would be impacted by a project implemented
under the 2045 MTP/SCS, all impacts shall be
mitigated at an appropriate ratio to fully offset
project impacts, as determined by a qualified
biologist for each species as a component of habitat
restoration. A restoration plan shall be prepared

Ensure redesign of the
project to avoid
impacting rare plant
species if state or
federally listed and/or
CRPR 1 and 2 species
are found.
Ensure biologist
evaluates CRPR 3 and
4 species to determine
whether specialstatus.
If avoidance is not
possible, mitigation to
fully offset project
impacts shall be
required pursuant to a
qualified biologist.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to issuance of project
construction permits and
approvals.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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and submitted to implementing agency overseeing
the project for approval.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
prior to issuance of project construction permits
and approvals.

Ensure a restoration
plan be developed for
the project.

BIO-1(d) Endangered/ Threatened Animal Species
Habitat Assessment and Protocol Surveys. If the
BRA determines that suitable habitat may be
present for federally and/or state endangered or
threatened animal species, the implementing
agency shall require protocol habitat
assessments/surveys to be completed in
accordance with CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS
protocols prior to issuance of any construction
permits/project approvals.
Alternatively, in lieu of conducting protocol surveys,
the implementing agency may choose to assume
presence within the project footprint and proceed
with development of appropriate avoidance
measures, consultation and permitting, as
applicable.
If the target species is detected during protocol
surveys, or protocol surveys are not conducted and
presence assumed based on suitable habitat,
mitigation measure BIO-1(e) shall apply.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
prior to issuance of project construction permits
and approvals.

If suitable habitat for
federally and/or state
endangered or
threatened animal
species exists, protocol
habitat assessments/
surveys shall be
completed in
accordance with CDFW
and/or USFWS/MNFS
protocols.
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During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to commencement of
project construction.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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BIO-1 (e) Endangered/ Threatened Animal
Avoidance and Compensatory Mitigation. If habitat
is occupied or presumed occupied by federal and/or
state listed species and would be impacted by the
project, the implementing agency shall require redesign of the project in coordination with a
qualified biologist to avoid impacting
occupied/presumed occupied habitat to the extent
feasible. If occupied or presumed occupied habitat
cannot be avoided, the implementing agency shall
provide the total acreages for habitat that would be
impacted prior to the issuance of construction
permits/approvals. The implementing agency shall
purchase credits at a USFWS, NMFS and/or CDFW
approved conservation bank if available for the
affected species and/or provide compensatory
mitigation to offset impacts to federal and/or state
listed species habitat.
Compensatory mitigation shall be provided at an
appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as
determined by a qualified biologist for permanent
impacts. Compensatory mitigation may be
combined/nested with special status plant species
and sensitive community restoration where
applicable. Temporary impact areas shall be
restored to pre-project conditions.
If on and/or off site mitigation sites are identified
the implementing agency shall retain a qualified
biologist to prepare a Habitat Mitigation and
Monitoring Plan (HMMP) to ensure the success of
compensatory mitigation sites that are to be
conserved for compensation of permanent impacts
to federal and/or state listed species. The HMMP
shall identify long term site management needs,
routine monitoring techniques, techniques and
success criteria, and shall determine if the
conservation site has restoration needs to function
as a suitable mitigation site. The HMMP shall be

If habitat is occupied
by federal and/or state
listed species,
implementing agency
shall require project
plans include projectspecific mitigation
measures to avoid and
minimize impacts to
habitat for endangered
or threatened species.
If avoidance is not
possible, credits shall
be purchased
according to the
mitigation measure,
and a qualified
biologist must provide
a HMMP.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to issuance of
construction permits and
approvals.

In accordance with
project HMMP, as
applicable.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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If applicable, project
plans shall include
project-specific
mitigation measures to
avoid and minimize
impacts to endangered
or threatened species.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to and ongoing
throughout project
construction.

Periodically through
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

submitted to the agency overseeing the project for
approval.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be implemented prior to issuance of project
construction permits and approvals.
BIO-1(f) Endangered/Threatened Species
Avoidance and Compensatory Mitigation. The
following measures shall be applied to aquatic and
terrestrial species, where appropriate.
Implementing agencies shall select from these
measures as appropriate depending on site
conditions, the species with potential for
occurrence, and the results of the biological
resources screening and assessment (measure B1[a]).
 Pre-construction surveys for federal and/or state
listed species with potential to occur shall be
conducted where suitable habitat is present by a
qualified biologist not more than 48 hours prior
to the start of construction activities. The survey
area shall include the proposed disturbance area
and all proposed ingress/egress routes, plus a
100-foot buffer. If any life stage of federal and/or
state listed species is found within the survey
area, the qualified biologist shall recommend an
appropriate course of action, which may include
consultation with USFWS, NMFS and/or CDFW.
The results of the pre-construction surveys shall
be submitted to the implementing agency for
review and approval prior to start of
construction.
 Ground disturbance shall be limited to the
minimum necessary to complete the project. The
project limits of disturbance shall be flagged.
Areas of special biological concern shall have
highly visible orange construction fencing.
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 All projects occurring within/adjacent to aquatic
habitats (including riparian habitats and
wetlands) shall be completed between April 1
and October 31, to avoid impacts to sensitive
aquatic species.
 All projects occurring within or adjacent to
sensitive habitats that may support federally
and/or state endangered/threatened species
shall have a qualified biologist present during all
initial ground disturbing/vegetation clearing
activities. Once initial ground
disturbing/vegetation clearing activities have
been completed, said biologist shall conduct daily
pre-activity clearance surveys for
endangered/threatened species. Alternatively,
and upon approval of the CDFW and/or
USFWS/NMFS or as outlined in project permits,
said biologist may conduct site inspections at a
minimum of once per week to ensure all
prescribed avoidance and minimization measures
are begin fully implemented.
 No endangered/threatened species shall be
captured and relocated without authorization
from the CDFW and/or USFWS/NMFS.
 If pumps are used for dewatering activities, all
intakes shall be completely screened with wire
mesh not larger than five millimeters to prevent
animals from entering the pump system.
 If at any time during construction of the project
an endangered/threatened species enters the
construction site or otherwise may be impacted
by the project, all project activities shall cease. At
that point, a qualified biologist shall recommend
an appropriate course of action, which may
include consultation with USFWS, NMFS and/or
CDFW.
 All vehicle maintenance/fueling/staging shall
occur not less than 100 feet from any riparian
habitat or water body. Suitable containment

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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If applicable, project
plans shall include
project-specific
mitigation measures to
reduce impacts to nonlisted special status
species.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to, during and after
project construction.

During all initial
ground disturbance,
as applicable.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

procedures shall be implemented to prevent
spills.
 No equipment shall be permitted to enter
wetted portions of any affected drainage
channel.
 All equipment operating within streambeds
(restricted to conditions in which water is not
present) shall be in good conditions and free of
leaks. Spill containment shall be installed under
all equipment staged within stream areas and
extra spill containment and clean up materials
shall be located in close proximity for easy
access.
 At the end of each work day, excavations shall
be secured with cover or a ramp shall be
provided to prevent wildlife entrapment.
 All trenches, pipes, culverts or similar structures
shall be inspected for animals prior to burying,
capping, moving, or filling.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
prior to and ongoing through project construction.
BIO-1(g) Non-Listed Special Status Animal Species
Avoidance and Minimization. Depending on the
species identified in the BRA, the following
measures shall be selected from among the
following to reduce the potential for impacts to
non-listed special status animal species:
 Pre-construction clearance surveys shall be
conducted within 14 days prior to the start of
construction (including staging and mobilization)
to identify all special-status animal species that
may occur on-site. All non-listed special-status
species shall be relocated from the site. A report
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of the pre-construction survey shall be submitted
to the implementing agency for their review and
approval prior to the start of construction.
 A qualified biologist shall be present during all
initial ground disturbing activities, including
vegetation removal, to recover special status
animal species unearthed by construction
activities.
 Upon completion of the project, a qualified
biologist shall prepare a final compliance report
documenting all compliance activities
implemented for the project, including the preconstruction survey results.
 If special status bat species may be present and
impacted by the project, within 30 days of the
start of construction a qualified biologist shall
conduct presence/absence surveys for special
status bats, in consultation with the CDFW,
where suitable roosting habitat is present. If
active bat roosts or colonies are present, the
biologist shall evaluate the type of roost to
determine the next step.
o If a maternity colony is present, all
construction activities shall be postponed
within a 250-foot buffer around the
maternity colony until it is determined by a
qualified biologist that the young have
dispersed or as recommended by CDFW
through consultation. Once it has been
determined that the roost is clear of bats,
the roost shall be removed immediately.
o If a roost is determined by a qualified
biologist to be used by a large number of
bats (large hibernaculum), alternative
roosts, such as bat boxes if appropriate for
the species, shall be designed and installed
near the project site. The number and size of
alternative roosts installed will depend on
the size of the hibernaculum and shall be

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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If applicable, a survey
for nesting birds shall
be completed; if
necessary, a buffer
shall be created.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction
activities; during
construction activities if
required.

Once prior to
construction; as
needed during
construction
activities.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

determined through consultations with the
CDFW.
o If other active roosts are located, exclusion
devices such as valves, sheeting or flap-style
one-way devices that allow bats to exit but
not re-enter roosts discourage bats from
occupying the site.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
prior to, during, and after project construction.
BIO-1(h) Preconstruction Surveys for Nesting Birds
For construction activities occurring during the
nesting season (generally February 1 to September
15), surveys for nesting birds covered by the CFGC,
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden
Eagle Protection Act shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist retained by the implementing
agency no more than 10 days prior to vegetation
removal activities
A qualified biologist shall conduct preconstruction
surveys for raptors. The survey for the presence of
bald and golden eagles shall cover all areas within
of the disturbance footprint plus a one-mile buffer
where access can be secured. The survey area for
all other nesting bird and raptor species shall
include the disturbance footprint plus a 300-foot
and 500-foot buffer, respectively.
If active nests (nests with eggs or chicks) are
located, the qualified biologist shall establish an
appropriate avoidance buffer ranging from 250 to
500 feet based on the species biology and the
current and anticipated disturbance levels occurring
in vicinity of the nest.
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Construction
personnel shall attend
WEAP training prior to
construction.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once prior to
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

For bald or golden eagle nests identified during the
preconstruction surveys, an avoidance buffer of up
to one mile shall be established on a case-by-case
basis in consultation with the USFWS and CDFW.
The size of the buffer may be influenced by the
existing conditions and disturbance regime,
relevant landscape characteristics, and the nature,
timing and duration of the expected disturbance.
The buffer shall be established between February 1
and August 31; however, buffers may be relaxed
earlier than August 31 if a qualified ornithologist
determines that a given nest has failed or that all
surviving chicks have fledged and the nest is no
longer in use.
A report of these preconstruction nesting bird
surveys and nest monitoring (if applicable) shall be
submitted to the implementing agency for review
and approval prior to the start of construction.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
once prior to commencement of project construct
and then during construction activities if needed.
BIO-1(i) Worker Environmental Awareness
Program. Prior to initiation of construction
activities, all personnel associated with project
construction shall attend WEAP training, conducted
by a qualified biologist retained by the
implementing agency, to aid workers in recognizing
special-status resources and review of the limits of
construction and mitigation measures required. A
fact sheet conveying this information shall also be
prepared for distribution to all contractors, their
employers and other personnel involved with
construction of the project.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented prior to construction.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should,
implement the following mitigation measures for applicable transportation projects identified in Appendix B, where feasible and necessary based on
project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use
projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to
site specific conditions.
BIO-2(a) Aquatic Resources Delineation and
Impact Avoidance. If the results of measure BIO1(a) indicates projects implemented under the 2045
MTP/SCS occur within or adjacent to wetland,
drainages, riparian habitats, or other areas that may
fall under the jurisdiction of the CDFW, USACE,
RWQCB and/or CCC, a qualified biologist shall
complete an aquatic resources delineation in
accordance with the requirement set forth by each
agency. The result shall be submitted to the
implementing agency, USACE, RWQCB, CDFW
and/or CCC, as appropriate, for review and
approval, and the project shall be designed to
minimize impacts to jurisdictional areas to the
extent feasible. The delineation shall serve as the
basis to identify potentially jurisdictional areas to
be protected during construction, through
implementation of the avoidance and minimization
identified in measure B-2(f).
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be implemented
during permitting and environmental review.

28

If applicable, a
jurisdictional
delineation shall be
completed and
submitted to the
applicable agencies
listed in this mitigation
measure.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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BIO-2(b) Wetlands, Drainages and Riparian Habitat
Restoration. Impacts to jurisdictional wetlands,
drainages, and riparian habitat shall be mitigated at
an appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts,
as determined by a qualified biologist, and shall
occur on-site or as close to the impacted habitat as
possible. A mitigation and monitoring plan shall be
developed by a qualified biologist and submittal to
the agency overseeing the project for approval.
Alternatively, mitigation shall be accomplished
through purchase of credits from an approved
wetlands mitigation bank.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.

Ensure, if applicable,
project plans mitigate
impacts to
jurisdictional wetlands
and riparian habitats
at a ratio to fully offset
project impacts, as
determined by a
qualified biologist.
Ensure a mitigation
and monitoring plan is
developed be
developed by a
qualified biologist.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

BIO-2(c) Landscaping Plan. If landscaping is
proposed for a specific project, a qualified
biologist/landscape architect retained by the
implementing agency shall prepare a landscape
plan. Drought tolerant, locally native plant species
shall be used. Noxious, invasive and/or non-native
plant species that are recognized on the Federal
Noxious Weed List, California Noxious Weeds List
and/or California Invasive Plant Council Inventory
shall not be permitted. Species selected for planting
shall be regionally appropriate native species that
are known to occur in the adjacent native habitat
types.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation

Retain a qualified
biologist/landscape
architect, if applicable,
to prepare a
landscaping plan that
includes all
requirements in this
mitigation measure;
species shall be
regionally appropriate
native species found in
adjacent native
habitats.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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BIO-2(d) Sensitive Vegetation Community
Avoidance and Mitigation. If the results of measure
BIO-1(a) indicates projects implemented under the
2045 MTP/SCS would impact sensitive natural
communities in addition to riparian habitat which is
addressed by Measure BIO-2(b), the implementing
agency shall avoid impacts to sensitive natural
communities through final project design
modifications if feasible.
If the implementing agency determines that
sensitive natural communities cannot be avoided,
impacts shall be mitigated on-site or offsite at an
appropriate ratio to fully offset project impacts, as
determined by a qualified biologist based on any
applicable resource agency guidelines. Temporarily
impacted areas shall be restored to pre-project
conditions. A Restoration Plan shall be developed
by a qualified biologist and submitted to the
implementing agency.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.

If applicable, project
plans shall include final
project design
modifications shall be
developed to avoid
impacts to sensitive
vegetation
communities. If
avoidance is not
possible, impacts shall
be mitigated at a ratio
to fully offset project
impacts, as
determined by a
qualified biologist.
Ensure temporarily
impacted areas are
restored to pre-project
conditions.
Ensure a qualified
biologist develops a
Restoration Plan.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once following
construction and
then, when
applicable, in
accordance with the
Restoration Plan.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

BIO-2(e) Invasive Weed Prevention and
Management Program. Prior to start of
construction for each project that occurs within or
adjacent to native habitats, an Invasive Weed
Prevention and Management Program shall be
developed by a qualified biologist retained by the
implementing agency to prevent invasion of native
habitat by non-native plant species. The plan shall
be submitted to the implementing agency for

Retain a qualified
biologist to develop an
Invasive Weed
Prevention and
Management Program
if project is in or next
to native habitats.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction
activities; during
construction activities.

Once prior to
construction; ongoing
during construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review.
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review and approval. A list of target species shall be
included, along with measures for early detection
and eradication.
The plan, which shall be implemented by the
implementing agency, shall also include, but not be
limited to, the following measures to prevent the
introduction of invasive weed species:
 During construction, limit the use of imported
soils for fill. If the use of imported fill material is
necessary, the imported material must be
obtained from a source that is known to be free
of invasive plant species.
 To minimize colonization of disturbed areas and
the spread of invasive species, the contractor
shall stockpile topsoil and redeposit the
stockpiled soil after construction or transport the
topsoil to a permitted landfill for disposal.
 The erosion control/ restoration plans for the
project must emphasize the use of sensitive
species that are expected to occur in the area
and that are considered suitable for use at the
project site.
 All erosion control materials, including straw
bales, straw wattles, or mulch used on-site must
be free of invasive species seed.
 Exotic and invasive plant species shall be
excluded from any erosion control seed mixes
and/or landscaping plant palettes associated with
the proposed project.
 All disturbed areas shall be hydroseeded with a
mix of locally native species upon completion of
work in those areas.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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If applicable, ensure
project plans
incorporate the best
management practices
listed in this mitigation
measure.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction
activities; during
construction activities.

Once prior to
construction; ongoing
during construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

implemented prior to project construction and
during construction activities.
BIO-2(f) Wetlands, Drainages and Riparian Habitat
Best Management Practices During Construction.
The following best management practices shall be
required for development within or adjacent to
wetlands, drainages, or riparian habitat:
 Access routes, staging and construction areas
shall be limited to the minimum area necessary
to achieve the project goal and minimize impacts
to other waters including locating access routes
and ancillary construction areas outside of
jurisdictional areas.
 To control sedimentation during and after project
implementation, appropriate erosion control
materials shall be deployed to minimize adverse
effects on jurisdictional areas in the vicinity of the
project.
 Project activities within the jurisdictional areas
should occur during the dry season (typically
between June 1 and November 1) in any given
year, or as otherwise directed by the regulatory
agencies.
 During construction, no litter or construction
debris shall be placed within jurisdictional areas.
All such debris and waste shall be picked up daily
and properly disposed of at an appropriate site.
 Raw cement, concrete or washings thereof,
asphalt, paint or other coating material, oil or
other petroleum products, or any other
substances which could be hazardous to aquatic
species resulting from project related activities,
shall be prevented from contaminating the soil
and/or entering wetlands, drainages or riparian
habitat.
 All refueling, maintenance and staging of
equipment and vehicles shall occur at least 100
feet from bodies of water and in a location where
a potential spill would not drain directly toward
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aquatic habitat (e.g., on a slope that drains away
from the water source). Prior to the onset of
work activities, a plan must be in place for
prompt and effective response to any accidental
spills.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented prior to project construction and
during construction activities.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should,
implement the following mitigation measures for applicable transportation projects identified in Appendix B, where feasible and necessary based on
project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use
projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to
site specific conditions.
BIO-3(a) Project Design for Wildlife Connectivity.
The implementing agency shall implement the
following measures. All projects including long
segments of fencing and lighting shall be designed
to minimize impacts to wildlife. Where fencing or
other project components is required for public
safety concerns, these project components shall be
designed to permit wildlife movement by
incorporating design features such as:
 A minimum 16 inches between the ground and
the bottom of the fence to provide clearance for
small animals;
 A minimum 12 inches between the top two
wires, or top the fence with a wooden rail, mesh,
or chain link instead of wire to prevent animals
from becoming entangled;
 If privacy fencing is required near open space
areas, openings at the bottom of the fence
measure at least 16 inches in diameter shall be

Project plans for
projects with fencing
and lighting shall be
designed to minimize
impacts to wildlife.
Project plans shall
incorporate wildlife
crossing structures,
when a crossing is
applicable.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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Ensure construction
plans and building
plans avoid placement
of permanent
structures in
drainages or rivers
such that wildlife
movement would be
impeded.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
Ensure temporary impacts
to stream channels are
restored after construction
is completed.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

installed at reasonable intervals to allow wildlife
movement, or the fence may be installed with
the bottom at least 16 inches above the ground
level;
 If fencing or other project components must be
designed in such a manner that wildlife passage
would not be permitted, wildlife crossing
structures such as overpasses, underpasses,
culverts, etc., shall be incorporated into the
project design as appropriate.
 Lighting installed as part of any project shall be
designed to be minimally disruptive to wildlife
(see mitigation measure AES-3(a) Roadway
Lighting for lighting requirements).
 Vegetative buffers, consisting of California-native
plant and tree species, shall be installed where
feasible to provide a natural noise barrier
between roadway projects and sensitive wildlife
habitat, including movement corridors. The
buffer shall be maintained in perpetuity to
ensure noise levels from the roadway are
minimized within adjacent sensitive habitat.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review.
BIO-3(b) Maintain Connectivity in Drainages. The
implementing agency shall implement the following
measures. Permanent structures shall be avoided to
the extent feasible within any drainage or river that
serves as a wildlife migration corridor that would
impede wildlife movement.
In addition, upon completion of construction within
any drainage, areas of stream channel and banks
that are temporarily impacted shall be returned to
pre-construction contours and in a condition that
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allows for unimpeded passage through the area
once the work has been complete.
If water is to be diverted around work sites, a
diversion plan shall be submitted to the
implementing agency for review and approval prior
to issuance of project construction
permits/approvals. The diversion shall be designed
in a way as to not impede movement while the
diversion is in place.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.

Ensure temporary
impacts to stream
channels are restored.
If applicable, ensure a
diversion plan is
provided for the
project.

BIO-3(c) Construction Best Management Practices
to Minimize Disruption to Wildlife. The following
construction best management practices shall be
incorporated into all grading and construction plans
to minimize temporary disruption of wildlife, which
could hinder wildlife movement:
 Designation of a 20 mile per hour speed limit in
all construction areas.
 Daily construction work schedules shall be
limited to daylight hours only.
 Mufflers shall be used on all construction
equipment and vehicles shall be in good
operating condition.
 All trash shall be placed in sealed containers and
shall be removed from the project site a
minimum of once per week.
 No pets are permitted on project site during
construction.

Ensure construction
plans incorporate best
management
practices to minimize
disruption to wildlife.

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to issuance of
grading and construction
permits.

Periodically during
construction

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor, and
onsite
construction
manager.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
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are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction.
Cultural and Historic Resources
To minimize impacts to historical resources for transportation projects under AMBAG jurisdiction, working with TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall, and
transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement the following mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable
for transportation projects that result in impacts to historic resources, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG planning region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects
implementing under the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site
specific conditions.
CR-1 Historical Resources Impact Minimization.
Prior to individual project permit issuance, the
implementing agency of a 2045 MTP/SCS project
involving earth disturbance or construction of
permanent above ground structures or roadways
shall prepare a map defining the Area of Potential
Effects (APE). This map shall indicate the areas of
primary and secondary disturbance associated with
construction and operation of the facility and will
help in determining whether known historical
resources are located within the impact zone. If a
structure greater than 45 years in age is within the
identified APE, a survey and evaluation of the
structure(s) to determine their eligibility for
recognition under State, federal, or local historic
preservation criteria shall be conducted. The
evaluation shall be prepared by an architectural
historian, or historical architect meeting the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines
for Archeology and Historic Preservation,
Professional Qualification Standards. The evaluation
shall comply with State CEQA Guidelines section
15064.5(b). Study recommendations shall be
implemented, which may include, but would not be
limited to, the following:
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Prepare a map
defining the Area of
Potential Effects.
Retain an
architectural
historian, or historical
architect, to
determine eligibility
of structure for
recognition under
state, federal, or local
historic preservation
criteria, if applicable.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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 Realign or redesign projects to avoid impacts on
known historic resources where possible.
 If avoidance of a significant architectural/built
environment resource is not feasible, additional
mitigation options include, but are not limited to,
specific design plans for historic districts, or plans
for alteration or adaptive re-use of a historical
resource that follows the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties with Guidelines for Preserving,
Rehabilitation, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings.
 Comply with existing local regulations and
policies that exceed or reasonably replace any of
the above measures that protect historic
resources.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review.
To minimize impacts to cultural resources for transportation projects under AMBAG jurisdiction, working with TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall, and
transportation project sponsor agencies can and should, implement the following mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable
for transportation projects that result in impacts to archaeological resources, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific
considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG planning region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site
specific conditions.
CR-2(a) Archeological Resources Impact
Minimization. Before construction activities,
implementing agencies shall, or can and should,
retain a qualified archaeologist to conduct a record
search at the Northwest Information Center to
determine whether the project area has been
previously surveyed and whether resources were
identified. When recommended by the Information
Center, implementing agencies shall, or can and

Retain a qualified
archaeologist to
conduct a record
search to determine
whether the project
area has been
previously surveyed
and whether

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction
activities; during
construction activities.

27-212

Ongoing throughout
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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should, retain a qualified archaeologist to conduct
archaeological surveys before construction
activities. Implementing agencies shall, or can and
should, follow recommendations identified in the
survey, which may include, but would not be
limited to: subsurface testing, designing and
implementing a Worker Environmental Awareness
Program (WEAP), construction monitoring by a
qualified archaeologist, or avoidance of sites and
preservation in place. Recommended mitigation
measures will be consistent with State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3) recommendations
and may include but not be limited to preservation
in place and/or data recovery. All cultural resources
work shall follow accepted professional standards in
recording any find including submittal of standard
DPR Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523) and
location information to the appropriate California
Historical Resources Information System office for
the project area.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.

resources were
identified.
Implement
recommendations
identified in the
survey.
Project construction
plans shall include
required components
to stop work if
archaeological
resources are
uncovered.

CR-2(b) Unanticipated Discoveries During
Construction. If evidence of any prehistoric or
historic-era subsurface archaeological features or
deposits are discovered during construction-related
earthmoving activities (e.g., ceramic shard, trash
scatters, lithic scatters), implementing agencies
shall, or can and should, halt all ground-disturbing
activity proximate to the discovery until a qualified
archaeologist (36 CFR Section 61) can assess the
significance of the find. If the find is a prehistoric

Place conditions of
approval on project to
ensure that if
archaeological
resources are
uncovered work is
halted until the
procedures described
in this mitigation
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During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction
activities; during
construction activities.

Ongoing throughout
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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archaeological site, the culturally affiliated
California Native American Tribe shall be notified. If
the archaeologist determines that the find does not
meet the CRHR standards of significance for cultural
resources, construction may proceed. If the
archaeologist determines that further information
is needed to evaluate significance, a testing plan
shall be prepared and implemented. If the find is
determined to be significant by the qualified
archaeologist (i.e., because the find is determined
to constitute either an historical resource or a
unique archaeological resource), the archaeologist
shall work with the implementing agency to avoid
disturbance to the resources, and if complete
avoidance is not feasible in light of project design,
economics, logistics and other factors, shall
recommend additional measures such as the
preparation and implementation of a data recovery
plan. Recommended mitigation measures will be
consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.4(b)(3) recommendations and may include
but not be limited to preservation in place and/or
data recovery. All cultural resources work shall
follow accepted professional standards in recording
any find including submittal of standard DPR
Primary Record forms (Form DPR 523) and location
information to the appropriate California Historical
Resources Information System office for the project
area. If the find is a prehistoric archaeological site,
the culturally affiliated California Native American
tribe shall be notified and afforded the opportunity
to monitor mitigative treatment. During evaluation
or mitigative treatment, ground disturbance and
construction work may continue in other parts of
the project area that are distant enough from the
find not to impact it, as determined by the qualified
archaeologist.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects

measure have been
completed.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Agency or Party
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are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
Geology and Soils
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should,
implement the following mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result in impacts to
paleontological resources, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region
can and should implement this mitigation measure where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
GEO-5 Paleontological and Geologic Resources
Impact Minimization. The implementing agency of
a 2045 MTP/SCS project involving ground disturbing
activities (including grading, trenching, foundation
work and other excavations) shall, or can and
should, retain a qualified paleontologist, defined as
a paleontologist who meets the Society of
Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) standards for
Qualified Professional Paleontologist (SVP 2010), to
conduct a Paleontological Resources Assessment
(PRA). The PRA shall determine the age and
paleontological sensitivity of geologic formations
underlying the proposed disturbance area,
consistent with SVP Standard Procedures for the
Assessment and Mitigation of Adverse Impacts to
Paleontological Resources (SVP 2010) guidelines for
categorizing paleontological sensitivity of geologic
units within a project area. If underlying formations
are found to have a high potential (sensitivity) for
paleontological resources and/or could be
considered a unique geologic feature, the following
measures shall apply:
 Avoidance. Avoid routes and project designs that
would permanently alter unique paleontological
and geological features. If avoidance practices
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Retain a qualified
paleontologist to
conduct a PRA.
Place conditions of
approval on project to
ensure , procedures
described in this
mitigation measure
are completed before
and throughout
construction, if the
project area is
underlying high
sensitivity or unique
geologic features.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction
activities; during
construction activities.
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Ongoing throughout
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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cannot be implemented, the following measures
shall apply.
Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring
Program. A qualified paleontologist shall prepare
a Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring
Program to be implemented during ground
disturbance activity. This program shall outline
the procedures for construction staff training,
paleontological monitoring extent and duration
(i.e., in what locations and at what depths
paleontological monitoring shall be required),
salvage and preparation of fossils, the final
mitigation and monitoring report and
paleontological staff qualifications.
Paleontological Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP). Prior to the start of
ground disturbance activity, construction
personnel shall be informed on the appearance
of fossils and the procedures for notifying
paleontological staff should fossils be discovered
by construction staff.
Paleontological Monitoring. Ground disturbing
activity with the potential to disturbed geologic
units with high paleontological sensitivity shall be
monitored on a full-time basis by a qualified
paleontological monitor. Should no fossils be
observed during the first 50 percent of such
excavations, paleontological monitoring could be
reduced to weekly spot-checking under the
discretion of the qualified paleontologist.
Monitoring shall be conducted by a qualified
paleontological monitor, who is defined as an
individual who has experience with collection and
salvage of paleontological resources.
Salvage of Fossils. If fossils are discovered, the
implementing agency shall be notified
immediately, and the qualified paleontologist (or
paleontological monitor) shall recover them.
Typically, fossils can be safely salvaged quickly by
a single paleontologist and not disrupt

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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construction activity. In some cases, larger fossils
(such as complete skeletons or large mammal
fossils) require more extensive excavation and
longer salvage periods. In this case, the
paleontologist should have the authority to
temporarily direct, divert or halt construction
activity to ensure that the fossil(s) can be
removed in a safe and timely manner.
 Preparation and Curation of Recovered Fossils.
Once salvaged, fossils shall be identified to the
lowest possible taxonomic level, prepared to a
curation-ready condition, and curated in a
scientific institution with a permanent
paleontological collection, along with all
pertinent field notes, photos, data and maps.
 Final Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring
Report. Upon completion of ground disturbing
activity (and curation of fossils if necessary) the
qualified paleontologist shall prepare a final
mitigation and monitoring report outlining the
results of the mitigation and monitoring program.
The report shall include discussion of the
location, duration and methods of the
monitoring, stratigraphic sections, any recovered
fossils, and the scientific significance of those
fossils, and where fossils were curated.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change
For all transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can
and should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects
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generating construction GHG emissions, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the
AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Implementation of
Mitigation Measures AQ-2(b) and AQ-2(c) in Section 4.3, Air Quality, would also reduce GHG emissions from the 2045 MTP/SCS.
GHG-1 Construction GHG Reduction Measures. The
project sponsor shall incorporate the most recent
GHG reduction measures and/or technologies for
reducing GHG emissions measures for off-road
construction vehicles during construction. The
measures shall be noted on all construction plans
and the project sponsor shall perform periodic site
inspections. Current GHG-reducing measures
include the following:
 Use of on-road heavy-duty trucks that meet the
CARB’s 2007 or cleaner certification standard for
on-road heavy-duty diesel engines, and comply
with the State On-Road Regulation;
 All on and off-road diesel equipment shall not
idle for more than 5 minutes. Signs shall be
posted in the designated queuing areas and or
job sites to remind drivers and operators of the
five-minute idling limit;
 Substitute gasoline-powered in place of dieselpowered equipment, where feasible;
 Use of alternatively fueled construction
equipment, such as compressed natural gas
(CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), propane or
biodiesel, in place of diesel-powered equipment
for 15 percent of the fleet, to the extent electric
powered equipment is not feasible;
 Use of materials sourced from local suppliers;
 Recycling of at least 75 percent of construction
waste materials; and
 Project proponents shall incentivize that
construction workers carpool, and/or use electric
vehicles to commute to and from the project site.

Ensure construction
plans specify
construction
equipment is subject
to the CARB
Regulation for In-use
Off-road Diesel
Vehicles and, if
feasible, construction
equipment meets Tier
4 standards; or at
least Tier 2 standards;
and perform periodic
site inspections.
Ensure periodic site
inspections are
conducted.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once during project
plan review;
periodically during
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
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projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
For all transportation projects under their jurisdiction, SBtCOG, SCCRTC, and TAMC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can
and should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects
generating construction GHG emissions, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the
AMBAG region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions. Implementation of Mitigation
Measures T-2(a) and T-2(b) in Section 4.15, Transportation, would also reduce GHG emissions from the 2045 MTP/SCS.
GHG-4(a) Transportation-Related GHG Reduction
Measures. The implementing agency shall
incorporate the most recent GHG reduction
measures and/or technologies for reducing VMT
and associated transportation related GHG
emissions. GHG-reducing mitigation measures
include the following:
 Installation of electric vehicle charging stations
beyond those required by State and local codes
 Utilization of electric vehicles and/or
alternatively-fueled vehicles in company fleet
 Provision of dedicated parking for carpools,
vanpool, and clean air vehicles
 Provision of new or improved transit amenities
(e.g., covered turnouts, bicycle racks, covered
benches, signage, lighting, sidewalk connectivity,
and accessible crosswalks) if project site is
located along an existing transit route
 Expansion of existing transit routes
 Provision of employee lockers and showers
 Provision of on-site services that reduce the need
for off-site travel (e.g., childcare facilities,
automatic teller machines, postal machines, food
services)
 Provision of alternative work schedule options,
such as telework or reduced schedule (e.g., 9/80
or 10/40 schedules), for employees
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requirement of
implementation of
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mitigation.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Attachment 2 Exhibit B

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Mitigation Measures

Action Required

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

Use project-level
analysis of energy
consumption, solid
waste generation, and
water use and
incorporate mitigation
measures as needed
to specifications
described in measure.
Place conditions of
approval on the
project requiring
energy- and watersaving measures.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once during projectlevel environmental
review and
discretionary
approval decisions
for land use projects.
Once prior to
issuance of an
occupancy permit.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

 Implementation of transportation demand
management programs to educate and
incentivize residents and/or employees to use
transit, smart commute, and alternative
transportation options
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
operation where appropriate.
GHG-4(b) Land Use Project Energy Consumption
and Water Use Reduction Measures. For land use
projects under their jurisdiction, the cities and
counties in the AMBAG region can and should
implement measures to reduce energy
consumption, water use, solid waste generation,
and VMT, all of which contribute to GHG emissions.
Project specific environmental documents may
adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to
respond to site specific conditions.
 Require new commercial construction to install
solar energy systems or be solar-ready
 Require new residential and commercial
development to install low flow water fixtures
 Require new residential and commercial
development to install water-efficient droughttolerant landscaping, including the use of
compost and mulch
 Require new development to exceed the
applicable Title 24 energy-efficiency
requirements
 Require new development to be fully electric
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for land use projects are
cities and counties. This mitigation measure shall,
or can and should, be applied during permitting and

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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environmental review and implemented during
operation where appropriate.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in hazardous materials impacts, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
HAZ-3 Site Remediation. If an individual project
included in the 2045 MTP/SCS is located on or near
a hazardous materials and/or waste site pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5, the
implementing agency shall prepare a Phase I ESA in
accordance with the American Society for Testing
and Materials’ E-1527-05 standard. For work
requiring any demolition or renovation, the Phase I
ESA shall make recommendations for any
hazardous building materials survey work that shall
be done. All recommendations included in a Phase I
ESA prepared for a site shall be implemented. If a
Phase I ESA indicates the presence or likely
presence of contamination, the implementing
agency shall require a Phase II ESA, and
recommendations of the Phase II ESA shall be fully
implemented. Examples of typical
recommendations provided in Phase I/II ESAs
include removal of contaminated soil in accordance
with a soil management plan approved by the local
environmental health department; covering
stockpiles of contaminated soil to prevent fugitive
dust emissions; capturing groundwater
encountered during construction in a holding tank
for additional testing and characterization and
disposal based on its characterization; and
development of a health and safety plan for
construction workers.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
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Where applicable,
prepare a Phase I ESA
meeting the
specifications of this
mitigation measure.
Place conditions of
approval on project
requiring
incorporation of
recommendations of
the Phase I ESA, and if
applicable, Phase II
ESA.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
Noise
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in construction noise impacts, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site-specific conditions.
 N-1 Construction Noise Reduction. To reduce
During project permitting
Ongoing throughout
Implementing
Ensure consistency
construction noise levels to achieve applicable
and environmental review;
construction.
agencies/project
with local noise
standards, implementing agencies for
sponsor.
prior to construction;
ordinance
transportation and land use projects shall
during construction
requirements relating
implement the measures identified below where
activities.
to construction for
feasible and necessary.
sensitive uses.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS
Place conditions of
projects shall ensure that, where residences or
approval on project to
other noise sensitive uses are located within 750
require construction
feet of construction sites, appropriate measures
noise reduction
shall be implemented to ensure compliance with
measures detailed in
local ordinance requirements relating to
this mitigation.
construction noise. Specific techniques may
include, but are not limited to: restrictions on
construction timing, use of sound blankets on
construction equipment, and the use of
temporary walls and noise barriers to block and
deflect noise.
 Designate an on-site construction complaint and
enforcement manager for projects within 750
feet of sensitive receivers.
 Implementing agencies of the 2045 MTP/SCS
shall post phone numbers for the on-site
enforcement manager at construction sites along
with complaint procedures and who to notify in
the event of a problem.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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 For any project within 6,000 feet of sensitive
receptors that requires pilings, the implementing
agencies shall require caisson drilling or sonic pile
driving as opposed to impact pile driving, where
feasible. This shall be accomplished through the
placement of conditions on the project during its
individual environmental review.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects
shall ensure that equipment and trucks used for
project construction utilize the best available
noise and vibration control techniques, including
mufflers, intake silencers, ducts, engine
enclosures and acoustically attenuating shields or
shrouds.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects
shall ensure that impact equipment (e.g., jack
hammers, pavement breakers and rock drills)
used for project construction be hydraulically or
electrically powered wherever feasible to avoid
noise associated with compressed air exhaust
from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of
pneumatically powered tools is unavoidable, use
of an exhaust muffler on the compressed air
exhaust can lower noise levels from the exhaust
by up to about 10 dBA. When feasible, external
jackets on the impact equipment can achieve a
reduction of 5 dBA. Whenever feasible, use
quieter procedures, such as drilling rather than
impact equipment operation.
 The following timing restrictions shall apply to
MTP/SCS project construction activities located
within 2,500 feet of a dwelling unit, except where
timing restrictions are already established in local
codes or policies.
 Construction activities shall be limited to:
o Monday through Friday: 7 a.m.
to 6 p.m.
o Saturday: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.
 Implementing agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects
shall locate stationary noise and vibration
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sources as far from sensitive receptors as
feasible. Stationary noise sources that must be
located near existing receptors will be adequately
muffled.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in construction noise impacts, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement Mitigation Measure N-1, listed under Impact N-1, and Mitigation Measure N-2, where relevant to land use projects
implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site
specific conditions.
N-2 Physical Impacts Due to Vibration. If
construction equipment would generate vibration
levels exceeding acceptable levels as established by
Caltrans (65 VdB to 80 VdB depending on frequency
of the event and 0.1 to 0.6 PPV in/sec depending on
building type), implementing agencies of the 2045
MTP/SCS shall, or can and should, complete the
following tasks:
 Prior to construction, survey the project site for
vulnerable buildings, and complete geotechnical
testing (preconstruction assessment of the
existing subsurface conditions and structural
integrity), for any older or historic buildings
within 50 feet of pile driving. The testing shall be
completed by a qualified geotechnical engineer
and qualified historic preservation professional
and/or structural engineer.
 Prepare and submit a report to the lead agency
that contains the results of the geological testing.

If applicable, place
conditions of approval
on project to require
construction noise
reduction measures
detailed in this
mitigation.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

During project permitting
and environmental review;
prior to construction;
during construction
activities.
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Ongoing throughout
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.
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If recommended by the preconstruction report
implementing agencies shall require ground
vibration monitoring of nearby historic
structures. Methods and technologies shall be
based on the specific conditions at the
construction site. The preconstruction
assessment shall include a monitoring program to
detect ground settlement or lateral movement of
structures in the vicinity of pile-driving activities
and identify corrective measures to be taken
should monitored vibration levels indicate the
potential for building damage. In the event of
unacceptable ground movement with the
potential to cause structural damage, all impact
work shall cease, and corrective measures shall
be implemented to minimize the risk to the
subject, or adjacent, historic structure.
 To minimize disturbance withing 550 feet of piledriving activities, implement “quiet” pile-driving
technology, such as predrilling of piles and the
use of more than one pile driver to shorten the
duration of pile driving), where feasible, in
consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions as defined as part
of the geotechnical testing, if testing was
feasible.
 Use cushion blocks to dampen noise from pile
driving.
 Phase operations of construction equipment to
avoid simultaneous vibration sources
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
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For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measure developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in significant mobile source noise levels, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. The measure below does
not apply to land use projects. Project specific environmental documents may adjust this mitigation measure as necessary to respond to site specific
conditions.
N-3 Noise Assessment and Control for Mobile and
Point Sources. Sponsor agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS
transportation projects shall complete detailed
noise assessments using applicable guidelines (e.g.,
FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
for rail and bus projects and the Caltrans Traffic
Noise Analysis Protocol) for roadway projects that
may impact noise sensitive receivers. The
implementing agency shall ensure that a noise
survey is conducted that, at minimum:
 Determines existing and projected noise levels
 Determines the amount of attenuation needed to
reduce potential noise impacts to applicable
State and local standards
 Identifies potential alternate alignments that
allow greater distance from, or greater buffering
of, noise-sensitive areas
 If warranted, recommends methods for
mitigating noise impacts, including:
 Appropriate setbacks
 Sound attenuating building design, including
retrofit of existing structures with sound
attenuating building materials
 Use of sound barriers (earthen berms, sound
walls, or some combination of the two)

Prior to issuance of
grading or building
permits, ensure noise
assessments have
been completed.
Place conditions of
approval to require
implementation of
recommendations in
project-specific noise
assessments.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Where new or expanded roadways, rail, or transit
projects are found to expose receivers to noise
exceeding normally acceptable levels, the
implementing agency shall implement techniques
as recommended in the project specific noise
assessment. The preferred methods for mitigating
noise impacts will be the use of appropriate
setbacks (design adjustments) and sound
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attenuating building design, including retrofit of
existing structures with sound attenuating building
materials where feasible. In instances where use of
these techniques is not feasible, the use of sound
barriers (earthen berms, sound walls, or some
combination of the two) shall be considered. Long
expanses of walls or fences shall be interrupted
with offsets and provided with accents to prevent
monotony. Landscape pockets and pedestrian
access through walls should be provided. Whenever
possible, a combination of elements shall be used,
including solid fences, walls, and landscaped berms.
Other techniques such as rubberized asphalt or
“quiet pavement” can be used where feasible to
reduce road noise for new roadway segments or
modifications requiring repaving. The effectiveness
of noise reduction measures shall be monitored by
taking noise measurements and installing adaptive
mitigation measures to achieve applicable
standards.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
construction and operation, as applicable.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and should implement the following measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045
MTP/SCS, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. The mitigation measure outlined below does not apply to
transportation projects. Project specific environmental documents may adjust this mitigation measure as necessary to respond to site specific
conditions.
N-4 Noise Mitigation for Land Uses. If a 2045
MTP/SCS land use project is located in an area with
exterior ambient noise levels above local noise
standards, the implementing agency can and should
ensure that a noise study is conducted to determine
the existing exterior noise levels in the vicinity of
the project. If the project would be impacted by
ambient noise levels, feasible attenuation measures
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If applicable, ensure a
noise study is
conducted. If the
project would be
impacted, place
conditions of approval
on implementation of
noise reduction

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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shall be used to reduce operational noise to meet
acceptable standards. In addition, noise insulation
techniques shall be utilized to reduce indoor noise
levels to thresholds set inapplicable State and/or
local standards. Such measures may include, but
are not limited to: dual-paned windows, solid core
exterior doors with perimeter weather stripping, air
conditioning system so that windows and doors
may remain closed, and situating exterior doors
away from roads. The noise study and
determination of appropriate mitigation measures
shall be completed during the project’s individual
environmental review.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for land use projects are
cities and counties. This mitigation measure shall,
or can and should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
construction and operation, as applicable.

measures detailed in
this mitigation.

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that could
generate excessive vibration impacts, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. These measures can and
should also be implemented for future infill projects near transit pursuant to the 2045 MTP/SCS that would result in vibration impacts. Project specific
environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site-specific conditions.
N-5 Vibration Mitigation for Transportation
Projects. Where local vibration and groundborne
noise standards do not apply, implementing
agencies of 2045 MTP/SCS projects shall comply
with guidance provided by the FTA in the most
recent version of the Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment to assess impacts to buildings
and sensitive receptors and reduce vibration and
groundborne noise. FTA recommended thresholds
shall be used except in areas where local standards
for groundborne noise and vibration have been
established. Methods that would be considered to
reduce vibration and groundborne noise impacts
include, but are not limited to:
 Rail Traffic

Comply with all
applicable local
and/or FTA vibration
and groundborne
noise standards.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Maximizing the distance between tracks and
sensitive uses
 Conducting rail grinding on a regular basis to
keep tracks smooth
 Conducting wheel truing to re-contour
wheels to provide a smooth-running surface
and removing wheel flats
 Providing special track support systems such
as floating slabs, resiliently supported ties,
high-resilience fasteners and ballast mats;
 Implementing operational changes such as
limiting train speed and reducing nighttime
operations.
 Bus and Truck Traffic
 Constructing of noise barriers
 Use noise reducing tires and wheel
construction on bus wheels
 Use vehicle skirts (i.e. a partial enclosure
around each wheel with absorptive
treatment) on freight vehicle wheels
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction and operation, as
applicable.


These measures can and should also be implemented for future land use development projects near existing public or public use airports. Project
specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site-specific conditions.
N-6 Noise Mitigation Near Airports. Local lead
agencies for all new development proposed to be
located within an existing airport influence zone, as
defined by the locally adopted airport land use
compatibility plan or local general plan, or within
two miles of a private use airport, shall require a
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site-specific noise
compatibility study.
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adherence to
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site specific noise compatibility study. The study
shall consider and evaluate existing aircraft noise,
based on specific aircraft activity data for the
airport in question, and shall include
recommendations for site design and building
construction. Such measures may include, but are
not limited to: dual-paned windows, solid core
exterior doors with perimeter weather stripping, air
conditioning system so that windows and doors
may remain closed, and situating exterior doors
away from roads, such as dual paned windows. The
noise study and determination of appropriate
mitigation measures shall be completed during the
project’s individual environmental review.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for land use projects are
cities and counties. This mitigation measure shall,
or can and should, be applied during permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
construction and operation, as applicable.

recommendations to
site design and
building construction,
as recommended in
the study.

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

Public Services, Recreation, and Utilities
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region, as well as other public service providers, can and should implement this measure, where relevant to land use
projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to
site specific conditions.
PSU-1 Increased Public Service Demand. During the
CEQA review process for individual facilities, the
implementing agency with responsibility for
construction of new public service facilities or the
expansion of existing facilities, including those of
fire and police services, parks, and other public
facilities, can and should apply necessary mitigation
measures to avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the
construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such
construction or expansion should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions
required to be followed by those directly involved

Require mitigation to
avoid or reduce
significant
environmental
impacts related to
project-specific
construction and
expansion of public
service facilities.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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in the construction or expansion activities. Such
conditions should include those necessary to avoid
or reduce significant impacts associated with air
quality, noise, transportation, biological resources,
cultural resources, greenhouse gas emissions,
hydrology and water quality, and others that apply
to specific construction or expansion of new public
or expanded public service facilities.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies are cities, counties, and/or
implementing agencies for land use projects, and
other public service providers. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
project permitting and environmental review.
Cities and counties in the AMBAG region, and recreation agencies, can and should implement the following measures, where relevant to land use
projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to
site specific conditions.
PSU-3 Impact Reduction from New Recreational
Facilities. During project specific design and CEQA
review, the cities and counties in the AMBAG
region, and other agencies with responsibility for
the construction of new or expanded recreation
facilities, can and should apply necessary mitigation
measures to avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the
construction of such facilities. The environmental
impacts associated with such construction should
be avoided or reduced through the imposition of
conditions required to be followed by those directly
involved in the construction or expansion activities.
Such conditions should include those necessary to
avoid or reduce significant impacts associated with
air quality, noise, transportation, biological
resources, cultural resources, greenhouse gas
emissions, hydrology and water quality, and others
that apply to specific construction of new or
expanded recreation facilities, including
recreational trails.
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Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects,
including recreation trails, are cities, counties, and
recreation agencies. This mitigation measure shall,
or can and should, be applied during project
permitting and environmental review.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that
require new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, and where
feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region, and other utility providers, can and
should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may
adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-4(a) Water and Wastewater Treatment
Facilities. During the CEQA review process for
individual facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC
shall implement, and transportation project
sponsor agencies, and cities and counties in the
AMBAG region and other utility providers with
responsibility for the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment and collection facilities or
the expansion of existing facilities can and should
apply necessary mitigation measures to reduce
significant environmental impacts associated with
the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such
construction or expansion should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions
required to be followed by those directly involved
in the construction or expansion activities. Such
conditions should include those necessary to avoid
or reduce impacts associated with air quality, noise,
traffic, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water
quality and others that apply to specific
construction or expansion of water or wastewater
treatment and collection facilities projects.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor

Require mitigation to
avoid or reduce
significant
environmental
impacts related to
project-specific
construction and
expansion of
wastewater treatment
and collection
facilities.
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Require mitigation to
avoid or reduce
significant
environmental
impacts related to
project-specific
construction and
expansion of
stormwater facilities.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

agencies. Implementing agencies are cities,
counties, and utility agencies for land use projects.
This mitigation measure shall, or can and should, be
applied during project permitting and
environmental review.
PSU-4(b) Stormwater Facilities. During the CEQA
review process for individual facilities, TAMC,
SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and
transportation project sponsor agencies, and cities
and counties in the AMBAG region and special
districts with responsibility for the construction of
new stormwater drainage facilities or the expansion
of existing facilities to adequately meet projected
capacity needs can and should apply necessary
mitigation measures to avoid or reduce significant
environmental impacts associated with the
construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such
construction or expansion should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions
required to be followed by those directly involved
in the construction or expansion activities. Such
conditions should include those necessary to avoid
or reduce impacts associated with air quality, noise,
traffic, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water
quality, and others that apply to specific
construction or expansion of storm water drainage
facilities projects.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies are cities,
counties, and utility agencies for land use projects.
This mitigation measure shall, or can and should, be
applied during project permitting and
environmental review.
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PSU-4(c) Stormwater Control Methods. During the
CEQA review process for individual facilities, TAMC,
SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and
transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following measures where
feasible:
 For transportation projects, incorporate
stormwater control, retention, and infiltration
features, such as detention basins, bioswales,
vegetated median strips, and permeable paving,
early into the design process to ensure such
features are analyzed during environmental
review. Implement mitigation measures
identified for such features on a project specific
basis, where feasible and necessary based on
project and site specific considerations.

Require incorporation
of stormwater
controls detailed in
this measure for the
construction and
expansion of
individual facilities.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Require mitigation to
avoid or reduce
significant
environmental
impacts related to
project-specific
construction and
expansion of electric
power, natural gas, or
telecommunications
facilities.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. This mitigation measure shall, or can and
should, be applied during project permitting and
environmental review.
PSU-4(d) Electric Power, Natural Gas, or
Telecommunications Facilities. During the CEQA
review process, cities, counties, and AMBAG region
energy and telecommunications providers and
regulatory agencies with responsibility for the
construction or approval of new electric power,
natural gas, or telecommunications facilities or the
expansion of existing facilities to adequately meet
projected capacity needs can and should apply
necessary mitigation measures to avoid or reduce
significant environmental impacts associated with
the construction or expansion of such facilities. The
environmental impacts associated with such
construction or expansion should be avoided or
reduced through the imposition of conditions
required to be followed by those directly involved

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

in the construction or expansion activities. Such
conditions should include those necessary to avoid
or reduce impacts associated with air quality, noise,
traffic, biological resources, cultural resources,
greenhouse gas emissions, hydrology and water
quality, and others that apply to specific
construction or expansion of natural gas and
electric facilities projects.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies are cities, counties, and
utility agencies for land use projects. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
project permitting and environmental review.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in impacts related to solid waste, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-5 Solid Waste Generation and Disposal.
During the CEQA review process for individual
facilities, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall
implement, and transportation project sponsor
agencies, and cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement, the following
measures where feasible:
 Provide an easily accessible area that is
dedicated to the collection and storage of nonhazardous recycling materials.
 Maintain or reuse existing building structures
and materials during building renovations and
redevelopment.
 Use salvaged, refurbished, or reused materials to
help divert such items from landfills.
 Divert construction waste from landfills, where
feasible, through means such as:
 Submitting and implementing a construction
waste management plan that identifies
materials to be diverted from disposal;
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Place conditions of
approval of individual
projects on the
implementation of
mitigation detailed in
this measure.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
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Establishing diversion targets, possibly with
different targets for different types and
scales of development;
 Helping project sponsors and implementing
agencies share information on available
materials with one another, to aid in the
transfer and use of salvaged materials
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies are cities,
counties, and utility agencies for land use projects.
This mitigation measure shall, or can and should, be
applied during project permitting and
environmental review.



For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that have
water supply impacts, where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region can and
should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental documents may
adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
PSU-7(a) General Conservation Measures. Agencies
implementing land use and transportation projects
that could increase water demand shall, or can and
should, coordinate with relevant water services to
ensure demand can be accommodated and identify
a water consumption budget. Any existing water
conservation measures that reduce demand for
potable water, such as reducing water use for
landscape irrigation for transportation projects or
use of water-conserving fixtures in envisioned land
use projects, should be employed. Reclaimed water
should be used when possible.

Coordinate with water
services to ensure
demand can be
accommodated,
identify a water
consumption budget,
and implement the
use of water
conservation
measures identified in
this mitigation.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies are cities and counties for
land use projects. This mitigation measure shall, or
can and should, be applied during project
permitting and environmental review.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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PSU-7(b) Construction Dust Suppression Water
Supply. Implementing agencies shall, or can and
should, ensure that for all 2045 MTP/SCS projects,
where feasible, reclaimed and/or desalinated water
is used for dust suppression during construction
activities. This measure shall, or can and should, be
noted on construction plans and shall be spot
checked by the implementing agency.

Place conditions of
approval of individual
projects on the
implementation of
mitigation detailed in
this measure.

During project permitting
and environmental review;
during construction.

Ongoing throughout
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

If applicable, place
conditions of approval
on the inclusion of
landscaping features
described in this
mitigation.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

If applicable, place
conditions of approval
on utilization of

During project permitting
and environmental review;
during construction.

Ongoing throughout
construction.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation and land
use projects are RTPAs, transportation project
sponsor agencies, and Metropolitan Planning
Organizations. This mitigation measure shall, or can
and should, be applied during project permitting
and environmental review.
PSU-7(c) Landscape Watering. In jurisdictions that
do not already have an applicable local regulatory
program related to landscape watering,
implementing agencies shall, or can and should,
design 2045 MTP/SCS projects that would include
landscaping shall be designed with drought tolerant
plants and drip irrigation. When feasible, native
plant species shall be used. In addition, landscaping
associated with proposed improvements shall be
maintained using reclaimed and/or desalinated
water when feasible.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
project permitting and environmental review.
PSU-7(d) Porous Pavement and Bioswale
Installation. In jurisdictions that do not already
have an appropriate local regulatory program
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Action Required

related to porous pavement, implementing
agencies for a 2045 MTP/SCS project that involves
streetscaping, parking, transit and/or land use
improvements shall, or can and should, ensure that
porous pavement materials are utilized, where
feasible, to allow for groundwater percolation.
Additionally, if a project would substantially
increase impervious surfaces the sponsor shall
ensure that bioswales are installed, where feasible,
to facilitate groundwater recharge using
stormwater runoff from the project site while
improving water quality if not already required by
the appropriate jurisdiction’s local regulatory
programs.

porous pavement
and/or bioswales.
Construction plans
shall show use of these
materials.

Implementation Timing

Monitoring Frequency

Responsible
Agency or Party

Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
project permitting and environmental review.
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that would
increase the capacity of a roadway, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. For land use projects under their
jurisdiction, the cities and counties in the AMBAG region shall implement the following mitigation measure. Project specific environmental documents
may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
T-2(a) Land Use Project VMT Analysis and
Reduction. Regionally, implementing agencies shall
require implementation of VMT reduction
strategies through transportation demand
management (TDM) programs, impact fee
programs, mitigation banks or exchange programs,
in-lieu fee programs, and other land use project
conditions that reduce VMT. Programs shall be
designed to reduce VMT from existing land uses,
where feasible, and from new discretionary
residential or employment land use projects. The
design of programs shall focus on VMT reduction

Require the inclusion
VMT reduction
strategies included in
this mitigation
measure at a program
and project-level.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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and environmental review.
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Implementation Timing

strategies that increase travel choices and improve
the comfort and convenience of sharing rides in
private vehicles, using public transit, biking, or
walking.
At a project level, implementing agencies shall
evaluate VMT as part of project specific CEQA
review and discretionary approval decisions for land
use projects. Where project level significant impacts
are identified, implementing agencies shall identify
and implement measures that reduce VMT.
Examples include but are not limited to:
 Provide car-sharing, vanpool, bike sharing, and
ride-sharing programs
 Implement or provide access to commute
reduction programs
 Encourage telecommute programs
 Incorporate affordable housing into the project
 Increase density, infill, and transit oriented
development
 Increase mixed uses within the project area
 Incorporate improved pedestrian connections
within the project/neighborhood
 Incentivize development in low VMT
communities
 Incentivize housing near commercial and offices
 Increase access to goods and services, such as
groceries, schools, and daycare
 Orient the project toward transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities
 Implement complete streets
 Provide traffic calming
 Provide bicycle parking
 Reduce parking requirements
 Separate out parking costs
 Provide parking cash-out programs
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for land use projects are
cities and counties. Mitigation shall, or can and
should, be applied during project permitting and
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Evaluate the potential
for projects to
increase VMT. Where
project-level
significant impacts are
identified, develop
and implement
mitigation measures
to reduce VMT.

During project permitting
and environmental review.

Once.

Implementing
agencies/project
sponsor.

environmental review and implemented during
project operation, as applicable.
T-2(b) Transportation Project VMT Analysis and
Reduction . Transportation project sponsor
agencies shall evaluate transportation projects that
involve increasing roadway capacity for their
potential to increase VMT. Where project level
increases are found to be potentially significant,
implementing agencies shall, or can and should,
identify and implement measures that reduce VMT.
Examples of measures that reduce the VMT
associated with increases in roadway capacity
include, but are not limited to:
 Tolling new lanes to encourage carpools and fund
transit improvements
 Converting existing general purpose lanes to high
occupancy vehicle lanes
 VMT banks
 Implementing or funding offsite travel demand
management
 Providing a bus rapid transit system
 Implement bus on shoulder operations during
peak congestion periods
 Improving pedestrian or bicycle networks, or
transit service
 Providing transit passes
 Incorporating neighborhood electric vehicle
network
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Mitigation shall, or can and should, be
applied during project permitting and
environmental review and implemented during
project operation, as applicable.
Tribal Cultural Resources
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG, and SCCRTC shall, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and should,
implement the following mitigation developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result in impacts to

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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tribal cultural resources, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG region
can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
TCR-1 Tribal Cultural Resources Impact
Minimization. Implementing agencies shall, or can
and should, comply with AB 52, which may require
formal tribal consultation. If the implementing
agency determines that a project may cause a
substantial adverse change to a tribal cultural
resource, they shall, or can and should, implement
mitigation measures identified in the consultation
process required under PRC Section 21080.3.2, or
shall, or can and should, implement the following
measures where feasible to avoid or minimize the
project specific significant adverse impacts:
 Avoidance and preservation of the resources in
place, including, but not limited to planning and
construction to avoid the resources and protect
the cultural and natural context, or planning
greenspace, parks, or other open space, to
incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.
 Treating the resource with culturally appropriate
dignity considering the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including, but not
limited to, the following:

Ensure compliance
with AB 52; and when
applicable, implement
measures identified in
this mitigation
measure.

During project permitting
and environmental review.
Additional measures listed
should be implemented
prior to and during
construction.

Protecting the cultural character and
integrity of the resource
 Protecting the traditional use of the resource
 Protecting the confidentiality of the resource
 Permanent conservation easements or other
interests in real property, with culturally
appropriate management criteria for the
purposes of preserving or utilizing the
resources or places
 Native American monitoring by the appropriate
tribe for all projects in areas identified as
sensitive for potential tribal cultural resources
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and/or in the vicinity (within 100 feet) of known
tribal cultural resources
 If potential tribal cultural resources are
encountered during ground-disturbing activities;
work in the immediate area must halt and the
appropriate tribal representative(s), the
implementing agency, and an archaeologist
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology (National Park Service 1983) shall be
contacted immediately to evaluate the find and
determine the proper course of action
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction where
appropriate.
Wildfire
For transportation projects under their jurisdiction, TAMC, SBtCOG and SCCRTC shall implement, and transportation project sponsor agencies can and
should implement, the following mitigation measures developed for the 2045 MTP/SCS program where applicable for transportation projects that result
in impacts related to wildland fire, and where feasible and necessary based on project and site specific considerations. Cities and counties in the AMBAG
region can and should implement these measures, where relevant to land use projects implementing the 2045 MTP/SCS. Project specific environmental
documents may adjust these mitigation measures as necessary to respond to site specific conditions.
W-1 Wildfire Risk Reduction. If an individual
transportation or land use project included in the
2045 MTP/SCS is within or less than two miles from
an SRA or VHFHSZ, the implementing agency shall
require appropriate mitigation to reduce the risk.
Examples of mitigation to reduce risk of loss, injury
or death from wildlife include, but are not limited
to:
 Enforce defensible space regulations to keep
overgrown and unmanaged vegetation,

If a project is within
two miles of an SRA or
VHFHSZ, implement
mitigation described
in this measure, such
as maintaining and
enforcing defensible
space.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

During project permitting
and environmental review.
Additional measures listed
should be implemented
prior to and during
construction.
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Action Required

Implementation Timing

accumulations of trash and other flammable
material away from structures.
Provide public education about wildfire risk, fire
prevention measures, and safety procedures and
practices to allow for safe evacuation and/or
options to shelter-in-place.
Require adherence to the local hazard mitigation
plan, as well as the local general plan policies and
programs aimed at reducing the risk of wildfires
through land use compatibility, training,
sustainable development, brush management,
public outreach, and service standards for fire
departments.
Ensure sufficient emergency water supply
Encourage the use of fire-resistant vegetation
native to Santa Cruz, Monterey, and San Benito
counties and/or the local microclimate of the
project site and discourage the use of fire-prone
species especially non-native, invasive species.
Require a fire safety plan be submitted to and
approved by the local fire protection agency. The
fire safety plan shall include all the fire safety
features incorporated into the project and the
schedule for implementation of the features. The
local fire protection agency may require changes
to the plan or may reject the plan if it does not
adequately address fire hazards associated with
the project as a whole or the individual phase of
the project.
Prohibit certain project construction activities
with potential to ignite wildfires during red-flag
warnings issued by the National Weather Service
for the project site location. Example activities
that should be prohibited during red-flag
warnings include welding and grinding outside of
enclosed buildings.
Require fire extinguishers to be on site during
construction of projects. Fire extinguishers shall
be maintained to function according to
manufacturer specifications. Construction
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personnel shall receive training on the proper
methods of using a fire extinguisher
 Encourage the use of external sprinklers for new
development mapped within Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zones.
Implementing Agencies
Implementing agencies for transportation projects
are RTPAs and transportation project sponsor
agencies. Implementing agencies for land use
projects are cities and counties. This mitigation
measure shall, or can and should, be applied during
permitting and environmental review and
implemented during construction and operation, as
applicable.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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RESOLUTION NO. ____________
Adopted by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
on the date of June 16, 2022
on the motion of Commissioner
duly seconded by Commissioner
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2045 SANTA CRUZ COUNTY
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
WHEREAS the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (RTC)
is the state-designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Santa
Cruz County; and
WHEREAS California Government Code Section 65080 (c) requires that each
RTPA adopt and submit an updated Regional Transportation Plan to the California
Transportation Commission and the Department of Transportation every five years in
non-urban regions; and
WHEREAS the Commission has prepared a 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Plan which describes goals and policies, financial projections, and
programs and projects to be prioritized by the Commission, local jurisdictions, and
local, state, and regional agencies through 2045; and
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Plan was prepared through the conduct
of a continuing, comprehensive, and coordinated transportation planning process in
conformance with all applicable state and federal requirements; and
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Plan has been prepared in accordance
with California Transportation Commission 2017 Regional Transportation Plan
Guidelines, pursuant to Government Code, Section 14522; and
WHEREAS the required consultation with other agencies was conducted and
adequate opportunity for public review and comment was provided, in accordance
with state and federal law and consistent with the region’s public participation plan,
including, but not limited to wide circulation and review by RTC advisory committees
representing project sponsors and transportation stakeholders; representatives of
State and Federal governmental agencies; representatives of special interest groups;
representatives of the private business sector; and residents of Santa Cruz County;
and
WHEREAS a public hearing was conducted on January 13, 2022, to hear and
consider comments on the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan;
and
WHEREAS the Regional Transportation Plans for Santa Cruz, San Benito and
Monterey Counties are compiled within the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy prepared by the Association of Monterey Bay
Area Governments; and
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WHEREAS the environmental impacts of the 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Plan are analyzed as part of the 2045 Metropolitan Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and Regional Transportation Plans for
Monterey, San Benito and Santa Cruz County EIR, prepared by AMBAG as the lead
agency and reviewed by RTC as responsible agency, with RTC making appropriate
findings; and
WHEREAS the North Central Coast Air Basin, within which Santa Cruz County
is located, meets Federal Criteria Pollutant Ambient Air Quality Standards, is in
Attainment Status for these standards, and is therefore exempt from a Clean Air
Act conformity analysis.
WHEREAS the nature of the action being taken would not, in and of itself,
directly cause any environmental impacts, since the action of adopting the RTP alone
does not alone enable programs and projects to proceed.
NOW BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION:
1.

The 2045 Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Plan is hereby adopted
following certification of the Final EIR by the Association of Monterey Bay Area
Governments and the adoption of the Final EIR Findings, Statement of
Overriding Consideration, and Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program by the
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission.

AYES: COMMISSIONERS
NOES: COMMISSIONERS
ABSTAIN: COMMISSIONERS
ABSENT: COMMISSIONERS

ATTEST:

______________________________
Manu Koenig, CHAIR

____________________________
Guy Preston, SECRETARY
Distribution: AMBAG, Caltrans, CTC, SCMTD, Cities, County, FHWA
\\RTCSERV2\SHARED\TPW\TPW 2022\0622\REGULAR AGENDA\2045 RTP-EIR\5 ATT3 2045 RTP
RESOLUTION.DOCX
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