
 
Chair: Chris Andrichak, AC Transit MTC Staff Liaison: Kenneth Folan 
Vice-Chair: Craig Tackabery, Marin County 

THE BAY AREA PARTNERSHIP 
 

Partnership Technical Advisory Committee 
May 19, 2014, 1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
MetroCenter, 1st Floor, Room 171 
101 - 8th Street, Oakland, CA 94607 

 
AGENDA 

 
  Estimated Time 
  for Agenda Item 

1. Introductions (Chris Andrichak, Chair) 1:30 p.m. 

2. Minutes Review: March 17, 2014 Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) 

3. Partnership Reports:  
• Partnership Transit Finance Working Group* 

Chair: Anne Muzzini, CCCTA 
(The Transit Finance Working Group met on May 7, 2014.) 

• Joint Partnership Local Streets and Roads / Programming and Delivery Working Group* 
Chair: Seana Gause, Sonoma County TA; Co-Chair: Jean Higaki, San Mateo C/CAG 
(The Joint Partnership Local Streets and Roads/ Programming and Delivery Working Group met on May 
8, 2014.) 

4. Committee Member Reports 

INFORMATION ITEMS / OTHER BUSINESS 1:40 p.m. 

5. 2013 and 2015 TIP Update* (Adam Crenshaw, acrenshaw@mtc.ca.gov) 
(The current TIP and subsequent TIP Revisions are available online 
at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/tip/2013/revisions.htm). 

6. Active Transportation Program (ATP)  Update (Kenneth Kao, kkao@mtc.ca.gov)  
(Please visit the MTC website, http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/ATP/ for information and updates about the workgroup 
meetings, including new meeting notices, meeting agendas, and prior meetings' notes) 

• The Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects 
(The Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects has been posted to the Caltrans Division of Local 
Assistance’s Office Bulletin website at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html. The 
Statewide Competitive ATP applications are due May 21, 2014.) 

7. Parking Pricing Analysis Project* (Valerie Knepper, vknepper@mtc.ca.gov)  
(MTC is seeking participation for its Parking Pricing Analysis Project; a new venture that includes regional and local 
parking analyses, using a new parking database. The next meeting will be on May 28, 2014.Additional information is 
available online  at http://www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/smart_growth/parking/2014.htm) 

8. Proposition 1B Transit (PTMISEA) - Allocation Requests for FY2014-15 Appropriation*(Kenneth 
Folan, kfolan@mtc.ca.gov) 
(To meet the July 15th Caltrans allocation application deadline, MTC is requesting allocation requests for PTMISEA 
Population-based funds by June 9th, based on the established formula distribution.)  

DISCUSSION ITEMS 2:10p.m. 

9. Legislative Report (Rebecca Long, rlong@mtc.ca.gov)  
• Cap & Trade Funding in FY 2014-15 Budget 

(Discussion of Governor's Budget Proposal and MTC Advocacy Efforts. The Legislation Committee meets the 2nd 
Wednesday of each month. Updates on current legislation can be found online at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/legislation/) 
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  Estimated Time 
  for Agenda Item 
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10. Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) FY15 & FY16 Policy Update* (Shruti Hari, shari@mtc.ca.gov) 
(Staff will present the proposed policy revisions to the region’s TCP policy for programming the FY15 and FY16 
FTA funds.) 

11. Regional Goods Movement Plan Update and Discussion* (Carolyn Clevenger, cclevenger@mtc.ca.gov) 
(Staff will present an overview of the Regional Goods Movement Plan update and the consultant team will present 
draft goals, issues and trends.) 

12. Recommended Future Agenda Items (All) 

13. Public Comment 

Next meeting on: 
TBD 

*  Agenda Items attached 
** Agenda Items with attachments to be distributed at the meeting. 
 
MTC Staff Liaison: Contact Kenneth Folan at 510.817.5804 or kfolan@mtc.ca.gov regarding this agenda. 
 
Public Comment: The public is encouraged to comment on agenda items at committee meetings by completing a request-to-speak card 
(available from staff) and passing it to the committee secretary. Public comment may be limited by any of the procedures set forth in Section 3.09 
of MTC’s Procedures Manual (Resolution No. 1058, Revised) if, in the chair’s judgment, it is necessary to maintain the orderly flow of business. 

Record of Meeting: MTC meetings are recorded. Copies of recordings are available at nominal charge, or recordings may be listened to at MTC 
offices by appointment. Audiocasts are maintained on MTC’s Web site for public review for at least one year. 

Transit Access to the MetroCenter: BART to Lake Merritt Station. AC Transit buses: #11 from Piedmont and Montclair; #26 from MacArthur 
BART; #62 from East or West Oakland; #88 from Berkeley. For transit information from other Bay Area destinations, call 511 or use the 511 
Transit Trip Planner at www.511.org to plan your trip. 

Parking at the MetroCenter: Metered parking is available on the street. No public parking is provided at the MetroCenter. Spaces reserved for 
Commissioners are for the use of their stickered vehicles only; all other vehicles will be towed away. 

Accessibility and Title VI:  MTC provides services/accommodations upon request to persons with disabilities and individuals who are limited-
English proficient who wish to address Commission matters. For accommodations or translations assistance, please call 510.817.5757 or 
510.817.5769 for TDD/TTY. We require three working days' notice to accommodate your request. 

 
Acceso y el Titulo VI: La MTC puede proveer asistencia/facilitar la comunicación a las personas discapacitadas y los individuos con 
conocimiento limitado del inglés quienes quieran dirigirse a la Comisión. Para solicitar asistencia, por favor llame al número 510.817.5757 o al 
510.817.5769 para TDD/TTY. Requerimos que solicite asistencia con tres días hábiles de anticipación para poderle proveer asistencia. 

Meeting Conduct: In the event that any public meeting conducted by MTC is willfully interrupted or disrupted by a person or by a 
group or groups of persons so as to render the orderly conduct of the meeting unfeasible, the Chair may order the removal of those 
individuals who are willfully disrupting the meeting.  Such individuals may be subject to arrest. If order cannot be restored by such 
removal, the members of the committee may direct that the meeting room be cleared (except for representatives of the press or other 
news media not participating in the disturbance), and the session may continue on matters appearing on the agenda. 
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PARTNERSHIP TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PTAC) 
MINUTES 
March 17, 2014 
Page 1 of 2 
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1. Introductions  
Chris Andrichak (PTAC Chair) requested introductions and called the meeting to order. The group nominated 
and approved Craig Tackabery (Marin Co.) as the 2014 PTAC Vice-Chair 

2. Minutes from the November 18, 2013 Partnership Technical Advisory Committee 
The minutes from the November 18, 2013 PTAC meeting were accepted without comment. 

3. Partnership Reports: 
a. Joint Partnership Local Streets and Roads/ Programming and Delivery Working Group (LSRPDWG) 

Seana Gause (LSRWG Chair) provided a summary of the LSRPDWG meeting. The Group met on March 13, 104. 
Items discussed were the inactive obligation list, the 2015 TIP development, P-TAP Cycle 15 status, and the 
2014 Local Streets and Roads Working Group (LSRWG) work plan.  

4. Discussion Items  
a. Legislative Update 

Kenneth Folan (MTC) reported that the TIGER Cycle 6 Call for Projects in under way; agencies requesting 
MTC’s endorsement should submit letters of interest by March 17, 2014. 

b. One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) Report Card 
Craig Goldblatt (MTC) summarized the outcomes from Cycle 1 of OBAG.  

Comments from the Committee: 
 How was the Complete Street element determined? 

o R: This information was derived from the TIP listing description 
 Regarding the PDA and Growth Strategies, where is the data coming from? 

o R: Staff is working with ABAG to determine the roles and responsibilities for data collection. 
 Regarding the OBAG Cycle 2 timeline, is there flexibility for the General Plan element updates? 

o R: Staff is evaluating comments received 
 Will jurisdictions that have already met certification deadlines for complete streets have to recertify? 

o R: No. 

c. Climate Program Update and Recommendations 
Ursula Vogler (MTC) provided an update on the Climate Initiatives Program.  

d. Active Transportation Program (ATP) Update 
Ross McKeown (MTC) summarized the Regional program of the Active Transportation Program (ATP) and 
provided a timeline of next steps. The Active Transportation Group is being established, interested parties 
should contact Sean Co at sco@mtc.ca.gov. Staff reminded that jurisdictions must take into consideration the 
TIP lockdown when submitting proposed projects as the funds will not be amended into the TIP until the first 
revision of the 2015 TIP, approximately January 2015. Projects rejected for the statewide program will be 
submitted for consideration in the Regional program; however, the project must still meet the Regional 
requirements. To expedite the review process, jurisdictions should copy MTC and include the supplemental 
addendum when applying for the statewide program. CTC is not allowing flexibility for non-delivery; therefore, 
jurisdictions should take this into consideration when submitting projects. The CTC is allowing for the 
preparation of an Active Transportation Plan (ATP) as an eligible use for funds.  
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PARTNERSHIP TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PTAC) 
MINUTES 
March 17, 2014 
Page 2 of 2 
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e. TIP Update 
Adam Crenshaw (MTC) distributed a timeline for the 2015 TIP development and summarized how the 
development will affect the 2013 revision schedule. The final 2013 TIP revisions are due by April 1, 2014.  
The TIP update is a statewide effort. The deadline to submit a revision for the first 2015 Amendment is 
November 1, 2014, with an anticipated approval in January 2015.  

5. Public Comment: 
 The Group was advised that videos of MTC public meetings can be found at OneBayArea.us via YouTube®. 

Proposed Next PTAC Meeting:  
Monday, May 19, 2014 
1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
MetroCenter, 1st Floor, Room 171 
101-8th Street, Oakland 94607 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 7, 2014, 10:00 A.M. – 12:00 P.M. 
METROCENTER, 3RD FLOOR, FISHBOWL CONFERENCE ROOM 
101 EIGHTH STREET, OAKLAND, CA 94607 

Estimated Time 
 

Information Items / Other Items of Business: 
1. Introductions 3 min 

2. Approval of April 2, 2014 Minutes* 2 min 

3. Legislative Update** (Rebecca Long, MTC)  5 min 

4. Prop 1B Update: Transit (PTMISEA) and Transit Security (CTSGP)* (Kenneth Folan, MTC) 5 min 

5. TIP Update* (Adam Crenshaw, MTC) 5 min 

6. US DOT TIGER VI Funding Update* (Kenneth Folan, MTC) 5 min 

7. NTI Bus Procurement Workshop* (Glen Tepke, MTC) 5 min 

 

Discussion Items 
8. Transit Sustainability Project/Productivity Improvement Program Integration*(Kenneth Folan, MTC) 5 min 

9. Active Transportation Program Q&A (Kenneth Kao, MTC) 5 min 

10. FY14 AB 664 Bridge Toll Program* (Glen Tepke, MTC)  5 min 

11. Transit Capital Priorities – FY 15 Policy Update* (Shruti Hari, MTC) 30 min 

12. Recommended Future Agenda Items (All) 2 min 

 

 
 
 
Next Transit Finance Working Group Meeting: 

Wednesday, June 4, 2014  
10:00 A.M. – 12:00 P.M. 
Fishbowl Conference Room, MTC Metro Center 
 

* = Attachment in Packet ** = Handouts Available at Meeting 

Contact Glen Tepke of MTC at 510-817-5781 or gtepke@mtc.ca.gov if you have questions about this 
session. 

TRANSIT FINANCE WORKING GROUP (TFWG)  
MEETING AGENDA 

PTAC 05/19/14: Item 3
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PDWG Chair: Jean Higaki, San Mateo C/CAG MTC Staff Liaison: Kenneth Kao 
LSRWG Chair: Seana Gause, Sonoma Co TA MTC Staff Liaison: Theresa Romell 
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JOINT PARTNERSHIP PROGRAMMING AND DELIVERY/ 
LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS WORKING GROUP MEETING 

101 - 8th St., 1st Floor, AUDITORIUM (NOTE CHANGE) 
Thursday, May 8, 2014 

9:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. 
 

AGENDA 
Estimated 

Topic Time 
 

1. Introductions (Seana Gause, LSRWG Chair)   5 min 

2. Review of Working Group Minutes*  5 min 
A. Joint Partnership Local Streets and Roads/ Programming and Delivery Working Group – March 13, 

2014* (Seana Gause, LSRWG Chair) 

3. Standing/ Programming Updates:  
A. Federal Programs Delivery Update (STP/CMAQ, Bridge, Local Safety)** (Marcella 

Aranda, marand@mtc.ca.gov)  5 min 
 Inactive Obligations Update* 

(The current Quarterly Inactive Obligations listing is available online 
at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/Inactiveprojects.htm.) 

4. Federal/State Program Announcements: 
A. Caltrans/FHWA/CalRTPA Announcements (DLAWUA)* (Memo Only) 

(Caltrans Division of Local Assistance has posted program updates/announcements to their 
website. Jurisdictions are encouraged to review the bulletins for program changes.) 

i. Caltrans Local Assistance Federal-Aid Series Training Schedule  
(Caltrans has posted its registration link and schedule for upcoming federal-aid series training 
sessions. The next Bay Area training is scheduled for June 2-6, 
2014.  http://www.cce.csus.edu/conferences/caltrans/localAssistance/training_upcTraining.cfm) 

ii. DLA Office Bulletin (OB), 14-03: Toll Credit Use Policy 
(The purpose of this OB is to reflect changes brought about by the Division of Budgets “Toll Credit 
Use Policy” dated June 04, 2013. http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/DLA_OB/DLA_OB.htm.) 

iii. DLA Office Bulletin (OB), 14-04 "Utility Clause Update-Buy America"* 
(DLA Office Bulletin (OB), 14-04 has been posted to the Local Assistance website 
at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/DLA_OB/DLA_OB.htm. “Buy America” clauses have 
been added to LAPM Exhibits 14-G and 14-I, which are replaced in their entirety.) 

iv. CalAPA "Training Day"* 
(CalAPA continues to reach out to local agencies with a “training day” scheduled for June 5, 2014 in 
San Leandro.  We’ll be addressing some pavement-related topics of interest to Bay area agencies.  It’s a 
relatively easy and inexpensive way for local agency personnel to catch up on hot topics.) 

5. Informational Items: (“Memo Only” unless otherwise noted) 
A. Active Transportation Program (ATP)  Update (Kenneth Kao, kkao@mtc.ca.gov)  

(Please visit the MTC website, http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/ATP/ for information and updates about the 
workgroup meetings, including new meeting notices, meeting agendas, and prior meetings' notes) 

• The Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects 
(The Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects has been posted to the Caltrans 
Division of Local Assistance’s Office Bulletin website 
at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html. The Statewide Competitive ATP 
applications are due May 21, 2014.) 
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JOINT PARTNERSHIP LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS/ PROGRAMMING AND DELIVERY WORKING GROUP 
Meeting Agenda – May 8, 2014 
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B. TIP Update (Adam Crenshaw; acrenshaw@mtc.ca.gov)  
(The current TIP and subsequent TIP Revisions are available online 
at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/tip/2011/revisions.htm) 

• 2013 TIP Update* 
C. PTAP Update (Christina Hohorst, chohorst@mtc.ca.gov) 

(For PTAP-15 awardees, if your consultant has not been in contact you, please contact Christina Hohorst as 
soon as possible.) 

D. PMP Certification Status* 
(Current PMP Certification status is available online at: http://mtc.ca.gov/services/pmp/).  

E. 2014 Local Streets and Roads Working Group Meeting Calendar 
(The 2014 Local Streets and Roads Working Group meeting calendar is available online 
at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/meetings/schedule/2014_LSRWG_Tentative_Meeting_Schedule.pdf) 

F. 2014 Programming and Delivery Working Group Meeting Calendar 
(The 2014 Programming and Delivery Working Group meeting calendar is available online 
at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/meetings/schedule/2014_PDWG_Tentative_Meeting_Schedule.pdf)   

6. Discussion Items: 
A. Caltrans Quarterly Expenditure Reports (Waddah Al-Zireeni, Caltrans) 10 min 

(SB 45 requires that Caltrans provide MTC with quarterly expenditure reports for projects using RTIP funds 
sponsored by Caltrans. MTC encourages all CMAs to review these reports to ensure on-budget and on-
schedule delivery of RTIP projects.) 

B. ADA Curb Ramp Standards* 10 min 
(There is a revision to the Standard Plans for Curb Ramps that has the potential to affect many of the OBAG 
projects. http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/esc/oe/project_plans/highway_plans/2010-RSP-and-NSP/rspa88a.pdf) 

C. MAP-21 Safety Performance Measures NPRM* (Dave Vautin, dvautin@mtc.ca.gov)  15 min 
(The NPRM is available online at: : https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2014/03/11/2014-05152/national-
performance-management-measures-highway-safety-improvement-program.) 

D. Federal Efficiencies Subcommittee Status Update (Jean Higaki, PDWG Chair)   5 min 
i. Single Point of Contact (SPOC) Workshop 

E. 2014 LSRWG Work Plan Update (Seana Gause, LSRWG Chair) 30 min 
i. Statewide Needs Assessment Update (Theresa Romell, tromell@mtc.ca.gov) 

ii. Pothole Report Update (Nicholas Richter, nrichter@mtc.ca.gov) 
iii. OBAG Report Card* (Craig Goldblatt, cgoldblatt@mtc.ca.gov) 

7. Recommended Agenda Items for Next Meeting: (All)   5 min 

The next LSRWG meeting:  
Thursday, June 12, 2014 
9:30a – 11:30a, 2nd Floor, Claremont 
101-8th Street, Oakland 94607 

The next Joint LSRPDWG meeting:  
Thursday, July 10, 2014 
9:30a – 12:30p, 1st Floor, Room 171 
101-8th Street, Oakland 94607 

* = Attachment in Packet   ** = Handouts Available at Meeting 

Contact Marcella Aranda at maranda@mtc.ca.gov if you have questions regarding this agenda. 
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TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: May 19, 2014 

FR: Adam Crenshaw   

RE: 2013 TIP Update 

TIP Revision 13-16 – Amendment (Proposed) 
Amendment 13-16 revises 91 projects with a net increase in funding of approximately $683 million.  
Among other changes, the revision: 
 
Transbay Terminal/Caltrain Downtown Extension In July 2013 the Transbay Joint Powers Authority (TJPA) 
board approved an updated Phase 1 project budget of $1.89 billion. This proposed TIP amendment 
transfers $310 million in local funding from the Phase II project to Phase I to reflect this updated Phase 1 
budget increase. The Phase 2 budget will be updated in the 2017 TIP after the next update of the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 
 
Golden Gate Bridge – Suicide Deterrent Safety Barrier The current TIP listing for the Golden Gate Bridge 
suicide deterrent safety barrier does not include the construction phase for this improvement. This 
revision adds the construction phase totaling $80 million to reflect the full project cost as required for 
projects listed in the TIP. The funds added are identified as other local and Long Range Plan funding until 
such time that specific fund sources are committed to the project. 

• Transfers the scope of the I-680 Northbound HOV lane project from the Caltrans managed listing 
(ALA010014) to a new ACTC managed project (ALA130034) along with $49 million in funding, 
updates the project description and the funding plan of ALA130034 to increase the total cost of the 
project by $156 million to reflect the full project scope and cost; 

• Amends the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority’s (VTA) non-exempt US 101-Zanker 
Road/North 4th St/Skyport Drive Interchange project into the TIP with a total project cost of $112 
million; 

• Combines the project listings for two phases of MTC’s I-80 Express Lanes project in Vacaville and 
Fairfield into a single listing and updates the funding plan to increase the total cost of the project by 
$76.8 million; 

• Updates the funding plans and back-up listings of four Caltrans managed State Highway Operations 
and Protection Program (SHOPP) grouped listings to reflect the latest information from Caltrans 
including the addition of $69.8 million in SHOPP funds; 

• Amends VTA’s non-exempt Mountain View Double Track Improvements – Phase II project into the 
TIP with a total project cost of $30 million;  

• Updates the San Mateo County Transportation Authority’s US 101 / Willow Road Interchange 
Reconstruction project to increase the total cost of the project by $23.7 million; 

• Updates the Port of San Francisco’s Pier 70 Shoreline Open Space Improvements project to increase 
the total cost of the project by $21 million; 

• Updates the San Francisco County Transportation Authority’s US 101-Doyle Drive Replacement 
project to add $13 million in SHOPP funds; 
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• Updates the State Route 1 – Devil’s Slide Bypass project to reflect the addition of $7 million in 
Emergency Relief State funds for Bay Area Security Enhancement (BASE) and public address 
systems; 

• Amends 12 new exempt and two new non-exempt, not regionally significant Surface Transportation 
Program/Congestion Management and Air Quality Improvement Program (STP/CMAQ) funded 
projects into the TIP; 

• Amends four new exempt Federal Transit Authority (FTA) funded projects into the TIP; 
• Amends four new exempt and one new non-exempt, not regionally significant Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) funded projects into the TIP and updates eight 
additional RTIP funded projects to reflect the latest California Transportation Commission action; 

• Amends four additional new exempt and one additional new non-exempt, not regionally significant 
projects into the TIP; 

• Updates the funding plans of 10 STP/CMAQ funded projects and 10 FTA funded projects to reflect 
the latest programming decisions; 

• Archives three projects as they have been completed; and 
• Deletes three projects as the funding has been redirected. 

Changes made with this revision do not affect the air quality conformity finding or conflict with the 
financial constraint requirements. MTC approval is expected in May 28, 2014, Caltrans approval is expected 
in mid-June, 2014, and final federal approval is expected in mid-July, 2014. 
 
TIP Revisions 13-15 – Administrative Modification (Pending) 
Administrative modification 13-15 is under development. 
 
TIP Revision 13-14 – Amendment (Proposed) 
Amendment 13-14 revises 34 projects with a net increase in funding of approximately $211 million.  
Among other changes, the revision: 

• Amends a new grouped listing into the TIP – GL: Fiscal Year 2012 New Freedom Large Urbanized 
Area Program (VAR130005) totaling $4 million; 

• Amends 15 new exempt and one new non-exempt Surface Transportation Program (STP) funded 
projects into the TIP with $8.8 million in STP funding; 

• Amends one previously archived non-exempt, not regionally significant project back into the TIP;  
• Splits the I-680 express lane conversion portion of the Regional Express Lane Network into the I-

680 Express Lane: Alcosta to Livorna/Rudgear (CC-130043) TIP listing for additional clarity and 
updates the funding plan to reflect latest estimates; and 

• Amends four new, exempt, locally funded projects into the TIP.  

Changes made with this revision do not affect the air quality conformity finding or conflict with the 
financial constraint requirements. MTC Approval was received on March 26, 2014, and Caltrans approval 
was received on April 3, 2014. Final federal approval is expected in early-May, 2014. 
 
TIP Revisions 13-13 – Administrative Modification (Pending) 
Administrative modification 13-13 is under development. 
 
TIP Revisions 13-12 – Administrative Modification (Approved) 
Administrative Modification 13-12 revises 96 projects with a net increase in funding of $67.7 million. 
Among other changes this revision: 

• Updates the funding plans of 26 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funded projects to reflect 
changes in the Transit Capital Priorities Program including changing the source of funds for $11.8 
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million in FTA Section 5307 funding to FTA Section 5337 and STP for the BART Car Exchange 
(Preventive Maintenance) project; 

• Updates the funding plans of AC Transit’s Enhanced Bus – Telegraph/International/East 14th 
project and BART’s Warm Springs to Berryessa Extension to reflect delays in project elements; 

• Updates the funding plans and back-up listings of three Caltrans managed State Highway 
Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) funded grouped listings and the Highway Bridge 
Program (HBP) grouped listing and updates the back-up listing only for the Highway Safety 
Improvement Program (HSIP) grouped listing; 

• Updates the funding plans of 27 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funded 
projects to reflect the latest action by the California Transportation Commission; 

• Updates the funding plans of 13 Surface Transportation Program / Congestion Management and Air 
Quality Improvement Program (STP/CMAQ) funded projects to reflect the latest programming 
decisions; and 

• Updates the funding plans of the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency’s Geary and Van 
Ness Avenue Bus Rapid Transit projects to reflect the latest programming decisions and schedule. 

The administrative modification is financially constrained by year and MTC relies on the State’s 
programming capacity in the amount of $24.9 million in SHOPP funding, $103,230 in Proposition 1B 
funding, $3.85 million in STIP-Prior funding, $25 million in FTA Section 5309-Bus funding carried over 
from a prior FTIP, $6.2 million in HBP funding, and $1.4 million in GARVEE funds.  MTC’s 2013 TIP, as 
revised with Revision No. 2013-12, remains in conformity with the applicable State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) for air quality and the revision does not interfere with the timely implementation of the 
Transportation Control Measures contained in the SIP.  The revision was approved into the FSTIP by the 
deputy executive director on May 2, 2014. 
 
The 2013 TIP revision schedule (Attachment A) has been posted at the following 
link: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/tip/2013/2013_TIP_Revision_Schedule.pdf and project sponsors are 
requested to submit revision requests before 5:00 PM on the stated deadlines.  
 
Information on TIP revisions is also available through the TIPINFO notification system (electronic mails). 
Anyone may sign up for this service by sending an email address and affiliation to: tipinfo@mtc.ca.gov.  
FMS is available at the following link: http://fms.mtc.ca.gov/fms/. Projects in all the revisions can be 
viewed at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/tip/revisions.htm.  
 
If you have any questions regarding any TIP project, please contact Adam Crenshaw at (510) 817-5794 
or acrenshaw@mtc.ca.gov. The Fund Management System (FMS) system has also been updated to reflect 
the approvals received. 
 
Attachments: 
 
A - 2013 TIP Revision Schedule as of May 2, 2014 
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J:\PROJECT\Funding\TIP\2013 TIP Revisions\2013 TIP Revision Schedule\2013 TIP Revision Schedule 05-02-14.xlsx

REVISION TYPE
REVISION 
NUMBER

REVISION 
REQUEST 

SUBMISSION 
DEADLINE

MTC 
APPROVAL*

STATE 
APPROVAL*

FEDERAL 
APPROVAL*

APPROVAL 
STATUS

TIP REVISION
FINAL APPROVAL 

DATE

2013 TIP Update 13-00 Thu, Feb 21, 2013 Thu, Jul 18, 2013 Fri, Jul 26, 2013 Mon, Aug 12, 2013 Approved Mon, Aug 12, 2013

Admin. Modification 13-01 Thu, Aug 1, 2013 Thu, Aug 15, 2013 N/A N/A Approved Thu, Aug 15, 2013

Amendment 13-04 Thu, Aug 1, 2013 Wed, Sep 25, 2013 Tue, Oct 1, 2013 Thu, Oct 24, 2013 Approved Thu, Oct 24, 2013

Admin. Modification 13-02 Sun, Sep 1, 2013 Tue, Sep 24, 2013 N/A N/A Approved Tue, Sep 24, 2013

Admin. Modification 13-03 Sun, Sep 1, 2013 Mon, Sep 30, 2013 N/A N/A Approved Mon, Sep 30, 2013

Admin. Modification 13-05 Tue, Oct 1, 2013 Thu, Nov 7, 2013 N/A N/A Approved Thu, Nov 7, 2013

Amendment 13-08 Tue, Oct 1, 2013 Wed, Nov 20, 2013 Tue, Nov 26, 2013 Fri, Dec 13, 2013 Approved Fri, Dec 13, 2013

Admin. Modification 13-06 Fri, Oct 25, 2013 Thu, Nov 21, 2013 N/A N/A Approved Thu, Nov 21, 2013

Admin. Modification 13-07 Fri, Nov 22, 2013 Mon, Dec 30, 2013 N/A N/A Approved Mon, Dec 30, 2013

Amendment 13-11 Sun, Dec 1, 2013 Wed, Jan 22, 2014 Wed, Feb 12, 2014 Wed, Feb 26, 2014 Approved Wed, Feb 26, 2014

Admin. Modification 13-09 Wed, Jan 1, 2014 Fri, Feb 7, 2014 N/A N/A Approved Fri, Feb 7, 2014

Admin. Modification 13-10 Sat, Feb 1, 2014 Wed, Apr 2, 2014 N/A N/A Approved Wed, Apr 2, 2014

Amendment 13-14 Sat, Feb 1, 2014 Wed, Mar 26, 2014 Thu, Apr 3, 2014
TBD (Estimated 4 
weeks after State 
Approval Date)

Pending TBD

Admin. Modification 13-12 Tue, Apr 1, 2014 Fri, May 2, 2014 N/A N/A Approved Fri, May 2, 2014

Admin. Modification (if needed) 13-13 Tue, Apr 1, 2014 Fri, May 30, 2014 N/A N/A Pending TBD

Amendment 13-16 Tue, Apr 1, 2014 Wed, May 28, 2014
TBD (Estimated 4 
weeks after MTC 
Approval Date)

TBD (Estimated 4 
weeks after State 
Approval Date)

Pending TBD

Admin. Modification (if needed) 13-15 N/A Mon, Jun 30, 2014 N/A N/A Pending TBD

Admin. Modification (if needed) 13-17 N/A Thu, Jul 31, 2014 N/A N/A Pending TBD

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

Tentative 2013 TIP REVISION SCHEDULE - Sorted by Revision Request Submission Deadline
as of May 2, 2014

N/A - Not Applicable / Not Required

TBD - To Be Determined

The schedule is also available at the following link:  http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/tip/2013/2013_TIP_Revision_Schedule.pdf 

Note: * MTC has delegated authority to approve TIP administrative modifications, and may approve administrative modifications on, prior to, or after the tentative date listed
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San Francisco Bay Area 
Parking Pricing Regional Analysis Project

For more information about 

the Parking Pricing Regional 

Analysis Project, visit:  

mtc.ca.gov/planning/ 

smart_growth/parking/   

 

Or contact Valerie Knepper,  

Program Manager, MTC, at  

vknepper@mtc.ca.gov.

Overview
MTC’s Parking Analysis Project is designed to improve the economic 

efficiency, equitability, and environmental quality of the land use / 

transportation system in the San Francisco Bay Area through testing, 

development and implementation of various priced parking policies. 

Parking policies, especially pricing, are potentially powerful tools to 

support the regional and local goals for housing, transportation and 

environmental protection. 

January 2014

The Work Plan
This effort will build on MTC’s work over the last several years in this field (see mtc.ca.gov/planning/smart_growth/

parking/) providing analysis of parking policies and technical support to local jurisdictions.  This project will analyze 

regional parking policy approaches, using the land use model (UrbanSim) and transportation model (Travel Model 

One) and will develop and demonstrate local parking strategies through case studies and workshops, using the new 

regional parking database, as illustrated below.

New Regional Parking Database 
Create Framework

Incorporate Existing Data
Collect and Add New Data

Outreach and Final Report 
Expert Evaluation

Policy Finding and Recommendations 
Final Reports

Outreach and Presentations

Regional Analysis 
Policy Questions

Land Use Analysis (UrbanSim) 
Transportation Analysis (Travel Model One)

Local Analysis
Tools

Case Studies
Workshops
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You are Invited 
to Participate 
We invite your participation in 

the following ways:

•	 �Sharing existing parking 
data 

MTC’s team will be collecting 

existing parking data (supply, 

utilization, policies such as 

requirements, pricing and 

use restrictions, turnover, 

etc.) from cities and 

parking managers, and will 

incorporate it into the parking 

database.  

•	� Identify locations for new 
parking data collection 

MTC’s team will be collecting 

new parking data for at least 

25 locations, including PDA’s, 

high density transit corridors, 

and commercial business 

districts, focusing on places 

where there is local interest.  

Priority Development Areas 

with active planning and 

development processes will 

be prioritized.

•	 Case studies 

MTC’s team will be developing 

case studies demonstrating 

the use of newly created local 

parking analysis tools and 

the new database for at least 

6 locations;  local support 

will drive selection and PDAs 

with active planning and 

development processes will 

be prioritized. 

•	 Workshops

Workshops and webinars will 

be held to demonstrate the 

local parking analysis tools, 

the case studies and the 

regional database.

•	� Technical Advisory 

Committee (TAC) 

A TAC will be formed to review 

technical and policy issues.  

The TAC will include FHWA, 

Caltrans, city staff, CMAs, 

transit agencies, developers, 

and other interested 

stakeholders.  City staff with 

active PDAs are especially 

encouraged to participate. 

Our Partners
This Project is a two year regional initiative led by the Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission (MTC), made possible by a grant from the 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) through the Value Pricing Pilot 

(VPP) Program, which supports research and implementation of pricing 

approaches to address transportation issues.  Key partners for this project 

include FHWA, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the 

Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), local jurisdictions, transit 

agencies, congestion management agencies, the development and 

business communities, and community stakeholders.

Follow this effort at  

mtc.ca.gov/planning/

smart_growth/parking/

Contact Valerie Knepper 

at vknepper@mtc.ca.gov 

with interest, questions 

and comments.

  Example Parking Occupancy Map

0 - 50%

50 - 70%

70 - 85%

85 - 95%

95 - 100%

On-street
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TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: May 19, 2014 

FR: Kenneth Folan   

RE: Prop 1B Update: Transit (PTMISEA) Allocation Request for FY2014-15 

Currently there is an appropriation for the final amount remaining in the PTMISEA Program in the 
draft FY 2014-15 state budget.  Caltrans will be accepting FY2014-15 PTMISEA Allocation requests 
through July 15, 2014 for potential funding through a fall 2014 bond sale, as summarized in 
Attachment 1.  Estimated amounts available for the FY2014-15 appropriation by eligible agency are 
included in the final column of Attachment 2, labeled FY2014-15 Draft.   
 
Eligible agencies may apply directly to Caltrans for revenue-based funds.  As required by statute, 
population-based funds must be approved by MTC.  A project requesting both revenue and 
population-based funds must also be approved by MTC. 
 
In order to meet the Caltrans timeline, the MTC approval schedule for any request including 
population-based funds includes: 
 
June 9 - Signed allocations requests due to MTC (kfolan@mtc.ca.gov) from eligible sponsors 
July 9 - MTC Programming and Allocations Committee considers referring project list to 

Commission 
July 15 - MTC staff submits signed applications to Caltrans 
July 23 - Commission considers approving allocation requests and staff forwards resolution to 

Caltrans  
 
At this time, sponsors should only request population-based funds in the Urban Core and Small 
Operator/North County categories; Lifeline program funds will be programmed through the next 
Lifeline Program Call for Projects, likely later in 2014. 
 
PTMISEA and CTSGP Contact Information 

• PTMISEA – Stefanie Acton    916.654.8172          stefanie_acton@dot.ca.gov 
• PTMISEA website:    http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/Proposition-1B.html 
• MTC – Kenneth Folan  510.817.5804          kfolan@mtc.ca.gov 

 
 
Feel free to contact me with any questions at 510.817.5804 or kfolan@mtc.ca.gov.   
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From: King, Wendy N@DOT [mailto:wendy.king@dot.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 1:42 PM 
To: Acton, Stefanie L@DOT; Louie, Jennifer L@DOT; Mariant, Kevin B@DOT; Jacobs, Toni L@DOT 
Subject: You are welcome to submit PTMISEA Allocation Requests for Fall 2014 funding 
 
Good Afternoon,  
 
I am sending this note to you to give an update on the PTMISEA Program and anticipated timing for 
the next cycle of funding.   
 
Currently there is an appropriation for the final amount remaining in the PTMISEA Program in the 
Draft FY 14-15 Budget.  We expect it to stay as is.  Once the 2014-15 Budget is officially signed and 
enacted, the State Controller's Office (SCO) will apply the PTMISEA formula, and notify each of you 
of the official amount available to you.  Hopefully you will receive this notice sometime in July.   
 
The Department of Finance has been asking for the draft list of PTMISEA projects to fund with fall 
bond sales in July the last few years.  Because of this, we can't wait until after the official SCO letter 
has been sent to do a call for fall PTMISEA Allocation Requests.  Each of you should already have an 
estimate of what the FY 14-15 appropriation will be based on previous letters sent by the SCO.   If 
you do not have this available, please feel free to ask me or your regular PTMISEA contact.   When 
you receive the official notice from the SCO this summer, the actual amount available should end up 
slightly higher than this previous estimate.  Unfortunately we cannot give you the actual breakdown 
until the SCO has officially applied the formula.     
 
If you would like to submit an Allocation Request for a PTMISEA project to be funded with fall 2014 
bond sales, we will begin accepting those now through July 15, 2014.   We have an updated 
Allocation Request form on our website with a place to enter the FY 14/15 amount.   Please do not 
request more than the previously estimated amount.  If the actual numbers do end up higher, 
depending on the timing we may be able to adjust your fall request.  If not the additional amount 
should be available by Spring 2015.   
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.   
 
Thank you,  
Wendy King 
 
 
Wendy King 
Caltrans Division of Mass Transportation 
PTMISEA Program Manager 
(916) 651-8239 
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FY2014-15

A B C=A+B D E F DRAFT

Investment Category

Original MTC 

Estimated Prop 

1B  Total                                         

(FY 08 - 17) 

Total Remaining            

(FY 10-17)           

from SCO  *3*          

 FY 2007-08 

Appropriated 

 Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid) 

 CARRYOVER

Unallocated

FY 2007-08 

 FY 2008-09 

Appropriated 

 Available Lifeline:

FY 2007-08 

Carryover

FY 2008-09 

Appropriation

(Adjusted for 

redistribution) 

 Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid) 

FY 2009-10 

Appropriated     

FY 2009-10 Total 

Available - 

Including 

Adjustment for 

Urban Core 

Payback to 

Lifeline

FY 2009-10 Requests 

(Cycles 1, 2 and 3) - 

Pending Caltrans 

Approval and Future 

Bond Sale

Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid)

FY 2010-11       

Appropriated

FY 2010-11 

Requests  

Pending 

Caltrans 

Approval and 

Future Bond 

Sale

Remaining to 

Request                       

FY 2010-11

Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid)

Potential FY2014-

15 Appropriation - 

based on draft 

Governor's budget

Lifeline Transportation Program

Alameda 30,688,000 22,434,096 1,734,416         5,098,588          2,884,930 2,884,930            2,884,930                   2,884,930     
Contra Costa 14,000,000 10,234,533 791,248            212,018          1,804,823        2,016,841                2,016,841    1,316,118 1,316,118            1,316,118                   1,316,118     
Marin 3,024,000 2,210,659 170,910            45,796            389,842           435,638                  435,638       284,281 284,281               284,281                     284,281        
Napa 1,904,000 1,391,896 107,610            28,834            245,456           274,290                  274,290       178,992 178,992               178,992                     178,992        
San Francisco *1* 16,912,000 13,434,055 955,828            256,123          2,180,226        2,436,349                1,365,610    1,589,870 2,660,604            2,444,604                   2,444,604     
San Mateo 7,952,000 5,958,781 449,429            120,426          1,025,140        1,145,566                1,000,000    747,555 893,121               893,120                     893,120        
Santa Clara 24,304,000 18,958,018 1,373,607         368,063          3,133,173        3,501,236                2,310,367    2,284,781 3,475,650            3,475,650                   3,475,650     
Solano 6,160,000 4,503,194 348,149            93,288            794,122           887,410                  887,410       579,092 579,092               14,631,204                 579,092        
Sonoma 7,056,000 5,158,205 398,789            106,857          909,631           1,016,488                1,016,488    663,323 663,323               663,323                     663,323        
MTC - Regional Projects *2* 12,278,000       12,278,000        

Subtotal - Lifeline Program 112,000,000 84,283,437 18,607,987 17,376,588 1,231,399 10,482,413 11,713,818 9,306,644 10,528,942 12,936,111          26,772,222                 12,720,110   

Lifeline Transportation Program  - Distribution per Resolution 4033 commencing with FY 2010-11 Appropriations

AC Transit 8,403,487        8,403,487        
BART 8,173,010        8,173,010        
CCCTA 484,534           484,534           
Golden Gate Transit/Marin Transit 1,477,729        1,477,729        
LAVTA 240,910           240,910           
SFMTA 11,723,430      11,723,430      
SamTrans 2,272,697        2,272,697        
ECCTA 327,019           327,019           
NCTPA 597,647           597,647           
VTA 9,186,049        9,186,049        
WestCat 147,335           147,335           
Solano County Operators 1,547,328        1,547,328        
Sonoma County Operators 1,938,791        1,938,791        

Subtotal - Lifeline Program 46,519,967      46,519,967      -                     -                       24,827,359             

     BART Seismic 24,000,000 24,000,000        
     BART Station Modernization
     San Francisco Muni Central Subway 100,000,000 82,882,935 15,000,000      16,070,728  (1,070,734)           8,554,268                   8,554,268     54,667,911      37,167,911 19,660,756
     Santa Clara VTA Line 522/523 BRT 45,000,000 34,802,176 9,726,977          10,000,000      10,000,000       24,802,176
     BART to Warm Springs 17,000,000 15,485,685 1,336,440    (1,336,440)           8,338,268                   8,338,275     6,987,098        6,987,098 160,319
     East Contra Costa BART Extension 17,000,000 12,822,752 3,999,373        3,999,373    12,662,433      12,662,433       160,319

Subtotal - Urban Core 203,000,000 145,993,548 33,726,977 33,726,977 18,999,373 21,406,541 19,083,710 16,676,541 16,892,536                 16,892,543   84,317,442      84,317,442      -                     66,817,442 44,783,570

      Marin 3,404,473 2,488,800 565,629            565,629             318,635 318,635       320,049 320,049 0 320,049        1,414,071        1,414,071        -                     546,355 754,680

      Napa 1,806,699 1,320,766 300,170            300,170             169,094 169,094       169,845 169,845 169,845                     169,845 750,425           750,425           -                     0 400,496

      Solano (includes Vallejo) 5,682,360 4,154,021 944,083            944,082             531,829 531,829       534,190 534,190 534,190                     534,190        2,360,208        2,360,208        -                     0 1,259,623
      Sonoma 6,449,431 4,714,780 1,071,526         1,071,526          603,621 603,621       606,301 606,301 606,301                     606,300        2,678,816        2,678,816        -                     2,360,972 1,429,663
      CCCTA 6,555,668 4,792,443 1,089,177         1,089,177          613,564 613,564       616,288 616,288 616,288                     616,288 2,722,941        2,722,941        -                     1,463,184 1,453,214
      ECCTA 3,654,151 2,671,324 607,111            607,111             342,003 342,003       343,521 343,521 343,521                     343,521        1,517,777        1,517,777        -                     1,517,777 810,026
      LAVTA 2,583,887 1,888,920 429,294            429,294             241,834 241,834       242,907 242,907 242,907                     242,907 1,073,235        1,073,235        -                     1,073,235 572,778
      Union City 956,272 699,071 158,878            158,878             89,500 89,500         89,898 89,898 89,898                       89,898 397,194           397,194           -                     211,979
      WestCat 907,058 663,094 150,701            150,701             84,894 84,894         85,271 85,271 85,271                       85,271 376,753           376,753           -                     421,988 201,070

Subtotal - Small Operators/North Counties 32,000,000 23,393,218 5,316,568 5,316,568 2,994,974 2,994,974 3,008,270 3,008,270 2,688,221 3,008,269 13,291,420 13,291,420      -                     7,383,511 7,093,528

Population-based Total 347,000,000 253,670,208 57,651,532 56,420,133 1,231,399 32,476,760 11,713,818 33,708,159 32,620,922 32,620,922 46,352,979 32,620,922 144,128,829 144,128,829 0 74,200,953 76,704,457

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10 FY 2010-11

Total State-wide Appropriated 600,000,000      350,000,000        350,000,000     1,500,000,000    

J:\PROJECT\Funding\Infastructure Bond\I-Bond\Transit\MTC Regional Transit Proposal - $347M\_Project Summary PTMISEA\[PTMISEA Project List_02_05_2014.xlsx]REV 69,927,876     

ATTACHMENT 2 - DRAFT - POPULATION-BASED PROPOSITION 1B - PTMISEA

Urban Core Transit Improvements

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10  

 See Resolution 4033 Distribution below for FY2010-11 
Appropriations 

FY 2010-11

Small Operators/North Counties

 Total Appropriated 

2,800,000,000                          

 Remaining to Appropriate 

800,000,000                                   
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FY 2008-09                                

and                                   

FY 2009-10 FY2014-15

Agency

Original MTC 

Estimated Prop 

1B  Total              

(FY 08 - 17) 

Total 

Remaining            

(FY 10-17)           

from SCO *  

 FY 2007-08 

Appropriated 

 Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid) 

FY 2008-09 

Appropriated

Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid)

 Approved by 

Caltrans - 

Postponed to 

Future Cycle 

FY 2009-10 

Appropriated     

Actual 

Allocations 

(Paid)

 Remaining to 

Allocate    

FY 2010-11 

Appropriated     

FY 2010-11 

Requests  

Pending Caltrans 

Approval and 

Future Bond Sale

Remaining to 

Allocate                

FY 2010-11

Actual 

Allocations (Paid)

Potential FY2014-

15 Appropriation - 

based on draft 

Governor's 

budget

Alameda CMA - for ACE 1,699,328 1,245,898 283,155 283,155 159,509 159,509 160,217 160,217 707,887             707,887                 -                           707,887               377,794               
Soltrans (Benicia before FY11) 129,528 94,966 21,583 21,583 12,158 12,212 24,370 53,957               53,957                 -                           28,797                 
Caltrain 41,108,705 30,139,739 6,849,847 6,849,847 3,858,715 3,858,715 3,875,844 3,875,844 17,124,618         12,100,000            5,024,618            -                           9,139,277            
CCCTA 5,117,254 3,751,827 852,676 852,676 480,337 480,337 482,469 482,469 2,131,691           2,131,691              -                           -                           1,137,667            
Dixon 41,542 30,459 6,922 6,922 3,900 3,900 3,917 3,917 17,306               17,306                   -                           17,306                 9,236                   
ECCTA 2,076,372 1,522,337 345,981 345,981 194,901 194,901 195,766 195,766 864,952             864,952                 -                           864,952               461,619               
Fairfield 724,664 531,302 120,749 120,749 68,021 68,021 68,323 68,323 301,872             301,872                 -                           -                           161,107               
GGBHTD 35,123,114 25,751,271 5,852,482 5,852,482 3,296,871 3,296,871 1,133,205 3,311,505 3,311,505 14,631,204         14,631,204            -                           -                           7,808,562            
Healdsburg 11,217 8,222 1,869 1,869 1,053 1,053 1,057 1,057 4,671                 4,671                     -                           4,671                   2,494                   
LAVTA 1,606,102 1,177,550 267,621 267,621 150,759 150,759 151,428 151,428 669,053             669,053                 -                           669,053               357,069               
NCPTA 429,082 314,592 71,497 71,497 40,276 40,276 40,455 40,455 178,743             178,743                 -                           178,743               95,394                 
SamTrans 48,424,898 35,503,763 8,068,927 8,068,927 2,568,430 2,568,430 4,565,635 4,565,635 20,172,317         16,972,150            3,200,167            199,960               10,765,811           
Santa Rosa 1,099,151 805,867 183,149 183,149 103,173 103,173 103,631 103,631 457,873             457,873                 -                           -                           244,363               
Sonoma County Transit 1,392,500 1,020,940 232,029 232,029 130,708 130,708 131,289 131,289 580,072             580,072                 -                           580,072               309,579               
Union City 411,210 301,488 68,519 68,519 38,599 38,599 38,770 38,770 171,297             171,297                 -                           -                           91,421                 
Soltrans (Vallejo before FY11) 5,933,235 4,350,078 988,641 988,641 556,930 556,930 559,402 559,402 2,471,601           2,471,601            -                           1,319,075            
VTA 143,993,645 105,572,064 23,993,323 23,993,323 13,516,126 13,516,126 13,576,124 13,576,124 59,983,308         34,604,590            25,378,718           13,626,257           32,012,632           
VTA - for ACE 2,371,371 1,738,624 395,136 395,136 222,592 222,592 223,580 223,580 987,841             987,841               -                           527,203               
WestCAT 2,484,810 1,821,792 414,038 414,038 233,239 233,239 234,275 234,275 1,035,095           1,035,095              -                           835,095               552,422               

 SUBTOTAL 294,177,728 215,682,779 49,018,144 49,018,144 25,636,297 25,624,139 1,133,205 27,735,899 27,723,687 24,370                     122,545,358       85,428,456            37,116,902           17,683,996           65,401,522           

AC Transit 94,030,133 68,940,231 15,668,020 15,668,020 8,826,245 8,826,245 0 8,865,424 8,865,424 39,170,051         39,170,051            -                           20,000,000           20,904,756           
BART 235,238,734 172,470,379 39,197,278 39,197,278 24,057,977 24,057,977 0 22,178,966 22,178,966 97,993,194         97,993,194            -                           39,999,373           52,298,219           
SFMTA 309,462,843 226,889,394 51,565,067 51,565,067 29,048,079 29,048,079 29,177,022 29,177,022 128,912,666       128,912,666          -                           128,912,666         68,799,706           

SUBTOTAL 638,731,711 468,300,004 106,430,365 106,430,365 61,932,301 61,932,301 0 60,221,412 60,221,412 -                              266,075,911 266,075,911 -                           188,912,039         142,002,681         

Revenue-based Total 932,909,439 683,982,783 155,448,509 155,448,509 87,568,598 87,556,440 1,133,205 87,957,311 87,945,099 24,370                     388,621,269 351,504,367 37,116,902 206,596,035         207,404,203         

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10 FY 2010-11

 Total 

Appropriated 

 Remaining to 

Appropriate 

Total State-wide Appropriated 600,000,000       350,000,000      350,000,000       1,500,000,000    2,800,000,000     800,000,000     

J:\PROJECT\Funding\Infastructure Bond\I-Bond\Transit\MTC Regional Transit Proposal - $347M\_Project Summary PTMISEA\[PTMISEA Project List_02_05_2014.xlsx]REV

*Total Remaining based on SCO letter dated October 30, 2009.  The State reduced the original estimate due to changes in PMIA loan interest and administrative charges. The State may revise this estimate again in the future.

ATTACHMENT 2 - DRAFT - REVENUE-BASED PROPOSITION 1B - PTMISEA

FY 2007-08 FY 2008-09 FY 2009-10  FY 2010-11
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 Agenda Item 3a 

 

TO: Legislation Committee DATE: May 2, 2014 

FR: Executive Director W. I.  1131 

RE: Senator Steinberg’s Cap and Trade Proposal  

In mid-April, Senate President Pro Tempore Darrell Steinberg announced his proposal for Cap 
and Trade (C&T) Funding in FY 2014-15 and over the long-term. This memo is based on the 
summary provided by Senator Steinberg’s office as part of the announcement. No bill language 
had been released at the time this memo was finalized so there are a number of important 
unanswered questions that will be key points of negotiation over the next several months as the 
Legislature considers the proposal.  
 
Significant Funding for Sustainable Communities and Public Transit  
The proposal is very favorable towards transportation and housing. Details of the funding 
proposal are shown below and on Table 1 on page 2 of this memo. 
 
40% for Affordable Housing & Sustainable Communities Implementation  

• At least 50 percent reserved for affordable housing in transit oriented developments  
• Other eligible categories include "active transportation, transportation efficiency and 

demand management projects"  
• The Strategic Growth Council would distribute the funds to regions and/or state agencies.  
• Once funds are distributed, projects would be selected based on competitive greenhouse 

gas (GHG) performance criteria 

30% for Transit capital and operations 
• Distributed based on competitive greenhouse gas (GHG) performance criteria 
• At least 5 percent reserved for transit connectivity projects 
• At least 5 percent reserved for "direct transit assistance to consumers" (such as subsidized 

transit passes) 

20% for High Speed Rail 
• Continuously appropriated, as sought by the Governor, so as to be available for bond 

payments 

10% for Complete Streets, including State Highway System preservation  
• Eligible projects to include traffic management, road repair, bikeways, retrofit of roads 

and highways 
• Distributed based on competitive greenhouse gas (GHG) performance criteria 
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How Much Funding Would Be Available?  
While it is impossible to predict exactly how much C&T funding will be available because of the 
nature of the auction system, below we provide an estimate of how much each category could 
receive based on three revenue scenarios and after the $610 million "off the top" takedown for 
the following non-transportation purposes:  

• $200 million for natural resource, water and waste 
• $200 million for a consumer “climate dividend” such as a tax rebate 
• $200 million for electric vehicle deployment 
• $10 million for green banking    

With respect to funding levels, it’s important to note that there are only estimates available.  
While Senator Steinberg’s proposal identifies a $5 billion annual funding estimate, other forecast 
have estimated a low-range of $2.6 billion and a midpoint of $3.5 billion for FY 2014-15.  
 
Table 1 Summary of Potential Annual Funding Levels by Program  
 

Dollars in $1,000s 

Steinberg 
Proposal 
Forecast   

ICFI Midpoint 
Forecast* ICFI Low Forecast 

Total Cap & Trade 
Revenue Estimate $5,000,000   $  3,516,000  $  2,637,000  

EV, Green Banking, 
Natural Resource, 
Water, etc. $  610,000  $ 610,000  $ 610,000  
Affordable Housing & 
Sustainable 
Communities $ 1,756,000  $ 1,162,400  $ 810,800  

Transit   $ 1,317,000  $ 871,800  $ 608,100  

High Speed Rail $ 878,000  $ 581,200  $ 405,400  
 
Complete Streets $ 439,000  $ 290,600  $ 202,700  
*ICF International, Modeling the Economic Impacts of AB 32 Auction Proceeds Investment Opportunities, December 2013  
http://www.icfi.com/insights/reports/2013/modeling-economic-impacts-of-ab-32-auction-proceeds-investment-opportunities 
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TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: May 19, 2014 

FR: Shruti Hari   

RE: Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) – FY15 & FY16 Policy Update  
 
The Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) Process and Criteria is the region’s policy for programming FTA formula funds 
for transit capital replacement and rehabilitation, preventive maintenance and operating costs.  In the last few 
months (February, March, April and May), staff brought a number of proposed revisions to the region’s TCP policy 
for programming the FY15 and FY16 FTA funds to the Transit Finance Working Group (TFWG) for feedback. 

Attached is a draft proposed TCP policy for FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 (MTC Resolution No. 4140) for your 
feedback.  Sections with significant changes from the policy for FY2012-13 and FY2013-14 have been highlighted.  
The draft incorporates all of the policy revisions discussed at the TFWG’s February 5, March 5, April 2 and May 7, 
2014 meetings.  The proposed policy for the most part extends to FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 the policies adopted for 
programming the FY2012-13 and FY2013-14 funds, with a number of new or updated provisions that are summarized 
below. 

1. Bus Van Pricelist – Update bus van pricelist for FY15 and FY16 
This item proposes an updated regional bus-van pricelist to be used for programming FTA Section 5307 and 
5339 funds for bus and van procurements in FY15 and FY16.  The current pricelist, which is incorporated into the 
Transit Capital Priorities Process and Criteria, extends through FY2013-14.  The pricelist was last updated in 
2009 and has only been escalated for inflation since.  The proposed pricelist is based on a survey of operators 
regarding costs of recent vehicle procurements, and is shown under Tables 4 and 5 (for FY2014-15 and FY2015-
16 respectively) in the draft Resolution No. 4140.  The proposed pricelist is still under discussion with Transit 
Finance Working Group members and additional adjustments to some of the proposed prices may be made 
before the policy is presented to the Commission. 

2. ADA Set Aside formula – Update to the ADA Set Aside formula to distribute 10% set-aside among operators 
Under the regional TCP policy, an amount equal to 10% of each participating urbanized area’s FTA Section 5307 
apportionment (FTA caps at 10%) is set aside to assist operators in defraying ADA paratransit operating 
expenses.  The reasons for updating the existing ADA programming formula were: a) The formula was developed 
over ten years ago and was not updated since, so most new operators are not included in the current formula; 
and, b) The existing formula was based primarily on revenue generations (the portion of the apportionments in 
each UA that are generated by each operator’s services as reported to NTD), and it would be appropriate to 
evaluate whether a new formula based on other factors such as paratransit costs and ridership would be more 
appropriate to distribute the 10% set-aside among operators.  

Based on TFWG’s feedback, the prior ADA formula was updated with a new formula based on the following 
factors: a) Annual Demand Response Operating Expenses (40%), b) Annual Demand Response Ridership (40%), 
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and c) Annual Overall Ridership (20%) (Data Source: NTD, Year: 2012).  Table 7 in the draft Resolution No. 4140 
shows the ADA percentages by operator and urbanized area for the FY15 and FY16 programming period. 

3. Fixed Guideway Caps – Update the regional fixed guideway total and individual operator caps 
This item proposes an update to the fixed guideway (FG) project caps.  The caps limit the amount of funding for 
FG replacement and rehabilitation, including track, guideway, train control and traction power systems, fare 
collection equipment, ferry propulsion systems and other major components, docks, floats, and dredging.  The 
total amount available for FG caps is based on projected FTA revenues compared to vehicle replacements and 
other Score 16 needs over the next ten years.  The cap for each FG operator is based on the operator’s share of 
projected FG needs in Plan Bay Area. The updated fixed guideway projections are shown under Table 3 of the 
draft Resolution No. 4140.  The “Project Funding Caps” section of the TCP policy was also updated to clarify that 
programming for replacement/rehabilitation of both the wayside fare collection as well as the on board fare 
collection equipment for fixed guideway vehicles must be within the operator’s cap amount. 

4. Other Project  Caps – Clarify the application of the $5M equipment replacement project cap to Clipper 
The policy currently caps funding for equipment replacement projects other than revenue vehicles and fixed 
guideway infrastructure (which have separate project caps) at $5M per project.  MTC staff will propose to the 
TFWG revised language to clarify how the cap applies to replacement of Clipper fare collection equipment, which, 
unlike other equipment replacement projects, is centralized under MTC.  The proposed language will be provided 
to the TFWG this month but is not included in the attached draft resolution. 

5. Core Capacity – Programming to be consistent with the Core Capacity Challenge Grant Program (CCCGP) 
(Resolution No. 4123)  
The Transit Core Capacity Challenge Grant program, brought to the PTAC in November 2013 and adopted by 
the Commission in December 2013, makes a policy commitment of approximately $7.4 billion in federal, state, 
regional and local funds over the FY2014-15 to FY2029-30 period to high-priority transit capital projects that 
will improve the capacity and state of good repair of transit services in the urban core of the region.  

The next steps in developing this program will be to work with BART, SFMTA and AC Transit on the cash flow 
needs and timing of their projects and their local revenues, and to work with the TFWG on developing the 
FY15 and FY16 rounds of the TCP program. Various sections of the TCP policy were updated to reflect that TCP 
programming for all projects identified in the CCCGP will be consistent with the funding amounts, local match 
requirements and other terms and conditions specified in MTC Resolution No. 4123. 

6. Vehicle Replacement Policy – Currently age is the only factor for determining when a vehicle is eligible for 
replacement funding.  Under MTC’s Transit Capital Priorities policy, to be eligible for replacement, vehicles 
need to meet certain age requirements (depending on type of asset being replaced) in the year of 
programming, e.g., 12 years for a standard heavy-duty bus.   
Staff opened this up for discussion to determine if the working group preferred to re-assess the policy to consider 
other factors like mileage, passenger miles, ridership, and type of service for replacement of assets. The working 
group acknowledged the challenges of data collection related to the other factors but agreed that the TCP policy 
could incorporate the FTA policy regarding vehicle replacement which establishes a minimum of “12 years or 
500,000 miles in service before retirement whichever comes first”.  

7. 1% Security Policy – Section 5307 of the Federal Transit Act requires 1% of 5307 apportionments to be spent 
on public transit security needs. An updated 5307 circular (FTA Circular 9030.1E - January 16, 2014) allows 
designated recipients to comply with this requirement at an urbanized area level rather than at an individual 
grant level.  The Program of Projects will include programming for security projects of at least 1% of the 
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apportionment in each UA.  The security programming may not apply to all eligible operators in a UA, 
depending on need for security projects. 

8. TSP Recommendations – Staff will continue to assess opportunities for joint procurements and coordinated 
operations.  “Compensation for cost-effective bus purchases”, which allows operators that achieve savings by 
requesting less than the full pricelist amount for vehicle replacements to be eligible for financial 
compensation, was added to the TCP policy to serve as an incentive for joint procurements. 

9. MAP-21 Requirements/ Circulars – The TCP policy may need to be revised at a later date to reflect 
information from the various program circulars (as they are issued by FTA). 

10. Number of Years Covered by Policy/Program– Staff will develop a two-year program, unless there is an 
indication that the re-authorization bill will cover a longer period, in which case we would program up to a 
maximum of three years. We would still prepare a two-year program if Congress enacts a short term (one-
year) extension of MAP-21 with the second year being provisional. 

11. TAM Requirements – The TCP policy will be updated to integrate Transit Asset Management requirements, 
depending on FTA rulemaking. 

12. Updated TCP Development Schedule -  Shown below: 
 

ACTION MONTH 

Policy Updates with TFWG January, February, March, April, May 

Policy to Commission for Approval June 

Issue Call for Projects June 

Programming Requests Due August 

First Rough Draft of Program/ Discussion of Issues September 

Draft Preliminary Program to TFWG October 

Operators to enter Program into FMS October/November 

Final Program to Commission for Approval December 

TIP Amendment to Commission for Approval December 

Federal Approval of TIP Amendment Feb – March 2015 
 

Staff welcomes the Working Group’s feedback.  Please contact Shruti Hari (shari@mtc.ca.gov or 510-817-5960) or 
Glen Tepke (gtepke@mtc.ca.gov or 510-817-5781) with any questions or comments. 

Attachments: 

• Draft MTC Resolution No. 4140 

 

J:\COMMITTE\Partnership\Partnership TAC\_2014 PTAC\14 PTAC Memos\02_May 19 14 PTAC\06_Transit Capital Priorities - FY15 & FY16 Policy 
Update.doc 
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 Date: June 25, 2014 
 W.I.: 1512 
 Referred By: PAC 
 
 

ABSTRACT 
Resolution No. 4140 

 
This resolution approves the process and establishes the criteria for programming the FY2014-15 
and FY2015-16 FTA Section 5307 Urbanized Area, Section 5337 State of Good Repair, Section 
5339 Bus and Bus Facilities, and Cycle 2 STP/CMAQ Transit Capital Rehabilitation Program 
funds in the San Francisco Bay Area. 
 
This resolution includes the following attachment: 
 

Attachment A - San Francisco Bay Area Transit Capital Priorities Criteria for FY2014-15 
and FY2015-16 FTA Formula Funds and Cycle 2 STP/CMAQ Transit 
Capital Rehabilitation Funds 

 
Further discussion of the Transit Capital Priorities Policy is contained in the Programming and 
Allocation Committee Summary Sheet dated June 11, 2013. 
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 Date: June 25, 2014 
 W.I.: 1512 
 Referred By: PAC 
 
RE: San Francisco Bay Area Transit Capital Priorities Process and Criteria 

 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4140 
 
 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional transportation 
planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code Sections 66500 et seq.; and  
 
 WHEREAS, MTC is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the nine-county 
Bay Area and is required to prepare and endorse a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) which includes 
a list of priorities for transit capital projects; and 
 
 WHEREAS, MTC has worked cooperatively with the cities, counties and transit operators in the 
region to establish a process and a set of criteria for the selection of transit capital projects to be included in 
the TIP; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the process and criteria to be used in the selection and ranking of projects are set forth in 
Attachment A, which is incorporated herein as though set forth at length; now, therefore, be it 
 
 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the Transit Capital Priorities Process and Criteria as set forth in 
Attachment A; and, be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that MTC will use the process and criteria to program Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) Sections 5307, 5337 and 5339 funds or any successor programs for FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 and 
Cycle 2 STP/CMAQ Transit Capital Rehabilitation Program funds for FY2012-13 through FY2015-16 to 
finance transit projects in the San Francisco Bay Area region; and, be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that the Executive Director of MTC is authorized and directed to forward a copy of this 
resolution to the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and such agencies as may be appropriate. 
 
 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
   
 Amy Rein Worth, Chair 
 
The above resolution was entered into by the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
at a regular meeting of the Commission held 
in Oakland, California on June 25, 2014. 
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 W.I.: 1512 
 Referred By: PAC 
 
 Attachment A 
 Resolution No. 4140 
 Page 1 of 42 
 
 
 
 
San Francisco Bay Area Transit Capital Priorities Criteria for FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 

FTA Formula Funds and Cycle 2 STP/CMAQ Transit Capital Rehabilitation Funds 
 

For development of the FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 
Transit Capital Priorities and Transit Performance Initiative Project Lists 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter 

101 Eighth Street  
Oakland, CA 94607 

PTAC 051914: Page 27 of 70



 Attachment A 
  Resolution No. 4140 
    Page 2 of 42 
 

  

 
 
 

T a b l e  o f  C o n t e n t s  
 
 
 

I. BACKGROUND .................................................................................................. 3 

II. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES ................................................................................. 3 

III. FTA FORMULA FUNDS .................................................................................... 5 

A. TCP Application Process ......................................................................................................... 5 

B. Project Eligibility ...................................................................................................................... 8 

C. Programming Policies ............................................................................................................ 25 

IV. CYCLE 2 STP/CMAQ TRANSIT CAPITAL REHABILITATION PROGRAM ........... 36 

APPENDIX 1 – BOARD RESOLUTION ........................................................................ 38 

APPENDIX 2 – OPINION OF COUNSEL ...................................................................... 41 

 

 
 
 

 

PTAC 051914: Page 28 of 70



 Attachment A 
  Resolution No. 4140 
    Page 3 of 42 
 

  

FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 Transit Capital Priorities Process & Criteria 
 

I. BACKGROUND 

The Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) Criteria applies to the programming of: 
•     Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Urbanized Area Formula (Section 5307), 

State of Good Repair (Section 5337) and Bus and Bus Facilities (Section 5339) 
funds or any successor programs;,  

•     Federal Highway Administration Surface Transportation Program funds 
dedicated to transit capital rehabilitation in the Commission’s Second Cycle 
Programming Policy (MTC Resolution No. 4035, Revised); 

• .  Proceeds of any financing required to advance future FTA or STP revenues to 
fund annual TCP or Core Capacity Challenge Grant programs of projects. 

 
The FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 TCP Criteria are the rules, in part, for establishing a 
program of projects for eligible transit operators in the San Francisco Bay Area Region’s 
large urbanized areas (UA) of San Francisco/Oakland (SF/O), San Jose (SJ), Concord, 
Santa Rosa (SR), and Antioch; and the small urbanized areas of Vallejo, Fairfield, 
Vacaville, Napa, Livermore, Gilroy-Morgan Hill (GM), and Petaluma.  
 
Congress has not yet adopted authorizing legislation for the FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 
programs. MTC anticipates that the FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 programs will be 
authorized by Federal authorizing legislation that succeeds the Moving Ahead for 
Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) legislation enacted by Congress and signed into 
law in July 2012.  This policy assumes no FTA program or policy changes; revisions to 
the policy will be proposed after the re-authorization is adopted if needed. 
 
As of the date of the adoption of the TCP Criteria, FTA has not yet issued final guidance 
for the implementation of the new funding programs under MAP-21.  MTC and the 
Partnership will revisit and recommend updates to the policy if required to conform to 
future FTA rules and guidance. 
 
In December 2013, MTC adopted Resolution No. 4123 or the Transit Core Capacity 
Challenge Grant Program (CCCGP) which establishes a policy commitment of 
approximately $7.4 billion in federal, state, regional and local funds to high-priority 
transit capital projects that will improve the capacity and state of good repair of transit 
services in the urban core of the region. The CCCGP will determine the TCP program 
amounts for certain projects and sponsors.  A more detailed description of the CCCGP is 
provided on Page 35 of Attachment A to this resolution. 

II. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

The FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) Criteria are the rules, in 
part, for establishing a program of projects for eligible transit operators in the San 
Francisco Bay Area Region’s large urbanized areas (UA) of San Francisco/Oakland 

PTAC 051914: Page 29 of 70



 Attachment A 
  Resolution No. 4140 
    Page 4 of 42 
 

  

(SF/O), San Jose (SJ), Concord, Santa Rosa (SR), and Antioch; and the small urbanized 
areas of Vallejo, Fairfield, Vacaville, Napa, Livermore, Gilroy-Morgan Hill (GM), and 
Petaluma.  
 
The goal of the TCP Criteria is to fund transit projects that are most essential to the 
region and consistent with Transportation 2035, Plan Bay Area, the region’s current 
2825-year plan. TCP also implements elements of the Transit Sustainability Project 
recommendation (MTC Resolution No. 4060).  Among the region’s objectives for the 
TCP are to: 
 
Fund basic capital requirements:  All eligible projects are to be considered in TCP score 
order, with emphasis given to the most essential projects that replace and sustain the 
existing transit system capital plant.  MTC will base the list of eligible replacement and 
expansion projects on information provided by the transit operators in response to a call 
for projects, or on information provided through the CCCGP.  Operator-proposed projects 
should be based on Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) service objectives or other board-
approved capital plans.  Also, after FTA publishes and adopts the final Transit Asset 
Management (TAM) rule required by MAP-21, requests for replacement/rehabilitation of 
assets should be consistent with TAM plans.  All projects not identified as candidates for 
the TCP process are assumed to be funded by other fund sources and are so identified in 
operators' SRTPs or capital plans. 
 
Maintain reasonable fairness to all operators:  Tests of reasonable fairness are to be 
based on the total funding available to each operator over a period of time, the level and 
type of service provided, timely obligation of prior year grants, and other relevant factors.  
(A proportional share distributed to each operator is specifically not an objective.) 
 
Complement other MTC funding programs for transit:  MTC has the lead responsibility 
in programming regional Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion 
Mitigation-Air Quality (CMAQ) funds, and State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) funds.  Transit capital projects are also eligible for funding under these federal and 
state programs.  Development of the TCP will complement the programming of STP, 
CMAQ, and STIP funds to maximize the financial resources available in order to fund the 
most essential projects for the San Francisco Bay Area’s transit properties.  
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III. FTA FORMULA FUNDS 
 

A. TCP Application Process 
 

The Transit Finance Working Group (TFWG) serves as the forum for discussing TCP and 
other transit programming issues.  Each transit operator in the MTC region is responsible 
for appointing a representative to staff the Transit Finance Working Group (TFWG).  The 
TFWG serves in an advisory capacity to the MTC Partnership Technical Advisory 
Committee (PTAC).  All major programming-related decisions are to be reviewed with 
PTAC.  In general, the MTC Programming and Allocations Committee and the full 
Commission take action on the TCP and any other transit-related funding programs after 
the TFWG and PTAC has reviewed them. 
 
Capital Program Submittal 
For the purposes of programming, project sponsors will submit requests for funding in 
accordance with detailed instructions in MTC’s call for projects.  The level of detail must 
be sufficient to allow for MTC to screen and score the project.   
Board Approval 
MTC requires that operators seek board approval prior to programming projects in the 
TIP.  The board resolution for FY2014-15 and FY2015-16 programming should be 
submitted by December 10, 2014, the planned date when the Programming and 
Allocations Committee will consider the proposed program.  If a board resolution cannot 
be provided by this date due to board meeting schedule constraints, applicants should 
indicate in a cover memo with their application when the board resolution will be 
adopted.  Appendix 1 is a sample resolution of board support. 
 
Opinion of Counsel 
Project sponsors have the option of including specified terms and conditions within the 
Resolution of Local Support as included in Appendix 1.  If a project sponsor elects not to 
include the specified language within the Resolution of Local Support, then the sponsor 
shall provide MTC with a current Opinion of Counsel stating that the agency is an 
eligible sponsor of projects for the FTA Section 5307, 5309 FG, 5337 and/or 5339 
programs; that the agency is authorized to perform the project for which funds are 
requested; that there is no legal impediment to the agency applying for the funds; and that 
there is no pending or anticipated litigation which might adversely affect the project or 
the ability of the agency to carry out the project.  A sample format is provided on 
Appendix 2. 
 
Screening projects 
MTC staff will evaluate all projects for conformance with the Screening Criteria (Section 
III) below.  Certain requirements must be met for a project to reach the scoring stage of 
the Transit Capital Priorities process.  Operators will be informed by MTC staff if a 
project has failed to meet the screening criteria, and will be given an opportunity to 
submit additional information for clarification.   
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Scoring projects 
MTC staff will only score those projects, which have passed the screening process.  
Based on the score assignment provided in Section IV below, MTC staff will inform 
operators of the score given to each project.  Operators may be asked to provide 
additional information for clarification.   
 
Programming Projects/Assigning projects to fund source   
Projects passing screening and scoring criteria will be considered for programming in the 
TCP in the year proposed, however, projects will only be programmed in the 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) if the following conditions are met: 1) 
funding is available in the year proposed, and 2) funds can be obligated by the operator in 
the year proposed.  Project funds sources will be assigned by MTC staff and will be based 
on project eligibility and the results of Multi-County Agreement model.   
 
FTA Public Involvement Process and Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
FTA Public Involvement Process:  To receive a FTA grant, a grant applicant must meet 
certain public participation requirements in development of the FTA programs.  As 
provided for in FTA Circular 9030.1DE (revised May 1January 16, 20143), FTA 
considers a grantee to have met the public participation requirements associated with the 
annual development of the Program of Projects when the grantee follows the public 
involvement process outlined in the FHWA/FTA planning regulations for the TIP.  In lieu 
of a separate public involvement process, MTC will follow the public involvement 
process for the TIP. 
 
Annual Programming in the TIP:  MTC, in cooperation with the state and eligible transit 
operators, is required to develop a TIP for the MTC Region.  The TIP is a listing of 
federally funded transportation projects, projects requiring a federal action, and projects 
deemed regionally significant.  The TIP is a four-year programming document.  TCP 
programming in each year of the TIP will be financially constrained to the estimated 
apportionment level.  Programming adjustments in the TIP will be done in consultation 
with eligible transit operators in the MTC region.   
 
Changes to Transit Capital Priorities Program 
Amendments may be allowed only in certain circumstances.  The following general 
principles govern the changes: 
 
• Amendments are not routine.  Any proposed changes will be carefully studied. 

 
• Amendments are subject to MTC and TFWG review. 

 
• Amendments which adversely impact another operator's project will not be included 

without the prior agreement of other operators to the change.  
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• Amendments will be acceptable only when proposed changes are within the prescribed 
financial constraints of the TIP. 

 
• Emergency or urgent projects will be considered on a case-by-case basis as exceptions. 

 
Operators proposing the change must provide relevant information to substantiate the 
urgency of the proposed amendment.  Projects that impede delivery of other projects will 
be considered only if an agreement can be reached between the affected operators for 
deferring or eliminating the affected projects from consideration.   
 
Funding Shortfalls 
If final apportionments for the FTA formula programs come in lower than MTC has 
previously estimated, MTC staff will first redistribute programming to other urbanized 
areas with surplus apportionments in which the projects are eligible, and, second, 
negotiate with operators to constrain projects costs or defer projects to a future year.  If 
sufficient resolution is not possible, MTC will consider additional information, including 
project readiness, prior funding (if the project is a phased multi-year project), whether the 
project had been previously deferred, and the amount of federal funds that each of the 
concerned operators received in recent years, in making reductions to programming.  
 
Project Review 
Each operator is expected to complete their own Federal grant application using FTA’s 
Transportation Electronic Award and Management (TEAM) system.  MTC staff will 
review grant applications and will submit concurrence letters to FTA on behalf of project 
sponsors as needed. 
 
Program Period 
The TCP Criteria will be used to develop a program of projects for FY2014-15 and 
FY2015-16 FTA Formula Funds.  The number of years covered by each TCP policy 
update is generally aligned with the years covered by the current federal authorization, 
and the region typically adopts multi-year programs to help operators with multi-year 
capital budgeting, and to help the region take a longer-term view of capital replacement 
needs.  MAP-21 authorizes FTA funding programs for federal fiscal years 2012-13 and 
2013-14. If Congress enacts multi-year authorization (more than two years), then MTC 
would assess whether to extend the policy and program to support multi-year capital 
planning. If Congress enacts a short-term (one-year) extension of MAP-21, MTC would 
prepare a two-year program with the second year being provisional. 
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TCP Development Schedule  
To the extent possible, the region will adhere to the schedule proposed in the table below 
in developing the FY20142-153 – FY20153-164 TCP program.  If a change in the 
schedule is required, MTC will notify participants of the TCP program development 
process in a timely fashion. 
 

TCP Policy / Programming Start Date Finish/Due Date 
TFWG TCP Policy Discussions  January, 2014 May, 2014 
Call for projects June, 2014 August/Sept, 2014 
TCP Policy to PAC/Commission June, 2014 

TCP/AB 664 program to TFWG  November, 2014 
TCP/AB 664 programs to 
PAC/Commission 

December, 2014 

TCP TIP amendment to 
PAC/Commission 

December, 2014 

 
B. Project Eligibility 

Federal Requirements and Eligibility 
 
Federal Legislation 
Projects selected will conform to the requirements of the successor to MAP-21 (or 
SAFETEA-LU in the case of Section 5309 FG), Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 
(CAAA), the California Clean Air Act (CCAA), and the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA).   
 
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) Architecture Policy 
Project sponsors will be required to meet the Federal Transit Administration’s National 
ITS Architecture Policy as established by FTA Federal Register Notice Number 66 FR 
1455 published January 8, 2001 and as incorporated by the regional architecture policy 
which can be accessed at:  http://www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/ITS/index.htm. 
 
1% Security Policy 
Project sponsors are also required to meet the FTA 1% security set-aside provisions as 
established in the FY2004-05 Certifications and Assurances, FTA Federal Register 
Notice Number 69 FR 62521 published on October 26, 2004, and as it may be refined by 
FTA in future notifications.   An updated circular (FTA Circular 9030.1E - January 16, 
2014) allows designated recipients to comply with this requirement at an urbanized area 
level rather than at an individual grant level. The POP will include programming for 
security projects of at least 1% of the apportionment in each UA.  The security 
programming may not apply to all eligible operators in a UA, depending on need for 
security projects. 
 
Program Eligibility 
Program eligibility is based on the statutory eligibility for the FTA Section 5307, 5309 
FG, 5337 and 5339 programs.  Following are the program eligibility for each of the three 
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funding programs authorized by MAP-21. and MTC will develop the program under the 
assumption that there will be no change to the FTA rules and guidance under the new 
authorizing legislation.  If revisions to eligibility for these programs are adopted as part of 
reauthorizing legislation of  FTA circulars or other guidance issued for the new funding 
programs, the region will consider conforming amendments to the TCP policy. 
 
FTA Section 5307 Urbanized Area Federally Defined Program Eligibility (Statutory 
Reference: 49USC5307):  Capital projects; planning; job access and reverse commute 
projects; and operating costs of equipment and facilities for use in public transportation in 
urbanized areas with a population of fewer than 200,000, and, in certain circumstances, in 
urbanized areas with a population greater than 200,000.  Eligible capital projects 
include— 
(A) acquiring, constructing, supervising, or inspecting equipment or a facility for use in 

public transportation, expenses incidental to the acquisition or construction (including 
designing, engineering, location surveying, mapping, and acquiring rights-of-way), 
payments for the capital portions of rail trackage rights agreements, transit-related 
intelligent transportation systems, relocation assistance, acquiring replacement 
housing sites, and acquiring, constructing, relocating, and rehabilitating replacement 
housing; 

(B) rehabilitating a bus; 
(C) remanufacturing a bus; 
(D) overhauling rail rolling stock; 
(E) preventive maintenance; 
(F) leasing equipment or a facility for use in public transportation 
(G) a joint development improvement that meet specified requirements 
(H) the introduction of new technology, through innovative and improved products, into 

public transportation; 
(I) the provision of nonfixed route paratransit transportation services in accordance with 

section 223 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12143), under 
specified circumstances; 

(J) establishing a debt service reserve to ensure the timely payment of principal and 
interest on bonds issued by a grant recipient to finance an eligible project 

(K) mobility management; and 
(L) associated capital maintenance. 
 
 FTA Section 5309 Fixed Guideway Federally Defined Program Eligibility (Statutory 
Reference: 49USC5309): Capital projects to modernize or improve fixed guideway 
systems are eligible including purchase and rehabilitation of rolling stock and ferries, 
track, line equipment, structures, ferry floats, ramps and other ferry fixed guideway 
connectors, ferry navigational equipment and related components, signals and 
communications, power equipment and substations, passenger stations and terminals, 
security equipment and systems, maintenance facilities and equipment, operational 
support equipment including computer hardware and software, system extensions, and 
preventive maintenance. 
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FTA Section 5337 State of Good Repair Federally Defined Program Eligibility (Statutory 
Reference: 49USC5337):  Capital projects to maintain fixed guideway and high intensity 
motorbus public transportation systems in a state of good repair, including projects to 
replace and rehabilitate— 
(A) rolling stock; 
(B) track; 
(C) line equipment and structures; 
(D) signals and communications; 
(E) power equipment and substations; 
(F) passenger stations and terminals; 
(G) security equipment and systems; 
(H) maintenance facilities and equipment; 
(I) operational support equipment, including computer hardware and software; and 
(J) development and implementation of a transit asset management plan. 
 
The term ‘fixed guideway’ means a public transportation facility: 
(A) using and occupying a separate right-of-way for the exclusive use of public 

transportation; 
(B) using rail; 
(C) using a fixed catenary system; 
(D) for a passenger ferry system; or 
(E) for a bus rapid transit system. 
 
The term ‘high intensity motorbus’ means public transportation that is provided on a 
facility with access for other high-occupancy vehicles. 
 
FTA Section 5339 Bus and Bus Facilities Federally Defined Program Eligibility 
(Statutory Reference: 49USC5339):  Capital projects— 
(1) to replace, rehabilitate, and purchase buses and related equipment; and 
(2) to construct bus-related facilities. 
 
Regional Requirements and Eligibility 
 
Urbanized Area Eligibility  
Transit operators are required to submit annual reports to the National Transit Database.  
Service factors reported in large urbanized areas partially determine the amounts of FTA 
Section 5307, 5309 FG, 5337 and 5339 funds generated in the region.  MTC staff will 
work with members of the Partnership to coordinate reporting of service factors in order 
to maximize the amount of funds generated in the region and to determine urbanized area 
eligibility.  An operator is eligible to claim FTA funds only in designated urbanized areas 
as outlined in Table 1 below.  Eligibility is based on geographical operations, NTD 
reporting, and agreements with operators.  
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Table 1.  Urbanized Area Eligibility 
Urbanized Area Eligible Transit Operators 

San Francisco-Oakland AC Transit, ACE, BART, Caltrain, GGBHTD, Marin 
County Transit District, SFMTA, SamTrans, Union City 
Transit, Solano County Transit (ADA Paratransit Operating 
Set-Aside only), Water Emergency Transportation 
Authority, WestCAT 

San Jose ACE, Caltrain, VTA 
Concord ACE, BART, CCCTA, LAVTA 
Antioch BART, ECCTA 
Santa Rosa GGBHTD, Santa Rosa City Bus, Sonoma County Transit 

Vallejo Napa Vine on behalf of American Canyon, Solano County 
Transit 

Fairfield Fairfield-Suisun Transit 
Vacaville Vacaville Transit 
Napa Napa VINE 
Livermore ACE, LAVTA 
Gilroy-Morgan Hill Caltrain, VTA 
Petaluma GGBHTD, Petaluma Transit, Sonoma County Transit 

 
(i) Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) is eligible to claim funds in four of the San 

Francisco Bay Area’s urbanized areas according to Federal Transit Administration 
statute.  ACE has entered into an agreement with other operators eligible to claim 
funds in the San Jose UA, which prevents ACE from claiming funds in that UA. 
Likewise, ACE has also determined that they will be reporting their Livermore area 
revenue miles in the Stockton UA and have elected not to seek funding from the 
Livermore UA.  The project element that the Regional Priority Model would 
apportion to these two urbanized areas will be deducted from the total amount of 
their capital request.  ACE operates on track privately owned by Union Pacific. 
Requests for track rehabilitation, maintenance, and or upgrades for funding in the 
San Francisco-Oakland and Concord UAs will be assessed for eligibility upon 
review of the ACE and Union Pacific agreement. 

 
(ii) Santa Rosa City Bus and Sonoma County will apportion Santa Rosa urbanized area 

funding in accordance with previous agreementsan updated agreement that took 
effect in FY14 (7558% Santa Rosa City Bus and 2542% Sonoma County).   

 
(iii) Golden Gate Bridge and Highway Transportation District (GGBHTD) is eligible to 

claim funds in the Santa Rosa Urbanized Areas.  However, as a result of an 
agreement between the operators and discussion with the TFWG, GGBHTD will 
not claim funds from the Santa Rosa UA at this time.  However, should it become 
advantageous to the region for GGBHTD to report revenue miles in the Santa Rosa 
UA and thereby claim funds in that UA, agreements between the operators will be 
re-evaluated.  Golden Gate is an eligible claimant for funds in the Petaluma UA, 
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and in years where extensive capital need in other urbanized areas in the region is 
high; Golden Gate’s projects could be funded in the Petaluma UA.   

 
(iv) Funding agreements between operators in the San Jose and Gilroy-Morgan Hill UAs 

are subject to the conditions outlined in the Caltrain Joint Powers Board Agreement. 
 
(v) Solano County Transit is eligible to receive ADA Paratransit Operating Set-Aside 

funds (see Section V Programming Policies) from the San Francisco-Oakland 
urbanized area; all other projects will be programmed from the Vallejo urbanized 
area. 

 
Eligibility for New Operators 
New operators will be required to meet the following criteria before becoming eligible for 
TCP funding: 
 
• The operator provides public transit services in the San Francisco Bay Area that are 

compatible with the region’s Regional Transportation Plan. 
 

• The operator is an FTA grantee. 
 

• The operator has filed NTD reports for at least two years prior to the first year of 
programming, e.g., has filed an NTD report for 2011 services and intends to file a 
report for 2012 to be eligible for FY13 TCP funding. 

 
• The operator has executed a Cooperative Planning Agreement with MTC. 

 
• The operator has submitted a current SRTP or other board-approved capital plan to 

MTC. 
 
Screening Criteria 
A project must conform to the following threshold requirements before the project can be 
scored and ranked in the TCP project list.  Screening criteria envelops three basic areas.  
The following subheadings are used to group the screening criteria. 
 
• Consistency Requirements; 
 
• Financial Requirements; 
 
• Project Specific Requirements; 

 
Consistency Requirements:  The proposed project must be consistent with the currently 
adopted Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).  Smaller projects must be consistent with 
the policy direction of the RTP, as the RTP does not go into a sufficient level of detail to 
specifically list them. 
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The proposed project must be consistent with the requirements of MTC’s Transit 
Coordination Implementation Plan as set forth in MTC Resolution 3866. 
 
Projects near or crossing county boundaries must be consistent/complementary with the 
facility (or proposed facility) in the adjacent county. 
 
Projects must be included in an operator’s Short Range Transit Plan or other board-
approved capital plan, or in an adopted local or regional plan (such as Congestion 
Management Programs, Countywide transportation plans pursuant to AB3705, the 
Seaport and Airport Plans, the State Implementation Plan, the Ozone Attainment Plan, the 
Regional Transportation Plan, and local General Plans). Also, after FTA publishes and 
adopts the final Transit Asset Management (TAM) rule, requests for 
replacement/rehabilitation of assets should be consistent with TAM plans required by the 
rule. 
 
Financial Requirements:  The proposed project has reasonable cost estimates, is 
supported by an adequate financial plan with all sources of funding identified and a 
logical cash flow, and has sensible phasing.  Transit operators must demonstrate financial 
capacity, to be documented in the adopted TIP, as required by the FTA.  All facilities that 
require an ongoing operating budget to be useful must demonstrate that such financial 
capacity exists. 
 
Project Specific Requirements:  All projects must be well defined.  There must be clear 
project limits, intended scope of work, and project concept.  Planning projects to further 
define longer range federally eligible projects are acceptable.  Examples of  projects 
include: 
 
• Replacement/rehab of one revenue vehicle sub-fleet or ferry vessel; a sub-fleet is 

defined as the same bus size, manufacturer, and year; or any portion of a train set that 
reaches the end of its useful life at a common time. 

 
• Train control or traction power replacement/rehab needs for a given year. 
 
• Fixed guideway replacement/rehab needs for a given year (e.g., track replacement and 

related fixed guideway costs, ferry fixed guideway connectors). 
 
All projects must be well justified, and have a clear need directly addressed by the 
project.  All assets that would be replaced or rehabilitated must be included in the 
Regional Transit Capital Inventory (RTCI), a database of all transit capital assets in the 
region.  Vehicle replacement projects, in particular, must identify the specific vehicles 
being replaced as listed in the RTCI. 
 
 
A proposed project includes an implementation plan that adequately provides for any 
necessary clearances and approvals.  
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The proposed project must be advanced to a state of readiness for implementation in the 
year indicated.  For this requirement, a project is considered to be ready if grants for the 
project can be obligated within one year of the award date; or in the case of larger 
construction projects, obligated according to an accepted implementation schedule. 
 
Asset Useful Life 
To be eligible for replacement or rehabilitation, assets must meet the following age 
requirements in the year of programming:  

 
Table 2.  Useful Life of Assets 

 
Notes: 
(1) A paratransit van is a specialized van used in paratransit service only such as service 
for the elderly and handicapped.  Three general categories of vans are acceptable in 
Transit Capital Priorities: Minivans, Standard Conversion Vans, and Small Medium-
Duty Coaches.  The age requirements for each type are 4, 5, and 7 years respectively.   
(2) Includes Caltrain and ACE commuter rail and BART urban rail cars. 
(3) Light weight ferries will not generally last beyond a 25-year useful life.  Propulsion and 
major component elements of lightweight ferries can be replaced in TCP without extending 
the useful life beyond its anticipated useful life of 25 years.  
(4) Used vehicles are eligible to receive a proportionate level of funding based on the type 
of vehicle and number of years of additional service.  (See “used vehicle replacement” 
Section IV, Definition of Project Categories). 
 

Heavy-Duty Buses, other than  Over-
the-Road-Coaches* 

12 years (or 500,000 miles in service) 

Over-the-Road-Coaches* 14 years (or 500,000 miles in service) 
Medium-Duty Buses* 10 years (or 500,000 miles in service) 
* (or an additional 5 years for buses rehabilitated with TCP funding) 
Van1 4, 5, or 7 years,  depending on type 
Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) 25 years 
Trolley 15 years 
Heavy Railcar2 25 years 
Locomotive 25 years 
(or an additional 20 years for railcars rehabilitated with TCP funding) 
Heavy/Steel Hull Ferries 30 years 
(or an additional 20 years for railcars rehabilitated with TCP funding) 
Light Weight/Aluminum Hull Ferries3 25 years 
Used Vehicles4 Varies by type 
Tools and Equipment 10 years 
Service Vehicle 7 years 
Non-Revenue Vehicle 7 years 
Track Varies by track type 
Trolley Overhead/3rd Rail Varies by type of OVHD/3rd rail 
Facility Varies by facility and component replaced 
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Early Replacement Programming Requests 
Requests to program vehicle replacement funds one or two years prior to the first eligible 
year in order to advance procurements or to replace vehicles with higher than normal 
maintenance costs will be considered if the proposal has minimal impacts on other 
operators and can be accommodated within the region’s fiscal constraints. 
 
Exceptions for replacement of assets prior to the end of their useful life may be considered 
only if an operator has secured FTA approval for early retirement, which must occur before 
the annual apportionment has been released. 
 
Compensation for Deferred Replacement (Bus Replacement Beyond Minimum 
Useful Life) 
Operators that voluntarily replace buses or vans beyond the minimum federally eligible 
useful life specified in Table 2 will be eligible for either of two financial compensations: 
 
Option 1.  Operators receive all of the savings, but need to apply the savings to capital 
replacement and rehab projects (Score 10-16).   
 
Option 2.  Operators receive half of the savings to the region created by later replacement 
of vehicles, which may be programmed to lower scoring eligible projects. 
 
Savings to the region are calculated based on the pricelist cost and minimum useful life of 
the vehicle type.  For example, if replacement of a bus with a 12-year useful life and a 
$600,000 replacement cost (federal share) is deferred for two years, the savings to the 
region would be 2/12 x $600,000 = $100,000.  Under Option 1, the operator would 
receive $100,000 for eligible Score 10-16 capital projects.  Under Option 2, the operator 
would receive $50,000, which could be programmed for any eligible project.  The region 
would retain the other $50,000 in savings to be programmed to other needs in accordance 
with the TCP policy.  Operators may choose between Option 1 and Option 2. 
 
For operators that are proposing to take advantage of the bus replacement compensation, 
the vehicles being replaced must be older than the age requirements listed above.  It is the 
operator’s responsibility to ensure that vehicle replacement requests beyond the minimum 
useful life maintain a state of good repair for the assets.  Requests to activate this policy 
option should be noted when transmitting project applications to MTC. 
 
Project Funding Caps 
In order to prevent committing a significant portion of the programming to an operator in 
any one year, the following annual funding ceilings for projects are established: 
 
Revenue vehicle replacement projects cannot exceed $20 million for buses or $30 million 
for rail car or ferry vessel replacement and rehabilitation projects, in the aggregate for 
both Section 5307 and Section 5339 programs.  If the cost of the vehicle procurement 
exceeds the annual cap, the difference will be programmed in subsequent years subject to 
availability of funds. 
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Fixed guideway replacement and rehabilitation projects in the aggregate cannot exceed 
the amounts specified for each fixed guideway operator in Table 3.  The total amount of 
the caps is maintained at $115 120 million (3% escalation) based on the updated CIP 
projections.  Each operator’s cap is based on its share of the updated fixed guideway need 
projections prepared for the proposedincluded in the adopted Plan Bay Area RTP, with a 
floor applied so that no operator’s cap is reduced by more than 5% from their prior cap.  
The current cap for WETA includes the previous cap for Vallejo Transit to reflect the 
transition of Vallejo’s ferry service to WETA. 
 
When developing the proposed TCP programs for FY2014-15 and FY2015-16, the fixed 
guideway caps may be increased or decreased proportionally, depending on the aggregate 
demand for Score 16 projects compared to projected revenues.  Operators have the option 
of submitting contingent fixed guideway programming requests equal to 20% of the 
operator’s cap, in addition to requests for programming the cap amount.  The contingent 
requests will be programmed if the program’s fiscal balance allows the region to increase 
the caps. 
 
Table 3.  Fixed Guideway Caps 

FG Operator Project Category Fixed Guideway Cap 

ACE1 All Eligible FG Categories $1,387,000  
BART All Eligible FG Categories 45,067,90049,070,028 
Caltrain All Eligible FG Categories     12,606,500  
GGBHTD All Eligible FG Categories     5,377,000  
SFMTA All Eligible FG Categories 34,592,10035,816,972 
VTA All Eligible FG Categories 8,977,500 
WETA All Eligible FG Categories 6,992,000 

 
The cap amount may be programmed to any projects that are eligible for FTA Section 
5309 FG or Section 5337 funding and that fall into one of the following categories: 

 
• Track/Guideway Replacement/Rehabilitation 
 
• Traction Power Systems Replacement/Rehabilitation 

 
• Train Control/Signaling Replacement/Rehabilitation 

 
• Dredging 

 
• Ferry Fixed Guideway Connectors Replacement/Rehabilitation 

 
• Ferry Major Component Replacement/Rehabilitation 

 
• Ferry Propulsion Replacement/Rehabilitation 
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• Cable Car Infrastructure Replacement/Rehabilitation 
 

• Wayside or Onboard Fare Collection Equipment Replacement/Rehabilitation for 
Fixed Guideway vehicles 

 
Programming for all projects that fall within these categories must be within the 
operator’s cap amount with the exception of fixed guideway infrastructure projects 
included.in the CCCGP program of projects. Such projects may be funded with a 
combination of fixed guideway cap funds and additional TCP funds above the operator’s 
fixed guideway cap. 
 
Operators may request a one-year waiver to use fixed guideway cap funds for other 
capital needs that are not included in one of the eligible project categories listed above if 
the operator can demonstrate that the other capital needs can be addressed by the one-year 
waiver, or that the use of fixed guideway cap funds is part of a multi-year plan to address 
the other capital needs.  The operator must also demonstrate that the waiver will have 
minimal impact on the operator’s ability to meet its fixed guideway capital needs. 

 
Other replacement projects cannot exceed $5 million.  This cap applies to non-vehicle 
and non-fixed guideway Score 16 projects, including communications systems, bus fare 
collection equipment (fixed guideway wayside fare collection equipment is covered under 
the fixed guideway caps), and bus emission reduction devices; and lower scoring 
replacement projects.  Vehicle rehabilitation projects that are treated as Score 16 because 
the life of the asset is being extended (see Asset Useful Life above) are also subject to this 
cap.  If project costs exceed the cap, the difference will not automatically be programmed 
in subsequent years; the region will assess its ability to program additional funding year-
by-year based on projected revenues and demand for other Score 16 needs. 

 
Expansion or enhancement projects cannot exceed $3.75 million. 
 
As part of the region’s 10-year Capital Improvement Program, project caps may be 
increased or decreased on an annual basis in order to better match programming to 
available revenues, subject to negotiation and agreement among operators and MTC. 
 
Exceptions to these annual funding ceilings will be considered by MTC and the TFWG 
on a case-by-case basis after evaluating programming requested through the call for 
projects, and the region’s estimated fiscal resources.  For large rehabilitation programs, 
MTC may conduct negotiations with the appropriate sponsor to discuss financing options 
and programming commitments. 
 
Bus-Van Pricelist 
Requests for funding for buses and vans cannot exceed the prices in the Regional Bus-
Van Pricelist for each year of the TCP program as shown in Table 4 and Table 5.  If an 
operator elects to replace vehicles with vehicles of a different fuel type, the price listed 
for the new fuel type vehicle applies, e.g., if an operator is replacing diesel buses with 
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diesel-electric hybrid buses, the operator may request funds up to the amount listed for 
hybrid buses. 
 
Note that the bus prices do not include allowances for radios and fareboxes; they will be 
considered a separate project under the TCP policy. The price of electronic fareboxes 
varies approximately between $10,000 and $14,000 whereas the price of radios varies 
between $1,000 to $5,000. Requests for funding radios and fareboxes should be within 
the price range mentioned above. Requests above these ranges will require additional 
justification. Fareboxes for/on fixed guideway vehicles will be funded out of the 
operators’ fixed guideway cap amounts (see Table 3). Operators are encouragedexpected 
to include Clipper® wiring and brackets in all new buses, so the buses are 
Clipper®Clipper-ready without requiring additional expenses. 
 
Compensation for Cost Effective Bus Purchases 
 
Under this element of the TCP policy. operators that request less than the full pricelist 
amount for vehicle replacements would be eligible for either of two financial 
compensations: 
Option 1.  Operators receive all of the savings, but need to apply the savings to capital 
replacement and rehab projects (Score 10-16).   
Option 2. Operators receive half of the savings to the region created by cost effective 
vehicle purchases, which may be programmed to lower scoring (below score 10) eligible 
projects, including preventive maintenance. 
 
The intent of this policy element is to ensure that the region’s limited funds can cover 
more of the region’s capital needs while targeting funding to the vehicles most in need of 
replacement. 
 
 
Note that bus prices include allowances for radios, fareboxes and Clipper wiring and 
brackets.  It should be noted in the project description if buses will be procured without 
these items, and programmed amounts will be adjusted as specified in the pricelist.  
Operators are encouraged to include Clipper wiring and brackets in all new buses, so the 
buses are Clipper-ready without requiring additional expenses. 
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Table 4:  Regional Bus-Van Pricelist, FY2014-15 
 
Vehicle Type Total Federal Local Federal % Local % 

      Minivan Under 22' $56,000 $45,920 $10,080 82% 18% 

      Cut-Away/Van, 4 or 5-Year, Gas $86,000 $70,520 $15,480 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 4 or 5-Year, Diesel $107,000 $87,740 $19,260 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 4 or 5-Year, CNG $120,000 $98,400 $21,600 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 7-Year, Gas $120,000 $98,400 $21,600 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 7-Year, Diesel $148,000 $121,360 $26,640 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 7-Year, CNG $167,000 $136,940 $30,060 82% 18% 

      Transit Bus 30' Diesel $464,000 $380,480 $83,520 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 30' CNG $515,000 $422,300 $92,700 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 30' Hybrid $714,000 $585,480 $128,520 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 35' Diesel $479,000 $392,780 $86,220 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 35' CNG $529,000 $433,780 $95,220 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 35' Hybrid $715,000 $586,300 $128,700 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 40' Diesel $530,000 $434,600 $95,400 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 40' CNG $545,000 $446,900 $98,100 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 40' Hybrid $716,000 $587,120 $128,880 82% 18% 

      Over the Road 45' Diesel $607,000 $497,740 $109,260 82% 18% 

      Articulated 60' Diesel $848,000 $695,360 $152,640 82% 18% 
Articulated 60' Hybrid $1,058,000 $867,560 $190,440 82% 18% 
Notes: 

     
 

Prices escalated 1.6% annually, rounded to the nearest $1,000.    
For buses with dual-side doors, add $50,000 to Total ($40,000 Federal, $10,000 Local). 
For vehicle procurements more than 20 in number, 5% of the cost of the buses can be added 
to the pricelist amounts to account for soft costs. 
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Table 5:  Regional Bus-Van Pricelist, FY2015-16 
 

Vehicle Type Total Federal Local Federal % Local % 

      Minivan Under 22' $57,000 $45,920 $10,080 82% 18% 
            
Cut-Away/Van, 4 or 5-Year, Gas $88,000 $70,520 $15,480 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 4 or 5-Year, Diesel $108,000 $87,740 $19,260 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 4 or 5-Year, CNG $122,000 $98,400 $21,600 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 7-Year, Gas $122,000 $98,400 $21,600 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 7-Year, Diesel $150,000 $121,360 $26,640 82% 18% 
Cut-Away/Van, 7-Year, CNG $170,000 $136,940 $30,060 82% 18% 

 
  

    Transit Bus 30' Diesel $472,000 $380,480 $83,520 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 30' CNG $523,000 $422,300 $92,700 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 30' Hybrid $726,000 $585,480 $128,520 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 35' Diesel $487,000 $392,780 $86,220 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 35' CNG $537,000 $433,780 $95,220 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 35' Hybrid $726,000 $586,300 $128,700 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 40' Diesel $538,000 $434,600 $95,400 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 40' CNG $554,000 $446,900 $98,100 82% 18% 
Transit Bus 40' Hybrid $728,000 $587,120 $128,880 82% 18% 

 
  

    Over the Road 45' Diesel $617,000 $497,740 $109,260 82% 18% 

 
  

    Articulated 60' Diesel $861,000 $695,360 $152,640 82% 18% 
Articulated 60' Hybrid $1,075,000 $867,560 $190,440 82% 18% 
Notes: 

     
 

Prices escalated 1.6% annually, rounded to the nearest $1,000.    
For buses with dual-side doors, add $50,000 to Total ($40,000 Federal, $10,000 Local). 
For vehicle procurements more than 20 in number, 5% of the cost of the buses can be added 
to the pricelist amounts to account for soft costs. 
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Project Definition and Scoring 
Project Scoring 
All projects submitted to MTC for TCP programming consideration that have passed the 
screening process will be assigned scores by project category as indicated in Table 6. 
 
Table 6.  Project Scores 

Project Category/Description Project Score 
Revenue Vehicle Replacement  16 
Vehicle Replacement - replacement of a revenue vehicle at the end of its useful life 
(see Asset Useful Life above).  Vehicles previously purchased with revenue sources 
other than federal funds are eligible for FTA formula funding as long as vehicles 
meet the replacement age.  Vehicles are to be replaced with vehicles of similar size 
(up to 5’ size differential) and seating capacity, e.g., a 40-foot coach replaced with a 
40-foot coach and not an articulated vehicle.  If an operator is electing to purchase 
smaller or larger buses (above or below a 5’ size differential) buses, or do a sub-fleet 
reconfiguration, the replacement sub-fleet will have a comparable number of seats as 
the vehicles being replaced.  Paratransit vehicles can be replaced with the next larger 
vehicle providing the existing vehicle is operated for the useful life period of the 
vehicle that it is being upgraded to.  Any other significant upgrade in size will be 
considered as vehicle expansion and not vehicle replacement. For urgent 
replacements not the result of deferred maintenance and replacement of assets 20% 
older than the usual replacement cycle (e.g., 12 or 16 years for buses depending on 
type of bus), a project may receive an additional point. 
 
Revenue Vehicle Rehabilitation 16 
Vehicle Rehabilitation - major maintenance, designed to extend the useful life of a 
revenue vehicle (+5 years for buses, +20 years for railcars, +20 years for heavy hull 
ferries).  Rehabilitation of historic railcars, which have, by definition, extended useful 
lives, is included in this category. 
 
Core Capacity Challenge Grant Program Projects 
 

16 

Projects proposed for TCP funding in the CCCGP (MTC Resolution No. 4123) that  
are not otherwise Score 16. 
 
 
 
Debt Service 
 

16 

Debt service, including principal and interest payments, for any financing required to 
advance future FTA or STP revenues to fund annual TCP/CCCGP programs of 
projects 
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Used Vehicle Replacement 16 
Used Vehicle Replacement - replacement of a vehicle purchased used (applicable to 
buses, ferries, and rail cars) is eligible for federal, state, and local funding that MTC 
administers.  Funds in this category include FTA Section 5307, STP, CMAQ, STIP, 
and Net Toll Revenues.  However, funding for replacement of the used vehicle will 
be limited to a proportionate share of the total project cost, equal to the number of 
years the used vehicle is operated beyond its standard useful life divided by its 
standard useful life (e.g., if a transit property retained and operated a used transit bus 
for 5 years, it is eligible to receive 5/12th of the allowable programming for the 
project). 
Fixed Guideway Replacement / Rehabilitation  16 
Rehabilitation/Replacement Fixed Guideway - projects replacing or rehabilitating 
fixed guideway equipment at the end of its useful life, including rail, guideway, 
bridges, traction power systems, wayside train control systems, overhead wires, cable 
car infrastructure, and computer/communications systems with a primary purpose of 
communicating with or controlling fixed guideway equipment.  Projects in this 
category are subject to fixed guideway project caps. 
Ferry Propulsion Systems  16 
Ferry Propulsion Replacement—projects defined as the mid-life replacement and 
rehabilitation of ferry propulsion systems in order that vessels are able to reach their 
25-year useful life.  Projects in this category are subject to fixed guideway project 
caps. 
Ferry Major Component 16 
Ferry Major Components—projects associated with propulsion system, inspection, 
and navigational equipment required to reach the full economic life of a ferry vessel.  
Projects in this category are subject to fixed guideway project caps. 
 Ferry Fixed Guideway Connectors 16 
Ferry Fixed Guideway Connectors—floats, gangways, and ramps associated with the 
safe moorage and boarding of passengers to/from ferry vessels.  Projects in this 
category are subject to fixed guideway project caps. 
Revenue Vehicle Communication Equipment 16 
Communication Equipment -– Includes on-board radios, radio base stations, and 
computer/communications systems with a primary purpose of communicating with 
and/or location/navigation of revenue vehicles, such as GPS/AVL systems.  For 
operators who replace radios and base stations when the revenue vehicle/vessel is 
replaced, no additional system wide replacement will be funded through the regional 
capital priorities.  For bus operators who elect the system wide replacement option, 
the regional participation in the project will be constrained by the radio allowance in 
the standard bus price (provided that the radio/base station is not replaced prior to the 
applicable replacement cycle). 
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Non-Clipper® Fare Collection/Fareboxes 16 
Revenue vehicle and wayside fare equipment are eligible for replacement as score 16.  
The maximum programming allowance for revenue vehicle fare equipment purchased 
separately from revenue vehicles is outlined in Section III, Project Funding Caps, 
providing the fare equipment is not replaced prior to the 12-year replacement cycle 
for buses.  Fare equipment must be compatible with the Clipper® fare collection 
system. 
Clipper®  16 
Clipper® - replacement of Clipper® fare collection equipment related to revenue 
vehicles and faregates.  
 
Bus Diesel Emission Reduction Devices 16 
Bus diesel emission reduction devices or device components required to meet or 
exceed California Air Resources Board requirements, including first-time retrofits, 
upgrades, replacements and spares.  Devices or components must be installed on 
buses that will remain in service until at least 2017 in order to be treated as Score 16.  
Only spares up to 10% of the operator’s current device inventory will be treated as 
Score 16.  Bus diesel emission device projects treated as Score 16 require a 50% local 
match.  Devices or components installed on buses scheduled to be replaced prior to 
2017, and spares in excess of 10% of the operator’s inventory, will be treated as 
Preventive Maintenance (Score 9).  See Section V. Programming Policies, Bus Diesel 
Emission Reduction Device Funding Program. 
Safety  15  
Safety/Security - projects addressing potential threats to life and/or property.  The 
project may be maintenance of existing equipment or new safety capital investments.  
Includes computer/communications systems with a primary purpose of 
communicating with/controlling safety systems, including ventilation fans, fire 
suppression, fire alarm, intruder detection, CCTV cameras, and emergency “blue 
light” phones.  Adequate justification that the proposed project will address safety 
and/or security issues must be provided.  The TFWG will be provided an opportunity 
to review proposed projects before a project is programmed funds in a final program. 
Projects that contribute to a 1% security requirement will be considered Score 16. 
 
ADA/Non Vehicle Access Improvement  14  
ADA - capital projects needed for ADA compliance.  Does not cover routine 
replacement of ADA-related capital items.  Project sponsor must provide detailed 
justification that the project is proposed to comply with ADA.  Subject to TFWG 
review.   
 
Fixed/Heavy Equipment, Maintenance/Operating Facilities 13  
Fixed/Heavy equipment and Operations/Maintenance facility - 
replacement/rehabilitation of major maintenance equipment, generally with a unit 
value over $10,000; replacement/rehabilitation of facilities on a schedule based upon 
the useful life of the components.  
 

PTAC 051914: Page 49 of 70



 Attachment A 
  Resolution No. 4140 
    Page 24 of 42 
 

  

Station/Intermodal Stations/Parking Rehabilitation 12 
Stations/Intermodal Centers/Patron Parking Replacement/Rehab - 
replacement/rehabilitation of passenger facilities.  Includes 
computer/communications systems with a primary purpose of communicating 
with/controlling escalators or elevators, and public address or platform display 
systems at stations or platforms. 
Service Vehicles  11 
Service Vehicles - replacement/rehabilitation of non-revenue and service vehicles 
based on useful life schedules.  
Tools and Equipment  10  
Tools and Equipment - maintenance tools and equipment, generally with a unit value 
below $10,000. 
Adminstrative Computer Systems and Office Equipment  9  
Office Equipment - computers, copiers, fax machines, etc.  Includes administrative - 
MIS, financial, HR, scheduling, transit asset management, and maintenance 
management systems. 
Preventive Maintenance  9  
Preventive Maintenance - ongoing maintenance expenses (including labor and capital 
costs) of revenue and non-revenue vehicles that do not extend the life of the vehicle.  
This includes mid-life change-out of tires, tubes, engines and transmissions that do 
not extend the life of the vehicle beyond the twelve years life cycle.  Preventive 
Maintenance may be treated as Score 16 under certain circumstances; see Section V. 
Programming Policies, Preventive Maintenance Funding. 
Operational Improvements/Enhancements 8  
Operational Improvement/Enhancements - any project proposed to improve and/or 
enhance the efficiency of a transit facility.   
Operations 8 
Operations—costs associated with transit operations such as the ongoing maintenance 
of transit vehicles including the cost of salaries.  See Section V, Limited Use of FTA 
Funds for Operating Purposes. 
Expansion 8 
Expansion - any project needed to support expanded service levels.  
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C. Programming Policies 
Project Apportionment Model for Eligible Urbanized Areas 
There are four elements that need to be considered to determine operators’ urbanized area 
apportionment:  multi-county agreements, high scoring capital needs, the 10% ADA set-
aside amounts, the Lifeline set-aside amounts, and the Unanticipated Costs Reserve.  The 
Regional Priority Model, as explained in paragraph (a), establishes funding priority for 
apportioning high scoring capital projects to eligible urbanized areas.  Funding may be 
limited by multi-county agreements as explained in Paragraph (b) below.  Eligible 
programming revenues are net of the the 10% ADA set-aside discussed in paragraph (c) 
below, and the Vehicle Procurement Reserve, if any, described at the end of this section. 
 
a) Regional Priority Programming Model:  The 2000 census changes to the region’s 

urbanized areas made numerous operators eligible to claim funds in more than one 
urbanized area.  This has necessitated a procedure for apportioning projects to eligible 
urbanized areas.  The Regional Priority Model, as described below, was fashioned to 
prioritize funds for the replacement of the region’s transit capital plant, while 
minimizing the impact of the 2000 census boundary changes.  The 2010 census did 
not result in any major changes to the region’s urbanized areas. 

 
The model assumes a regional programming perspective and constrains regional 
capital demand to the amount of funds available to the region, prior to apportioning 
projects to urbanized areas.  It then apportions projects to urbanized areas in the 
following order: 

 
i. Funds are apportioned first for operators that are the exclusive claimant in a single 

UA (e.g., LAVTA, Fairfield, etc.) 
 

ii. Fund projects for operators that are restricted to receiving funds in one urbanized 
area (e.g., SFMTA, AC, WestCAT, CCCTA, etc.) 

 
iii. Fund balance of operator projects among multiple urbanized areas, as eligibility 

allows, with the objective of fully funding as many high scoring projects as 
possible. 

 
iv. Reduce capital projects proportionately in urbanized areas where need exceeds 

funds available.   
 

v. Fund lower scoring projects (additional programming flexibility) to operators in 
urbanized areas where apportionments exceed project need. 

 
b) Multi-County Agreements:  For some operators, urbanized area (UA) apportionments 

are guided by multi-county agreements.  Aside from the acknowledged agreements, 
funds are apportioned based on the regional priority model. 

 
There are three specific agreements that are being honored under the negotiated multi-
county agreement model:  the Caltrain Joint Powers Board Agreement, the Altamont 
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Commuter Express (ACE) Cooperative Services Agreement and the Sonoma County-
Santa Rosa City Bus Agreement.   

 
Consideration for future agreements will include representation from each interested 
county, interested transit property, or an appointed designee, and be approved by all 
operators in the affected UA and MTC. 

 
c) 10% ADA Paratransit Service Set-Aside:  MAP-21 caps the share of each urbanized 

area’s Section 5307 apportionment that can be programmed for ADA paratransit 
service operating costs at 10%.  An amount equal to 10% of each participating 
urbanized area’s FTA Section 5307 apportionment will be set-aside to assist operators 
in defraying ADA paratransit operating expenses.  The purpose of this set-aside is to 
ensure that in any one year, a transit operator can use these funds to provide ADA 
service levels necessary to maintain compliance with the federal law, without 
impacting existing levels of fixed route service.  ADA set-aside programmed to small 
UA operators will not impact eligible programming amounts in large UAs.   
 
The prior ADA formula was updated with a new formula based on the following 
factors: a) Annual Demand Response (DR) Operating Expenses (40%), b) Annual 
Demand Response (DR) Ridership (40%), and c) Annual Overall Ridership (20%) 
(Data Source: NTD, Year: 2012). Table 7 shows the percentages by operator and 
urbanized area for this programming period. 
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Table 7: ADA Set-aside Amounts by Urbanized Area and Operator 
 

Operator
San 

Francisco-
Oakland

San Jose Concord Antioch Vallejo Livermore Gilroy-MH Petaluma

AC Transit 30.5%
ACE 0.02% 0.3%
BART 14.6% 34.4% 14.2%
Caltrain 0.4% 3.1%
CCCTA 56.4%
Fairfield-Suisun Transit
GGBHTD4 2.4%
LAVTA 8.9% 100.0%
Marin County Transit4 3.6%
Napa VINE 11.3%
Petaluma Transit 74.2%
SamTrans 14.4%
SFMTA 31.1%
SolTrans 88.7%
Sonoma Cty Transit 25.9%
SR City Bus
Tri-Delta 85.8%
Union City 1.0%
Vacaville 
VTA 96.9% 100.0%
WestCat 1.9%
WETA 0.04%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Notes:
1)  Urbanized Areas not shown are not participating in 10% ADA set-aside policy.
2)  Formula based on three factors weighted as shown: a) Operator's Annual Demand Response Expenses (40%); b) Operator's Annual Demand Response 
     Ridership (40%); and c) Operator's Annual Overall Ridership (20%). 
3)  To calculate funding amounts, multiply 10% of related urbanized area revenue estimate against percentages shown for operators in that urbanized area.
4)  GGBHTD share split with Marin County Transit per agreement between the two operators. 40/60 split.
5) If operator was eligible for funds in multiple UA's, we used GIS spatial analyis to calculate percentage of operator's share (based on no. of stops) in each UA.

Table 1.

Not Applicable

New Formula - ADA Set-Aside Percentages by Urbanized Area and Operator 
40% DR Op Exp; 40% DR Ridership; 20% Overall Ridership

Not Applicable

Not Applicable
                       Not Applicable

 

An operator may use its share of the FTA Section 5307 set-aside for capital purposes 
or preventive maintenance if the operator can certify that: 
 
• Their ADA paratransit operating costs are fully funded in its proposed annual 

budget; 
 
• For jointly funded paratransit services, operators’ FTA Section 5307 ADA set-

aside shares have been jointly considered in making decisions on ADA service 
levels and revenues. 

 
If MTC is satisfied with the operator’s certification, the operator may re-program its 
set-aside for any unfunded transit capital projects or preventive maintenance.  To 
ensure that the Section 5307 10% set-aside funding is duly considered for annual 
ADA paratransit needs, there will be no multi-year programming of the 10% ADA 
set-aside to capital-only purposes. 
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c)d) Lifeline Set-Aside:  MAP-21 eliminated the Job Access and Reverse Commute 
(JARC) program (Section 5316) and combined JARC functions and funding with the 
Urbanized Area Formula (Section 5307) and the Non-urbanized Area Formula 
(Section 5311) programs.  JARC projects were made eligible for 5307 funding, and 
3.07% of 5307 appropriations will be apportioned by the JARC low-income formula.  
However, there are no minimum or maximum amounts that can be programmed for 
JARC projects.   

 
The region has historically used JARC funds apportioned to large urbanized areas to 
support the Lifeline program.  In recognition of the changes to the JARC program and 
the continued need for funding for the Lifeline program: 
  The adopted Lifeline programs for FY2012 and FY2013 each assumed 
approximately $2.8 million in JARC funding from large urbanized areas, about 
$200,000 over the actual FY2012 apportionments, and $400,000 over the projected 
FY2013 apportionment. 
 
JARC funds apportioned to small urbanized areas were managed by Caltrans before 
MAP-21 was enacted.  At the time this policy is being developed, it is uncertain 
whether Caltrans will continue to manage Section 5307 funds that are apportioned by 
the JARC formula in small urbanized areas, or whether this responsibility will be 
transferred to MTC as the designated recipient for Section 5307 for small urbanized 
areas in the region. 
In recognition of the changes to the JARC program and the continued need for 
funding for the Lifeline program: 
 
• The first priority for 5307 funds apportioned by the JARC formula is the Lifeline 

program; 
 

• In the FY2012-13 Section 5307 program, approximately $3.0 million of large 
urbanized area funds will be set aside for the Lifeline program (approximately 
$2.8 million for the FY2013 program and $200,000 for the FY2012 shortfall); 

 
• In the FY20153-14  and FY2016 Section 5307 program, funds equivalent to the 

JARC formula apportionments to large urbanized areas,  currently projected to 
total approximately $2.42.8 million annually, will be set aside for the FY2014 
Lifeline program; 

 
• FY2013 and FY2014 Section 5307 funds equivalent to FTA’s estimates of JARC 

formula apportionments to small urbanized areas will be held in reserve while 
MTC staff works with Caltrans to determine the process for programming Section 
5307 funds apportioned by the JARC formula in small urbanized areas.  If MTC 
manages these funds, the first priority for the reserved funds will be Lifeline 
projects in small UAs. 
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• Section 5307 funds programmed for JARC projects shall be subject to the Lifeline 
Program guidelines in effect for that year of programming, rather than to the TCP 
Policies, provided such projects are consistent with federal laws and regulations 
related to Section 5307. 

 
d)e) Unanticipated Costs Reserve:  Unanticipated costs, such as capital improvements 

required to comply with new regulations, can be difficult to accommodate in the TCP 
program after the preliminary program has been developed and adopted.  To improve 
the region’s ability to provide funding to meet such unanticipated costs, a reserve of 
approximately $1 2 million of Section 5307 funds and $1 million of Section 5337 
fundsTCP funds will be set aside before developing the preliminary programs for 
FY2014-15 and FY2015-16.  The reserve will be set aside from all urbanized areas 
proportional to each urbanized area’s projected apportionments in each program.  Any 
proposals to program from the reserve will be reviewed with the Transit Finance 
Working Group.  Any Unanticipated Cost Reserve funds that are not programmed 
will roll over and be available for programming in the following year. 

 
Limited Use of FTA Funds for Operating Purposes 
FTA permits the use of FTA Section 5307 small urbanized funds to be used for operating 
purposes.  For operators eligible to claim in both large and small urbanized areas, the 
amount of funds used for operating will be deducted from the amount of capital claimed 
in the large UA. 

 
MAP-21 provideds new eligibility for small and medium-sized bus operators in large 
urbanized areas to use Section 5307 funds for operating assistance.  For operators with up 
to 75 buses, 75% of the urbanized area’s apportionment attributable to the operator (as 
measured by vehicle revenue hours) may be programmed for operating assistance.  For 
operators with up to 76 to 100 buses, 50% of the urbanized area’s apportionment 
attributable to the operator (as measured by vehicle revenue hours) may be programmed 
for operating assistance.  Eligible operators may request operating assistance up to the 
maximum eligible amount, but operating assistance will be programmed only after higher 
scoring projects in the urbanized area are funded.  Operating assistance requests will be 
treated at Score 8 in the programming process (see Table 6 Project Scores above). 

 
Specified Urbanized Area Flexibility 
In urbanized areas with only one transit operator (Fairfield, Vacaville, Napa) greater 
flexibility for funding lower scoring projects will be allowed, providing that other 
operators in the region are not impacted.  These operators will also be allowed to use 
funds for operating, without reduction of funding for capital projects, providing that 
capital is adequately maintained and replaced on a reasonable schedule as outlined in 
each operator’s SRTP or other board-approved capital plan, and in accordance with goals 
outlined in the RTP for maintaining the region’s capital plant (maintenance of effort). 
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Associated Transit Improvements 
MAP-21 requires that 1% of the FTA section 5307 apportionments in large urbanized 
areas be programmed for Associated Transit Improvements (formerly referred to as transit 
enhancements).  Eligible projects include:   
(A) historic preservation, rehabilitation, and operation of historic public transportation 

buildings, structures, and facilities (including historic bus and railroad facilities) 
intended for use in public transportation service; 

(B) bus shelters; 
(C) landscaping and streetscaping, including benches, trash receptacles, and street lights; 
(D) pedestrian access and walkways; 
(E) bicycle access, including bicycle storage facilities and installing equipment for 

transporting bicycles on public transportation vehicles; 
(F) signage; or 
(G) enhanced access for persons with disabilities to public transportation. 
 
Due to the overwhelming needs to sustain the current transit capital plant, funded score 
16 projects which can be identified as eligible Associated Transit Improvement project 
candidates would count against the 1% requirement, including, but not limited to, 
rehabilitation of cable cars and historic cars, and bike racks to be procured as part of a bus 
purchase.  Any remaining balance will be put into a reserve for funding eligible projects 
in subsequent years.   
 
Preventive Maintenance Funding 
Preventive maintenance will be considered a Score 9 funding priority in Transit Capital 
Priorities, unless the conditions for one of the following four policy elements are met, in 
which case preventive maintenance will be treated as Score 16.  For an individual 
operator to make use of preventive maintenance funding, other operators in the region 
must be able to move forward with planned capital replacement.  It is the intent of this 
policy that funding for preventive maintenance will not increase the region’s transit 
capital shortfall. 

a) Funding Exchange:  Operators who wish to exchange a capital project for preventive 
maintenance funding in order to use their local or state funds to ease federal 
constraints or strictly as a financing mechanism may do so providing that the 
replacement asset funded with local funds is comparable to the asset being replaced 
and is maintained in service by the purchasing operator for its full useful life as 
outlined in Section V.  The Funding Exchange element can be applied to lower 
scoring capital projects as well as preventive maintenance.  Operators using the 
Funding Exchange element must certify in writing that the assets will be replaced 
with non-federal funds. 

 
b) Capital Exchange:  In this option, an operator could elect to remove an eligible 

capital project from TCP funding consideration for the useful life of the asset in 
exchange for preventive maintenance funding.  The funding is limited to the amount 
of capital funding an operator would have received under the current TCP policy in a 
normal economic climate.  If an operator elects to replace the asset - removed from 
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regional competition for funding under these provisions – earlier than the timeline 
established for its useful life, the replacement will be considered an expansion project.  
Operators using the Capital Exchange element will be limited to two years preventive 
maintenance funding within a 12-year period. 

 
c) Negotiated Agreement within an Urbanized Area:  In the third option, an operator 

may negotiate with the other operators in the affected urbanized areas to receive an 
amount of preventive maintenance funding, providing that a firewall is established 
between the affected urbanized area(s) and all other urbanized areas.  This will ensure 
that other operators’ high-scoring capital replacement projects are not jeopardized. 

 
d) Budgetary Shortfalls:  Requests for preventive maintenance to meet budgetary 

shortfalls will be considered on a case-by-case basis if a fiscal need can be 
demonstrated by the requesting operator based on the guidelines outlined below. 
MTC must declare that a fiscal need exists to fund preventive maintenance where 
such action would displace higher scoring capital projects ready to move forward in a 
given fiscal year.  A fiscal need can be declared if the following conditions exist: 

• An operator must demonstrate that all reasonable cost control and revenue 
generation strategies have been implemented and that a residual shortfall remains. 

• An operator can demonstrate that the shortfall, if not addressed, would result in a 
significant service reduction.  

 
The Commission will consider the severity of the shortfall and the scope and impact 
of the service cuts in determining whether fiscal need exists.  Operators establishing a 
fiscal need must also adhere to the following four requirements in order to be eligible 
to receive funding for preventive maintenance: 

 
i. Operators must successfully show a board approved bridging strategy that will 

sustain financial recovery beyond the year for which preventive maintenance is 
requested.  

 
ii. The bridging strategy should not rely on future preventive maintenance funding to 

achieve a balanced budget.  In other words, should a service adjustment be 
required to balance the budget over the long run, preventive maintenance should 
not be invoked as a stopgap to inevitable service reductions. 

 
iii. Funds programmed to preventive maintenance should not be considered as a 

mechanism to sustain or replenish operating reserves. 
 

iv. Operators requesting FTA formula funds will be limited to two years preventive 
maintenance funding within a 12-year period. 

 
The requesting operator will enter into an MOU with MTC or other formal agreement 
or action, such as Board approvals, and if applicable, with other transit properties 
affected by the preventive maintenance agreement.  The agreement or actions will 
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embody the four eligibility requirements outlined above as well as any other relevant 
terms and conditions of the agreement.   

 
Bus Diesel Emission Reduction Device Funding Program 
MTC provided approximately $14 million in CMAQ funds in FY2003-04 and FY2004-
05 to assist with the procurement of approximately 1,600 bus emission reduction devices 
to help operators meet California Air Resources Board (CARB) requirements.  The 
devices have reached or are approaching the end of their five-year warranty period, and 
some of the devices or their components may need to be replaced.  New upgraded devices 
also provide greater NOx reduction benefits than the original devices.  In addition, first-
time retrofits are required for some of the region’s older buses in order to meet CARB 
requirements. 
 
• In response to the need to install or replace bus diesel emission reduction devices to 

comply with CARB requirements, the Transit Capital Priorities policy includes a bus 
emission reduction device funding program.  The elements of this policy attempt to 
strike a balance between facilitating operators’ ability to remain in compliance with 
CARB requirements and to exceed those requirements by achieving greater NOx 
reductions on the one hand, and making the most effective use of the region’s limited 
capital funds on the other.  The elements of bus emission reduction device 
replacement program are: 

 
• Requests to replace bus emission reduction devices or device components in order to 

maintain compliance with or exceed CARB requirements, including first-time 
retrofits, upgrades, replacements and spares, will be treated as Score 16 projects, 
subject to the following requirements. 

 
• In order to be treated as Score 16, devices or components must be installed on buses that 

are scheduled to remain in service until at least 20179 for funds programmed in 
FY20142-135, and until at least 2018 2020 for funds programmed in FY20153-164.  
Devices or components to be installed on buses that are scheduled to be replaced prior 
to the specified years will be treated as Preventive Maintenance (Score 9). 

 
• Requests to procure spare devices or components up to 10% of the operators current 

device inventory will be treated as Score 16.  Spare devices or components in excess 
of 10% of the inventory will be treated as Preventive Maintenance (Score 9) 

 
• Projects treated as Score 16 under the bus emission reduction device funding program 

require a 50% local match, rather than the standard 20%.  The intent of this element is 
to encourage cost-effective use of the region’s limited capital funding, and to align 
with the original policy for procuring the devices, which had the regional contribution 
to NOx reduction and the local contribution for PM reduction. 
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• Participation in the program is entirely voluntary.  It is the responsibility of each 
operator to determine the best approach to achieving and maintaining compliance 
with CARB requirements. 

 
Vehicle Procurement Reserves 
The TCP program for FY2010-11 and FY2011-12 included a vehicle procurement reserve 
which set-aside $150 million of revenues to help meet the future peak expenditures for 
major vehicle procurement projects, including BART’s and Caltrain’s railcar 
replacements, and SFMTA’s trolley car replacement, and closely related projects (such as 
the Caltrain electrification program).  Most of the costs for the major procurements will 
be incurred in the FY2015 to FY2018 period, causing total Score 16 needs in those years 
to far exceed projected revenues, while revenues during the FY2011 to FY2012 period 
were expected to exceed capped Score 16 needs.  The TCP program for FY 2012-13 and 
FY 2013-14 included a second vehicle procurement reserve which set aside $24.3 million 
for Caltrain’s Railcar Replacement project. 
 
The proposed TCP program for FY 2014-15 and FY 2015-16 may include a third vehicle 
procurement reserve, depending on projected FTA revenues, updated schedules and 
programming needs for the major vehicle procurement projects, and the demand for 
funding for other high-scoring capital projects. 
 
Conditioning Programming on Expenditure of Prior Grants 
The intent of this policy element is to direct the region’s limited funds to the projects 
most in need of additional resources.  If an operator requests TCP funds for a project 
which received funding in prior years, and the prior-year grants have significant 
unexpended balances (as determined by reviewing FTA TEAM disbursement reports) at 
the time the program is being developed, MTC staff will request that the operator provide 
a justification for the additional programming, and will review the justification for 
reasonableness before recommending additional funding for the project.  The justification 
for additional programming could include any of the following elements: 
 
• A funding plan for the project that demonstrates the need for funding over multiple 

years; 
 

• Demonstration that the unexpended funds are under contract or otherwise encumbered; 
 

• A schedule for drawing down the unexpended balance as the project is completed; 
 

• Demonstration that the unexpended balance of the grant is for a project other than the 
project for which additional funding is being requested. 

 
Joint Procurements 
In recognition of the policy direction of the Transit Sustainability Project Resolution No. 
4060, before TCP funds are programmed for revenue vehicles, non-revenue vehicles, 
communications and vehicle location systems, fare collection equipment, bus emission 
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reduction devices, computer systems, including management information systems and 
maintenance/asset management systems, or other equipment, operators must evaluate and 
pursue, as appropriate, opportunities for joint procurements and integrated operations 
with other operators.  The “Compensation for Cost Effective Bus Purchases” that was 
introduced into the TCP Policy with this update, will provide operators an extra incentive 
to pursue joint procurement opportunities. MTC will coordinate discussions if requested. 
 
 
Transit Asset Management 
MAP-21 requires FTA funding recipients to develop transit asset management (TAM) 
plans that include, including capital asset inventories, and condition assessments, and 
investment prioritizations. Additionally recipients need to report on the condition of their 
system and performance targets.  report asset inventory and condition data to the National 
Transit Database (NTD), and to develop TAM performance  measures, targets and 
reports.  FTA has one year from the enactment of MAP-21 is scheduled toto issue a final 
rule implementing TAM requirements by 2015.  The region is relatively welllikely 
positioned to meet the new TAM requirements due to development of the Regional 
Transit Capital Inventory (RTCI) and the use of FTA’s TERM model to assess asset 
conditions and project capital needs, but individual operators vary widely in their 
approaches to TAM.  In order to effectively comply with the new TAM requirements and 
improve the region’s TAM practices, MTC will: 
 
• Work with FTA to ensure that RTCI data can be used to help meet TAM requirements; 

 
• Propose revisions to this policy as needed to meet the requirements of FTA’s final TAM 

rule; and  
 

• Work with the operators to eEvaluate proposed TAM systems projects being submitted 
under the TCP and work with operators to consider consistency with regional TAM 
system plans. and consider joint procurement of such systems to reduce costs, 
facilitate data interchange with RTCI and NTD, and comply with the new TAM 
requirements.  Operators that already developed TAM systems will not be required to 
participate in joint procurements of TAM systems. 
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Transit Core Capacity Challenge Grant Program: Resolution No. 4123 
 
The Transit Core Capacity Challenge Grant program makes a policy commitment of 
approximately $7.4 billion in federal, state, regional and local funds over the FY2014-15 
to FY2029-30 period to high-priority transit capital projects that will improve the capacity 
and state of good repair of transit services in the urban core of the region.  

The $7.4 billion Core Capacity Challenge Grant program: 

• Focuses on the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA),BART, and 
AC Transit – the three transit operators that carry 80% of the region’s passengers as 
well as more than three-quarters of the minority and low-income passengers 

• Leverages regional discretionary funds and local contributions, including proposed Cap 
and Trade revenue 

• Accelerates and solidifies funding for fleet replacement projects, and identifies new 
funding for key enhancement projects 

• Requires that the participating operators meet the performance objectives of the Transit 
Sustainability Project 

TCP programming for all projects identified in the CCGP will be consistent with the 
funding amounts, local match requirements and other terms and conditions specified in 
MTC Resolution No. 4123. 

All projects proposed for TCP funding in the CCCGP that are not otherwise Score 16 will 
be treated as Score 16.  In order to meet cash flow needs of the CCCGP and other TCP 
projects in years in which project funding needs exceed the region’s annual FTA 
apportionments, financing may be required to advance future FTA/STP revenues.  Debt 
service, including principal and interest payments, for any such financing will be treated 
as Score 16.  
 
CCCGP fixed guideway infrastructure projects included in the CCCGP program of 
projects may be funded with a combination of fixed guideway cap funds and additional 
TCP funds above the operator’s fixed guideway cap. 
 
The next steps in developing this program will be to work with BART, SFMTA, and AC 
Transit on the cash flow needs and timing of their projects and their local revenues, and 
to work with the Transit Finance Working Group on developing the FY2015 and FY2016 
rounds of the Transit Capital Priorities program. 
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IVII. CYCLE 2 STP/CMAQ TRANSIT CAPITAL REHABILITATION PROGRAM 
 

The Commission’s Cycle 2 Program Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy 
For FY2012-13, FY2013-14, FY2014-15 and FY 2015-16, MTC Resolution No. 4035, 
Revised, includes $150 million in STP/CMAQ funding for a Transit Capital 
Rehabilitation Program.  These funds will be programmed to Transit Performance 
Initiative projects and to transit capital rehabilitation projects.  Specific projects are 
included in Attachment B to MTC Resolution No. 4035, Revised. 

Transit Performance Initiative 

This program includes investment and performance incentive elements. The investment 
element implements transit supportive investments in major transit corridors that can be 
carried out within two years.  The focus is on making cost-effective operational 
improvements on significant trunk lines which carry the largest number of passengers in 
the Bay Area including transit signal prioritization, passenger circulation improvements at 
major hubs, and boarding/stop improvements.  For FY2012-13 through FY2015-16, $13 
million annually is available for this program.   

The incentive program provides financial rewards to transit agencies that improve 
ridership and/or productivity. For FvY2012-13, $15 million is distributed based on each 
operator’s share of ridership based on final audited FY2010-11 ridership figures.  For 
FY2013-14 through FY2015-16, $15 million is available annually based on the formula 
distribution described below.  The program will be evaluated annually following each 
cycle. 

Large and Small Operator Accounts:  Of the annual $15 million available, 85% 
and 15% shall be assigned to the large and small operator accounts, respectively.  
The large operators include: AC Transit; BART, Caltrain, Golden Gate Transit, 
SFMTA, SamTrans, and Santa Clara VTA. 
 
Large Operator Distribution Formula:  Funds shall be distributed to large 
operators as follows: 

• 20% based on Passenger Increase (absolute) 
• 10% based on Passenger Per Hour Increase (absolute) 
• 70% based on Annual Passengers 

 

Small Operator Distribution Formula:  Funds shall be distributed to small 
operators as follows: 

• 25% based on Passenger Increase (absolute) 
• 25% based on Passenger Per Hour Increase (absolute) 
• 50% based on Annual Passengers 
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Data Source:  Using the most recent National Transit Database data for all modes 
excluding Paratransit, the distribution formula shall be calculated annually using a 
three-year rolling average commencing with FY2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011-12 
for the FY2013-14 distribution.  For the FY2013-14 distribution, data for Marin 
County Transit District shall be included with Golden Gate Transit in the Large 
Operator Account.  The funding, however, assigned to Golden Gate Transit based 
on the NTD data, will be further distributed to the two operators – Golden Gate 
Transit and Marin County Transit District – based on a mutually agreed split 
based on the relevant performance and ridership data.   

Transit Capital Rehabilitation 

Any Cycle 2 STP/CMAQ Transit Capital Rehabilitation Program funds not programmed 
for Transit Performance Initiative projects will be programmed for transit capital 
rehabilitation projects to supplement the Transit Capital Priorities program.  Transit 
capital rehabilitation projects will be programmed using the same policies and procedures 
as used for the FTA formula funds, as specified in Section II. FTA Formula Funds.   
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APPENDIX 1 – BOARD RESOLUTION 

 
Sample Resolution of Board Support 
FTA Section 5307, 5309 Fixed Guideway (FG), 5337 and 5339 and Surface Transportation 
Program Project Application 
 
 

Resolution No. _____ 
 

AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF AN APPLICATION FOR FTA FORMULA 
PROGRAM AND SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS FUNDING FOR 

(project name) AND COMMITTING THE NECESSARY LOCAL MATCH FOR THE 
PROJECT(S) AND STATING THE ASSURANCE OF (name of jurisdiction) TO 

COMPLETE THE PROJECT 
 

 
WHEREAS, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21, Public Law 

Public Law 112-141) continues and establishes new Federal Transit Administration formula 
programs (23 U.S.C. §53) and continues the Surface Transportation Program (23 U.S.C. § 133); 
and 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to MAP-21, and the regulations promulgated there under, eligible 
project sponsors wishing to receive Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5307, Section 
5309 Fixed Guideway (FG), Section 5337 State of Good Repair, or Section 5339 Bus and Bus 
Facilities (collectively, FTA Formula Program) grants or Surface Transportation Program (STP) 
grants for a project shall submit an application first with the appropriate metropolitan 
transportation planning organization (MPO), for review and inclusion in the MPO's 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP); and 

 
WHEREAS, the successor legislation to MAP-21 is anticipated to continue authorization 

of the FTA and STP funding programs; 
 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission is the MPO for the San 
Francisco Bay region; and 
 

WHEREAS, (applicant) is an eligible project sponsor for FTA Formula Program or STP 
funds; and 
 

WHEREAS, (applicant) wishes to submit a grant application to MTC for funds from the 
FY20142-153 or FY20153-164 FTA Formula Program or STP funds, for the following 
project(s): 

(project description)  . 
 

 WHEREAS, MTC requires, as part of the application, a resolution stating the following: 
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1) the commitment of necessary local matching funds of at least 20% for FTA Formula 

Program funds, and 11.47% for STP funds; and 
2)  that the sponsor understands that the FTA Formula Program and STP funding is fixed at 

the programmed amount, and therefore any cost increase cannot be expected to be funded 
from FTA Formula Program or STP funds; and 

3)  the assurance of the sponsor to complete the project as described in the application, and if 
approved, as programmed in MTC's TIP; and 

4)  that the sponsor understands that FTA Formula Program funds must be obligated within 
three years of programming and STP funds must be obligated by September 30 of the 
year that the project is programmed for in the TIP, or the project may be removed from 
the program. 

 
 RESOLVED, that (agency name) is an eligible sponsor of projects in the program for 
FTA Formula Program and STP funds; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that there is no legal impediment to (agency name) making applications for 
FTA Formula Program and STP funds; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way 
adversely affect the proposed project, or the ability of (agency name) to deliver such project; and 
be it further 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by (governing board name) that (applicant) 
is authorized to execute and file an application for funding under the FTA Formula Program 
and/or Surface Transportation Program in the amount of  ($request) for (project description); and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that (governing board) by adopting this resolution does 
hereby state that: 

 
1)  (applicant) will provide ($  match amount)  in local matching funds; and 

 
2)  (applicant) understands that the FTA Formula Program and STP funding for the project is 

fixed at ( $ actual amount), and that any cost increases must be funded by the (applicant)  
from local matching funds, and that (applicant) does not expect any cost increases to be 
funded with FTA Formula Program and Surface Transportation Program funds; and 

 
3)  (project name) will be built as described in this resolution and, if approved, for the 

amount shown in the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) with obligation occurring within the timeframe established 
below; and 

 
4) The program funds are expected to be obligated by September 30 of the year the project is 

programmed for in the TIP; and 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that (agency name) agrees to comply with the 
requirements of MTC’s Transit Coordination Implementation Plan as set forth in MTC 
Resolution 3866; and 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution will be transmitted to the 

MTC prior to MTC programming the FTA Formula Program or Surface Transportation Program 
funded projects in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP); and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the MTC is requested to support the application 
for the project described in the resolution and to program the project, if approved, in MTC's TIP. 
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APPENDIX 2 – OPINION OF COUNSEL 

 
Sample Opinion of Legal Counsel 
FTA Section 5307, FTA Section 5309 FG, 5337, 5339 and STP Project Application 
 
 (Date) 
 
To: Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Fr: (Applicant) 
Re: Eligibility for FTA Section 5307 Program, FTA 5309 Fixed Guideway (FG) Program, FTA 5337 
State of Good Repair Program, FTA 5339 Bus and Bus Facilities Program, and Surface Transportation 
Program (STP) 
 
This communication will serve as the requisite opinion of counsel in connection with the application of 
(Applicant)      for funding from the FTA Section 5307, 5309 FG, 5337 or 5339 programs, or STP, made 
available pursuant to the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century federal transportation 
authorization (MAP-21, Public Law Public Law 112-141) or successor legislation.  

 
1.  (Applicant)     is an eligible sponsor of projects for the FTA Section 5307, 5309 FG, 5337 or 

5339 programs, or the STP program. 

2.  (Applicant)      is authorized to submit an application for FTA Section 5307, 5309 FG, 5337 or 
5339 funding, or STP funding for (project)       . 

3.  I have reviewed the pertinent state laws and I am of the opinion that there is no legal 
impediment to (Applicant)      making applications FTA Section 5307, 5309 FG, 5337 or 5339 
program funds, or STP funds.  Furthermore, as a result of my examinations, I find that there 
is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way adversely affect the proposed 
projects, or the ability of (Applicant)     to carry out such projects. 

 
  Sincerely, 
 
 
    
 Legal Counsel 
 
 
    
 Print name 
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Optional Language to add to the Resolution for Local Support 
 
Project sponsors have the option of consolidating the ‘Opinion of Legal Counsel’ within the 
Resolution of Local Support, by incorporating the following statements into the Resolution of 
Local Support: 
 
 Resolved, that (agency name) is an eligible sponsor of projects in the FTA Formula 
Program and STP Programs; and be it further 
 
 Resolved, that (agency name) is authorized to submit an application for FTA Formula 
Program and STP funds for (project name); and be it further 
 
 Resolved, that there is no legal impediment to (agency name) making applications for 
FTA Formula Program and STP funds; and be it further 
 
 Resolved, that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way adversely 
affect the proposed project, or the ability of (agency name) to deliver such project; and be it 
further 
 
If the above language is not provided within the Resolution of Local Support, an Opinion of 
Legal Counsel is required as provided (Attachment 9, page 1). 
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TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: May 19, 2014 

FR: Carolyn Clevenger, Planning   

RE: Regional Goods Movement Plan Update 

 
Background 
Plan Bay Area identifies goods movement as a key work item to advance as part of Plan implementation 
and to develop further for the Plan update in 2017. In response, MTC staff has initiated an update to the 
Regional Goods Movement Plan. This memo and attached presentation slides provide an overview of the 
process for developing that update and draft material for discussion at the meeting on May 19th. 
 
Coordination with Alameda County Transportation Commission 
MTC staff is coordinating the update to the Regional Goods Movement Plan with the Alameda County 
Transportation Commission (ACTC) which initiated a countywide goods movement planning effort in late 
2013. Given the major role the transportation network in Alameda County plays in the region’s goods 
movement system, and the fact that goods flow across county and even regional boundaries, the two efforts 
should be closely integrated. MTC is partnering with ACTC to use the same consultant team through the 
ACTC contract. The integration and simultaneous work on the regional and the countywide plans will 
ensure consistency in the county and regional work, maximize resources, and allow stakeholders to 
participate in one integrated effort. The outcomes of the work will be: (1) two distinct planning documents 
– an Alameda Countywide Goods Movement Plan and a Regional Goods Movement Plan; (2) coordinated 
advocacy material; and (3) formation of a Goods Movement Collaborative to both support the planning 
work and advance implementation of the regional and county recommendations.  
 
This Collaborative will engage a broad range of stakeholders on goods movement issues on an ongoing 
basis and will continue after the completion of the planning work to support goods movement initiatives in 
the region. The Goods Movement Collaborative Executive Team currently includes Executive staff from the 
ACTC, MTC, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Caltrans District 4, the Port of Oakland, the East 
Bay Economic Development Agency, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, Contra Costa 
Transportation Authority and Solano Transportation Authority. The Collaborative effort will include a 
series of Roundtables for all stakeholders in the region, as well as targeted focus group and stakeholder 
meetings, which are currently underway. 
 
Regional Technical Advisory Committee 
MTC will be utilizing the Partnership Technical Advisory Committee to serve as the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) for the Regional Goods Movement work. (In addition, ACTC is using the Alameda County 
Technical Advisory Committee as the TAC for the work focused on Alameda County.) We anticipate 
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bringing goods movement material to PTAC approximately once a quarter. The goods movement items will 
be at the end of the agendas to allow in-depth discussion of goods movement issues.   
 
Coordination with Caltrans and Neighboring Counties 
In addition to the planning work underway by MTC and ACTC, Caltrans District 4 is currently finalizing the 
Bay Area Freight Mobility Study to feed directly into the California Freight Mobility Plan (described below). 
That study will serve as a baseline for much of the regional planning work. MTC is also working closely 
with our neighboring metropolitan regions, including Sacramento, the Central Valley, particularly San 
Joaquin County, and the Central Coast to advance the Northern California mega region work that was 
started with the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund program. This will include development of advocacy 
material and coordinated strategies to improve the flow of goods between regions and support the broader 
Northern California economy. 
 
Related Efforts 
 
Federal Efforts 
MAP-21 required the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) to establish a Primary Freight Network 
of 27,000 centerline miles of existing roadway that are most critical to the movement of freight. USDOT 
released a draft Primary Freight Network in November 2013; MTC submitted comments in February 
supporting the draft network and requesting a limited set of additions. As part of the Federal Freight 
Advocacy Principles adopted by the Commission in January, MTC is strongly recommending that future 
goods movement legislation broaden the definition of the Primary Freight Network beyond roadways, and 
include freight rail, navigable waterways, inland ports, seaports, land ports of entry, freight intermodal 
connectors and airports.  
 
On April 29, the Administration introduced the GROW AMERICA Act, or Generating Renewal, Opportunity, 
and Work with Accelerated Mobility, Efficiency, and Rebuilding of Infrastructure and Communities 
throughout America. This four-year surface transportation authorization proposal provides $302 billion for 
highways, transit, rail and freight infrastructure. The proposal calls for the creation of a multimodal 
National Freight Infrastructure program funded at $10 billion over the four-year period. 
 
California Freight Mobility Plan 
In response to Assembly Bill 14 (Lowenthal) requirements and MAP-21 recommendations, Caltrans is in 
the process of developing the California Freight Mobility Plan. MTC is actively participating on the 
California Freight Advisory Committee that was established to advise Caltrans on this effort. Caltrans is in 
the process of releasing portions of the Draft Plan to the Committee, with the final Draft Plan ready for 
review this summer and the Final Plan released in December 2014. 
 
California Air Resources Board (CARB) 
CARB recently initiated the development of a Sustainable Freight Strategy, focused on zero/near-zero 
emissions reduction strategies. MTC staff is monitoring the CARB work and will be working with the Bay 
Area Air Quality Management District and other transportation partners throughout the state as more 
information is provided by CARB. 
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