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UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS SUMMARY AND FINDINGS 
 
 
Summary 
 
As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Placer County, the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) is responsible for the administration of Transportation 
Development Act Funds (TDA) funds.  This responsibility includes the annual unmet transit 
needs process, which has four key components:  

1) Soliciting testimony on unmet transit needs that may exist in Placer County;  
2) Analyzing transit needs in accordance with adopted definitions of “unmet transit needs” 

and “reasonable to meet;”  
3) Consultation with the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC); and  
4) Adoption of a finding regarding unmet transit needs that may exist for implementation in 

the next fiscal year.   
 
Unmet transit needs may include establishing, contracting for, or expanding public 
transportation, in addition to services or measures required to comply with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act.  If, based on the adopted definition and criteria, any unmet transit needs are 
determined to be reasonable to meet by the PCTPA Board of Directors; they must be funded in 
the next fiscal year prior to any TDA funds being allocated for non-transit purposes.   
 
The unmet transit needs analysis was conducted in accordance with the definitions of “unmet 
transit needs” and “reasonable to meet” amended by the PCTPA Board of Directors in 
September 2006.  The analysis relied upon the recently approved Short Range Transit Plans 
(SRTPs), the Long Range Transit Master Plan, the South Placer Dial-a-Ride Study,  and the 
Sacramento Area Council of Government’s (SACOG’s) Public Transit Human Services 
Transportation Coordinated Plan.  
 
This year PCTPA reviewed 129 comments submitted by the public as part of the FY 2011/2012 
unmet transit needs process; 22 comments lie outside of PCTPA’s jurisdiction (with the majority 
focused on improving and expanding transit services and specialized transportation within the 
North Lake Tahoe Basin and the Town of Truckee) and twelve comments are for requests that do 
not pertain to the unmet transit needs process. Of the remaining 95 comments analyzed, there are 
no new unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet for implementation in FY 2012/13. 
 
Of the comments addressing unmet transit needs, the list below summarizes the more prominent 
themes: 

• New service or service extensions (this was the dominant comment category). 
• More direct routes, with fewer transfers. 
• More consistent service hours among the different operators to provide better 

connectivity. 
• More frequent service, especially during commute periods. 
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• More weekend service, with longer service hours. 
• Later evening and night service consistent with employer work schedules, particularly in 

North Lake Tahoe. 
• Various facility improvements, including shelters, stops and sidewalk improvements. 

 
In accordance with TDA requirements, the SSTAC met on January 31, 2012 to review the draft 
report and had until February 7, 2012 to complete its review. At the January 31 meeting the 
SSTAC recommended approval of the draft report, inclusive of the comments presented at the 
meeting as well as those comments subsequently submitted by the February 7 deadline. The final 
report incorporates all SSTAC comments and are included in Appendix “E” of the Report. 
  
In addition, the draft report was reviewed by the Transit Operator’s Working Group (TOWG) 
and PCTPA’s Technical Advisory Group (TAC) on February 7, 2012. These committees had no 
comments. The SSTAC, TOWG, and TAC concur with the recommended findings.  
 
It should be noted that many public comments identify issues that require further study in order 
to address their feasibility. These issues are currently beyond the planning analysis included 
within the approved SRTPs; and would therefore require PCTPA to pursue grant funding in 
order to conduct any studies. In addition, several recommendations in the final report require the 
applicable transit operator to develop service plans and implementation schedules to support the 
service enhancements and route improvements identified in their SRTPs. These plans do not 
include implementation schedules and service plans. 
 
Recommended Findings 
 

1) There are no new unmet transit needs in FY 2011/12 that are reasonable to meet for 
implementation in FY 2012/13. 

2) The following finding from FY 2004/05, as amended in FY 2009/10, is considered a 
continuing unmet transit need on a conditional basis: 

• Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by 
TART  via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe 
and Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is reasonable to 
meet on a conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range 
Transit) Plan recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is 
contingent upon development of a multi-year funding plan, which demonstrates 
a financial commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, 
including those outside of PCTPA’s purview.  
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INTRODUCTION 

 
 
Background 
 
This report presents an analysis of the recent public testimony on unmet transit needs in Placer 
County.  This annual process fulfills the requirements of the Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) regarding uses of the Local Transportation Fund (LTF).  The LTF consists of ¼ cent of 
the sales taxes collected in Placer County.  Transit needs are the highest priority for funds 
received under the TDA. The legislative intent for the use of the LTF funds is stated in the Public 
Utilities Code: 
 

It is in the interest of the state that funds available for transit development be fully 
expended to meet the transit needs that exist in California.  Such funds are to be 
expended for physical improvement to improve the movement of transit vehicles, the 
comfort of the patrons, and the exchange of patrons from one transportation mode to 
another. 
 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) Board of Directors has adopted a 
definition of an unmet transit need and criteria for determining whether needs are reasonable to 
meet.  The adopted definition of an unmet transit need is as follows: 
 

An unmet transit need is an expressed or identified need, which is not currently being met 
through the existing system of public transportation services.  Unmet transit needs are 
also those needs required to comply with the requirements of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act. 

 
The adopted criteria for determining whether or not an unmet transit need is reasonable to meet 
(assuming all of the criteria prevail) are as follows: 
 

• Service, which if implemented or funded, would result in the responsible service 
meeting the fare box recovery requirement specified in California Code of 
Regulations Sections 6633.2 and 6633.5, and Public Utilities Code 99268.2, 99268.3, 
99268.4, and 99268.5. The minimum required fare box recovery is 10 percent for 
Lincoln Transit, Tahoe Area Regional Transit (TART) and the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA), 13.3 percent for Placer 
County Transit (PCT), 15 percent for Auburn Transit and Roseville Transit.  

• Notwithstanding the criterion above, an exemption to the required fare box recovery 
requirement is available to the claimant for extension of public transportation 
services, as defined by California Code of Regulations Section 6633.8, and Public 
Utilities Code 99268.8. 

• Service, which if implemented or funded, would not cause the responsible operator to 
incur expenditures in excess of the maximum amount of Local Transportation Funds, 
State Transit Assistance Funds, Federal Transit Administration Funds, and fare 
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revenues and local support, as defined by Sections 6611.2 and 6611.3 of the 
California Administrative Code, which may be available to the claimant.  

• Community support exists for the public subsidy of transit services designed to 
address the unmet transit need, including but not limited to, support from community 
groups, community leaders, and community meetings reflecting a commitment to 
public transit. 

• The need should be in conformance with the goals included in the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

• The need is consistent with the intent of the goals of the adopted Short Range Transit 
Plan for the applicable jurisdiction. 

 
If the PCTPA Board of Directors finds that there are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to 
meet, LTF funds must be spent to meet those needs before funds can be spent for streets and 
roads purposes.  However, if no needs meet the reasonable-to-meet criteria, jurisdictions can 
implement service changes or other improvements as long as transit operators continue to meet 
the TDA-required fare box recovery minimum. 
 
American with Disabilities Act (ADA) Requirements 
 
The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requires that all public transit buses be accessible to 
individuals with disabilities.  Currently, all buses used by transit providers in Placer County meet 
this requirement.  In addition, the ADA requires transit authorities to provide complementary 
paratransit or other special transportation services to individuals with disabilities who cannot use 
fixed-route bus service.  This service must be demand-response and curb-to-curb service 
provided within a ¾-mile boundary around all fixed-route transit services.  Placer County transit 
operators fulfill this requirement in one of two ways: Dial-A-Ride paratransit service or deviated 
fixed-route service.   
 
Any trips that are currently not provided according to these requirements are considered 
violations of ADA regulations.  According to the PCTPA definition, an unmet transit need can 
include those trips (and measures) required to comply with the requirements of the ADA.  
 
Existing Transit Operations 
 
There are five public transit providers, including the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency, serving the western portion of Placer County, and one transit operator, the 
Tahoe Area Regional Transit Service, serving the northern and western shores of Lake Tahoe. 
 
Auburn Transit 
The City of Auburn Department of Public works operates Auburn Transit.  Auburn Transit 
provides two deviated fixed routes weekdays from 6:00 am to 6:30 pm, and one deviated fixed 
route on Saturdays from 9:00 am to 5:00 pm. These interlinking routes will deviate from the 
scheduled route up to ¾ of a mile upon a reservation request, scheduled at least two hours in 
advance. This deviated fixed-route service fulfills the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
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requirement for complementary paratransit service.  The vehicles are equipped with a cellular 
phone, which allows passengers to contact the drivers directly for demand-response service.  
   
Auburn Transit is based around the Auburn Multi-Modal Station located on Blocker Drive near 
Nevada Street.  The Auburn Multi-Modal Station provides a transfer point from Auburn Transit 
to Placer County Transit and Nevada County’s Gold County Stage service. 
 
Lincoln Transit 
The City of Lincoln Department of Public Services operates Lincoln Transit. Lincoln Transit 
provides fixed-route and demand response public transit services.  The service includes two fixed 
routes: the Downtown Circulator and Lincoln Loop.  
 
The Downtown Circulator operates throughout historic Downtown Lincoln and along SR 65; 
with stops near City Hall, commercial retail centers, Twelve Bridges library, Twelve Bridges 
Medical Center, and Kaiser Permanente. Service hours are Monday through Friday (except 
holidays) from 6:30 am to 5:30 pm. The Downtown Circulator also connects with Placer County 
Transit’s Lincoln/Rocklin/Sierra College route. Placer County Transit service is available during 
evening hours and Saturday at Third and F Streets. 

The Lincoln Loop operates throughout north of the Auburn Ravine, with stops at many schools, 
parks, community centers, and other points of interest. Service hours are Monday through Friday 
(except holidays) from 7:00 am to 6:00 pm. 

Lincoln Transit offers complementary paratransit service to ADA-certified individuals and 
seniors (age 60 and above). The program, which operates as a shared-ride, reservation-based 
service, provides curb-to-curb service to any location within a ¾-mile radius of any Lincoln 
Transit route as well as the Del Webb community. With respect to ride requests, priority will be 
given to ADA-certified individuals followed by seniors (defined as persons age 60 and above). 
Use of the dial-a-ride service by the general public is available solely on a space-available basis. 
The service operates Monday through Friday, from 7:00 am to 6:00 pm. 
 
Placer County Transit (PCT) 
Placer County Transit directly operates fixed route service between 1) Alta, Colfax and Auburn, 
2) Auburn and the Watt-I-80 Light Rail, 3) Dry Creek Road in North Auburn to Downtown 
Auburn, and 4) Lincoln, Rocklin and Sierra College.  This service operates Monday through 
Friday, 5:00 am to 9:00 pm; and on Saturdays from 8:00 am to 7:00 pm. 
 
PCT contracts Dial-A-Ride service and the Taylor Road Shuttle to PRIDE Industries. Dial-A-
Ride provides service based on reservations directly to requested destinations within the service 
area.  Dial-A-Ride is provided in Auburn in the Highway 49 Corridor, Loomis, Rocklin and 
Granite Bay.   The Taylor Road Shuttle provides service to Newcastle, Penryn and Loomis from 
Auburn to Sierra College in Rocklin. 
 
PCT provides connections with Auburn Transit, Gold Country Stage (Nevada County), Lincoln 
Transit, Roseville Transit, and the Sacramento Regional Transit District (RT) at designated 
transfer points within respective jurisdictions.  



FY 2011/2012 Unmet Transit Needs  Placer County Transportation  
Analysis and Recommendations Planning Agency 
Final Report for FY 2012/2013 February 22, 2012 
 

8 

The Placer Commuter Express (PCE) service begins in Colfax and stops at Clipper Gap, Auburn, 
Penryn, Loomis, Rocklin and Roseville, and ends in downtown Sacramento.  This service 
operates Monday through Friday from 5:00 am to 8:00 am and from 4:00 pm to 7:00 pm. 
 
The Placer County vanpool program is administered by PCT.  The vanpools are leased from a 
private firm and driven by one of the commuters in the vanpool.  Currently there are ten 
vanpools originating from Placer County to various employers in Sacramento and Davis.  The 
vanpool program is supported with County subsidy. 
 
Roseville Transit 
The City of Roseville Department of Public Works is responsible for providing transit service 
within the City of Roseville. The City owns and maintains the bus fleet and contracts with a 
transit provider for the daily operation of Roseville Transit. 
 
Roseville Transit is comprised of three modes: a fixed route service with thirteen local routes 
operated throughout the City, as well as a peak hour employee shuttle; Dial-A-Ride, a city-wide 
demand-response service open to the general public; and a weekday peak-period commuter 
service from park-and-ride facilities within Roseville to downtown Sacramento and to the 
Highway 50 corridor (as well as a reverse commuter service using the same commuter buses).  
All services operate weekdays, from 6:00 am to 7:00 pm., except the Commuter service, which 
operates from 5:00 am to 9:00 am and from 3:30 pm to 7:00 pm. The fixed-route service (except 
for the peak hour employee shuttle) operates on Saturdays, while the Dial-A-Ride operates on 
Saturdays and Sundays. Dial-A-Ride services operate on Saturday and Sunday from 8:00 am to 
6:00 pm.   
 
Roseville Transit provides connections with Placer County Transit (PCT) and the Sacramento 
Regional Transit District (RT) at designated transfer points in Roseville.  Commuter services 
also have selected transfer points with light rail services provided by RT and with bus service 
provided by Yolobus to the Sacramento International Airport. 
 
Tahoe Area Regional Transit (TART) 
Transit services in the North Tahoe area are primarily provided by Tahoe Area Regional Transit 
(TART) which is operated by the Placer County Department of Public Works.  TART service 
differs from other transit services operated in Placer County, as it operates within the 
jurisdictions of multiple planning agencies including the Nevada County Transportation 
Commission (NCTC), the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA), and the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA).   
 
TART operates public bus transit service in North Tahoe.  TART’s “mainline” route runs year-
round between Tahoma on the Westshore to the Hyatt in Incline Village.  The route serves Tahoe 
City, Kings Beach and all of the other communities along this route.  TART also operates route 
service between Tahoe City, Squaw Valley and Truckee.  In the summer time, TART adds the 
Tahoe Trolley service, which increases daytime service and adds nighttime service.  In the winter 
and summer TART adds runs on SR 267 between Truckee, Northstar and Kings Beach.  
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In general, TRPA is responsible for analyzing unmet transit needs within the Tahoe Basin, and 
PCTPA is responsible for the unmet transit needs outside the Basin, but within Placer County.  
NCTC performs the required unmet transit needs analysis within the Town of Truckee, where 
TART also provides a level of transit service.  For purposes of this report, PCTPA focuses only 
on transit services located within its jurisdiction - State Routes 89 and 267 corridors.     
 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) 
In FY 2008/2009, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) designated the 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA) to replace PRIDE 
Industries as the new Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (or CTSA) to serve western 
Placer County. The new CTSA is a joint powers authority, consisting of Placer County and all of 
the cities within the County. The WPCTSA became effective October 13, 2008, and new the 
service went into effect on January 2, 2009. 
 
On January 2, 2009, two PRIDE Industries transportation programs – the I-Med program (or the 
non-emergency medical transportation program) and the transportation voucher program 
transferred their administration to a new public / private partnership between the WPCTSA and 
Seniors First, Inc.  The private partners financially supporting the non-emergency medical 
transportation program, branded as “Health Express,” are:  Seniors First, Inc, Sutter Auburn 
Faith Hospital, Sutter Roseville Medical Center, Kaiser Permanente, Placer Collaborative 
Network and Placer Independent Resource Services.  
 
Transit Expenditures 
 
Public transit services in western Placer County are funded by a variety of local, state, and 
federal sources. The primary source of local transit funds is the Transportation Development Act 
(TDA). While all transit operators in Placer County use TDA funds to operate their respective 
services, other federal, state and local funds are also used for capital and operations, other which 
help conserve TDA dollars. 
 
The TDA provides funding under two separate programs called the Local Transportation Fund 
(LTF) and the State Transit Assistance (STA) fund. The LTF is derived from ¼ percent of the 
statewide sales tax collected in Placer County. Each jurisdiction in Placer County receives LTF 
funds according to a formula apportioned on the basis of population. Population estimates come 
from the California Department of Finance (DOF).  
 
The Unmet Transit Needs process relates only to the use of the LTF for transit expenditures and 
the use of those funds to fulfill any unmet transit need that is found to be reasonable to meet by 
this process.   
  
The table below shows for FY 2010/2011 Local Transportation Fund (LTF) expenditures by 
jurisdiction within Placer County for transit and for streets and roads purposes. For the western 
slope of Placer County, transit expenditures comprise 65 percent and street expenditures 
comprise 35 percent of the LTF in FY 2010/2011. 
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• The designated consolidated transportation services agency; and, 
• Additional members as appropriate. 

 
The SSTAC’s responsibilities include: 

• Participation in the process of identifying unmet transit needs; 
• Recommending whether or not there are any unmet transit needs that are reasonable to 

meet; and, 
• Advising on any other major transit issues, including the coordination and consolidation 

of specialized transportation services. 
 
The SSTAC met on January 31, 2012 to review the FY 2011/2012 Unmet Transit Needs Draft 
Report and had until February 7, 2012 to complete its review. At the January 31 meeting the 
SSTAC recommended approval of the draft report, inclusive of the comments presented at the 
January 31 meeting as well as those comments subsequently submitted by the February 7 
deadline. The final report includes all of these comments from the SSTAC, which are included in 
Appendix “E” of this report. 
 
Short Range Transit Plans 
 
Short range transit plans (SRTP) are prepared for each of the transit operators in Placer County.  
These plans look at countywide demographics, review operating histories of each transit 
operator, analyze demand for transit services, present a series of goals, objectives and 
performance standards, analyze a series of service alternatives, identify operating, maintenance 
and capital program needs, address the requirements of the ADA, the FTA and the TDA, and 
present the steps that each transit operator will take over the seven year plan period to improve 
and enhance transit services.  Because these documents represent a focused and calculated 
approach to improve each transit system, the PCTPA Board of Directors requires that any unmet 
transit need that is identified to be consistent with the applicable SRTP before it can be 
considered “reasonable to meet.” 
 
In 2011, SRTPs were updated for Auburn Transit, Placer County Transit, Roseville Transit, and 
the Western Placer CTSA.  Lincoln Transit’s SRTP was updated in 2009. These plans contain a 
long list of service enhancements to fill identified gaps and needs for route improvements, 
including extension of hours of service and frequency changes. These plans, however, are 
contingent upon funding. While it is a priority to implement these various transit service 
improvements, funding uncertainties in the current economy continues to be an important 
constraint. 
 
Status of Prior Year Unmet Transit Needs Recommendations 
 
The following findings are based on analysis conducted in accordance with the definitions and 
criteria adopted by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Board in September 2006, 
as amended.  
 
FY 2004/05 Unmet Transit Needs Process Approved Finding 
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In FY 2004/2005 the PCTPA Board approved a finding that year-round service between 
Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined route that 
connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach is a continuing unmet transit need that 
is reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. Subsequent annual unmet transit needs processes 
continued to find that year round service along SR 267 to be reasonable to meet on a conditional 
basis. The PCTPA Board amended the original finding on February 24, 2010 to read as 
follows: 

• Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by 
TART via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and 
Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a 
conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon 
development of a multi-year funding plan, which demonstrates a financial 
commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, including those 
outside of PCTPA’s purview. 

 
Analysis 
TART began transit service along the SR 267 corridor in the winter 2007. This service runs only 
during the winter months between the Town of Truckee (Nevada County) and Kings Beach 
(Placer County), with service to the Northstar-at-Tahoe Ski Resort. 
   
The TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan suggests that the projected fare box recovery of 
several service alternatives along SR 267 operated by TART would meet the minimum 
requirement to be considered as an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet.  The Plan 
recommended that the current winter-only service along SR 267 remain unchanged until the 
Community Service Areas for Martis Valley are established, generating the funding needed to 
implement a new TART route along this corridor year-round. The year round service when 
implemented is expected to incrementally cost about $400,000 annually to add the off-season 
(summer service).  
 
There are about 13 separate Community Service Areas (CSAs) to be created within Martis 
Valley.  Six have been created by the Placer County Board of Supervisors.  The existing CSA’s 
are raising about $20,000 per year.  The total CSA contribution toward transit service is expected 
to be $210,000 per year. 
 
The jurisdictions outside of the PCTPA jurisdiction – Nevada County, Town of Truckee and 
TRPA - do not have sufficient funding at this point to contribute to their fair share of year-round 
service along this corridor.  These jurisdictions currently commit all of their LTF funds toward 
transit services, either to TART or the Town of Truckee transit service.  
TART does not currently have a policy that requires a minimum amount of operating dollars 
needed to initiate a new service.  As a practice, TART would like to see three years of fund set 
aside for the SR 267 service before making a commitment to the public to initiate new service.  
 
For year round SR 267 service to occur, jurisdictions and partners outside of PCTPA’s purview 
would need to commit toward their fair share cost of the service, whether through the use of LTF 
or another fund source(s).  
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FY 2010/11 Unmet Transit Needs Process Approved Finding 
There were no new unmet transit needs that were reasonable to meet in FY 2010/2011. However, 
several comments were submitted requesting specialized transportation to serve non-emergency 
medical / health trip purposes within the North Lake Tahoe / Truckee area. The recommendation 
to address these potential unmet transit needs was as follows: 

• PCTPA, NCTC and TRPA should jointly pursue grant funding opportunities to assess 
whether this potential unmet transit need can be found reasonable to meet or not. 

 
Analysis 
During the 2011 unmet transit needs process, TRPA agreed to take the lead on pursuing grant 
funding opportunities to determine whether requests for specialized transportation to serve non-
emergency medical / health trip purposes within the North Lake Tahoe / Truckee area could be 
found reasonable to meet or not. Unfortunately, TRPA staff did not follow-up on this 
recommendation. 
 
2011/2012 Unmet Transit Needs Comments: Compilation and Distribution 
 
As in previous years, the comments analyzed for this year’s Unmet Transit Needs report were 
compiled through telephone calls, web site access, email communication, letters, and fax 
messages. Public comments for the unmet transit needs process were accepted from September 
14, 2011 until November 28, 2011; however, late comments were accepted up to the publication 
of this draft report. 
 
The Unmet Transit Needs public hearing was held on October 26, 2011, 9:15 a.m., at the 
regularly scheduled PCTPA Board of Directors meeting.  In addition to the public hearing, 
public workshops were held in the following jurisdictions: 

• Wednesday, October 5 
Loomis Train Depot – 10:00 -11:00 a.m. 
Lincoln City Hall – 4:00 -5:00 p.m. 

• Tuesday, October 18 
Roseville Civic Center – 5:00-6:30 p.m. 

• Thursday, October 20 
Auburn City Hall – 10:00 -11:00 a.m. 
Rocklin City Council Chambers – 1:30-3:00 p.m. 

• Thursday, November 3, 2011  
North Lake Tahoe Conference Center, Kings Beach – 1:30-2:30 p.m. 

 
Each of the public workshops and the public hearing was advertised in local newspapers, along 
with flyers distributed by the transit operators (including versions available in Spanish). All of 
the locations for each public workshop and the public hearing were considered transit accessible, 
and jurisdiction and transit operator staffs were encouraged to attend all meetings. 
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The graph below shows the percent distribution (by category) of the total amount of comments 
received during this year’s unmet transit needs public comment period. 
 

 
Note: *All comments received, including those that are duplicative of other comments, are counted. 

 
Many of the comments received during the unmet transit needs public comment period are 
duplicative or are very similar in nature to comments received.  Therefore, some consolidation of 
the comments received has been made for purposes of avoiding duplicative analysis in the 
Analysis and Recommendations section of the report.  In many cases, the comment addressed 
may represent two or more comments received. In total, this year’s Analysis and 
Recommendations section of the report review 127 consolidated unmet transit comments. 
 
PCTPA TOWG and TAC Comments 
 
In conjunction with the SSTAC, the Transit Operators Working Group (TOWG) met on January 
31, 2012 to review the Draft Report. The Draft Report was also reviewed by the PCTPA’s 
Technical Advisory Committee on February 7, 2012. The TOWG and the TAC concurred with 
the recommendations included in the Report. 
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ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
Categories of Unmet Transit Need Requests 
 
The unmet transit needs analysis is organized by categories of unmet transit need requests 
commonly expressed during the public comment period. These categories are further defined 
below. Within each of these categories, the unmet transit needs are sorted by jurisdiction.  Each 
request is accompanied by an analysis as appropriate, and a recommendation is offered for 
PCTPA Board consideration.   
 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)  
The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is a civil rights law passed by Congress in 1990, 
which makes it illegal to discriminate against people with disabilities in employment, services 
provided by state and local governments, public and private transportation, public 
accommodations and telecommunications. 
 
Fares 
Fares refer to the fee paid by a passenger allowing the person to make use of a public transit 
system.  
 
New Service / Route Extensions  
A new route is a specified path taken in a previously unserved or underserved area by a transit 
vehicle, along which passengers are picked up or discharged. Usually, the route is designated by 
a number or a name.  Route extensions typically involve greater than 25 percent of an existing 
route’s miles or service hours. 
 
Other Requests 
Many comments cover operational, customer service, bus stops / transit shelters and park-and-
ride facilities, fares, and miscellaneous issues.  They do not meet the PCTPA definition of an 
unmet transit need.  These comments do indicate areas where changes if implemented by the 
transit operators, could contribute to improved customer service, increased ridership, 
convenience, safety, and overall comfort. Therefore, they are included here as valued customer 
input regarding existing public transit services, and will be forwarded to the transit operators in 
Placer County for their consideration. Responses to these requests have been provided where 
pertinent information is available. 
 
Service Area 
Service area is defined as a geographic area, which is provided with public transit services. 
Service area is typically defined to be consistent with ADA requirements; i.e., service that can be 
provided up to ¾ mile of a bus route.  Individual service area descriptions for Placer transit 
operators are described in the section “Existing Transit Operations” of this report. 
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Service Frequency 
Service frequency refers to the amount of time scheduled between consecutive buses (or trains) 
on a given route segment; in other words, how often the bus (or train) comes (also referred to as 
Headway). 
 
Service Schedule 
Service schedule refers an existing time table by which an individual route of transit system 
operates.  The schedule typically shows days of the week (weekday vs. weekend), time of day, 
frequency, and time points for key bus stop locations, and a route map over which the route 
operates, with key locations / activity centers served indicated by the map. 
 
Service Span 
Service span refers to the approximate starting and ending hours of transit service operated; for 
example, 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.  Typically, service span does not include deadhead time. 
Service span often varies by weekday, Saturday, or Sunday; or by type of service provided. 
 
FY 2011/2012 Unmet Transit Needs Public Comments Received, Analysis, and 
Recommendations for FY 2012/13 
 
The unmet transit needs analysis and recommendations for FY 2012/2013 are presented on the 
following table.   
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APPENDIX A 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
 
TDA DEFINITIONS - ADOPTED UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS POLICY
 

Pursuant to PUC Section 99401.5(c)
 
Adopted 11/8/92
 
Amended 3/23/94
 
Amended 9/22/99
 
Amended 9/27/06
 

Unmet Transit Need 
An unmet transit need is an expressed or identified need, which is not currently being met 
through the existing system of public transportation services. Unmet transit needs are also 
those needs required to comply with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

Reasonable To Meet 
Unmet transit needs may be found to be "reasonable to meet" if all of the following criteria 
prevail: 

1) Service, which if implemented or funded, would result in the responsible service 
meeting the farebox recovery requirement specified in California Code of Regulations 
Sections 6633.2 and 6633.5, and Public Utilities Code 99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, and 
99268.5. 

2) Notwithstanding Criterion 1) above, an exemption to the required farebox recovery 
requirement is available to the claimant for extension of public transportation services, 
as defined by California Code of Regulations Section 6633.8, and Public Utilities Code 
99268.8. 

3)	 Service, which if implemented or funded, would 110t cause the responsible operator to 
incur expenditures in excess of the maximum amount of Local Transportation Funds, 
State Transit Assistance Funds, Federal Transit Administration Funds, and fare revenues 
and local support, as defined by Sections 6611.2 and 6611.3 of the California 
Administrative Code, which may be available to the claimant. 

4)	 Community support exists for the public subsidy of transit services designed to address 
the unmet transit need, including but not limited to, support from community groups, 
community leaders, and community meetil1gs reflecting a comnlitment to public transit. 

5)	 The need should be in conformance with the goals included in the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

6)	 The need is consistent with the intent of the goals of the adopted Short Range Transit 
Plan for the applicable jurisdiction. 
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APPENDIXC
 

Loomis Unmet Transit Needs Workshop - October 5, 2011 
1.	 There were no public comments provided at the Loomis workshop. 

Lincoln Unmet Transit Needs Workshop
1.	 Transit service is not convenient. 
2.	 Not aware of bus stop locations (I see the service, but I don't know where the 

stops are). 
3.	 Are there stops on Ferrari Ranch Road? 
4.	 Why do we need to transfer at Twelve Bridges? 
5.	 Many people are not aware of Lillcoln Transit services. 

Roseville Unmet Transit Needs Workshop - October 18,2011 
1.	 See attached Roseville Summary for Transit Requests. 
2.	 Need for Saturday 7:00 am Auburn to light rail trip. 
3.	 Need for Saturday 8:00 am ligllt rail to Auburn trip. 
4.	 Need for Roseville Transit to serve Watt/I-80 resulting from annexations. 
5.	 Roseville Transit OUgllt to nln weeknights until 10:00 pm. 
6.	 Roseville Transit ought to run Saturday nights until 90 minutes past Mall closing. 
7.	 Sunday Roseville Dial-a-Ride should run until 90 minlltes past Mall closing. 
8.	 Placer County Dial-a-Ride should be allowed to operate seven days a week. 
9.	 Need Dial-a-Ride services consolidated to allow countywide operations. 
10. Route R should operate all day and same hours as all other Roseville routes. 
11. The Auburn to Light Rail route should operate every half hour between 5:00 to 

9:00 am and 3:00 to 7:00 pm Monday through Friday. 
12. Lincoln Transit needs transit service on Saturdays. 
13. Roseville Transit and Placer County Transit provide fixed route servIce on 

Sundays. 
14. PCTPA transit operators need to be part of SACOG's connect card. 
15. Introduce Sierra Gardens to Sierra College route. 
16. West Roseville needs service from Watt/I-80 or Louis/Orlando. 
17. Consider a Sacramento Regional Transit partnership for "High Bus" or Bus Rapid 

Transit on Sierra College/Hazel. 
18. Transit operators should consider selling pre-paid day passes. 
19. Extend Lincoln/Sierra College route hours until 90 nlinutes past Mall closing. 
20. Extend frequency and hours on Auburn to Light Rail route until 90 nlinutes past 

Mall closing. 
21. Lincoln residents are in need of commuter bus service to/fronl Sacramento. 



22. Need a fixed route/route deviation Placer County Transit route from Lincoln to 
Auburn along SR193. 

23. Route A runs five minutes late from Louis/Orlando. 
24. Route R miscolmects with Route A. Need to move the Route R schedule forward 

by seven minutes and require the Route A operator be alerted of pending Route R 
transfers. 

25. Need to be able to exchange dial-a-ride and fixed route fare media. 
26. Roseville Dial-a-Ride service to	 "Food Source" on Stanford Ranch Road in 

Rocklin. 

Auburn Dnmet Transit Needs Workshop - October 20,2011 
,1. Head Start facility located at Church Street in Foresthill needs service to Auburn 

one or two times per week. 
2.	 Senior Livillg Group is a subcommittee of MAC. Desire to facilitate meeting 

transit needs. Interested in starting a pilot Mileage Reimbursement Program for 
area between Crystal Springs into Chicago Park in Alta/Dutch Flat area. Would 
connect with Health Express or Placer County Transit in Colfax. Group can 
provide volunteer drivers. 

3.	 Legal Services staff identified: 

•	 Need for better interface with Roseville Transit for Social Security. 

•	 Ability to get its clients to court in Roseville. 

•	 Need for Placer County Transit to stop at Court. Used to have hourly service 
to Courthouse. New location is a deterioration of service for some clients. 

•	 Need service to 9:00 pm between Galleria to Sierra College. 

•	 Bus drivers need appropriate restroom facilities at the Watt/I-80 light rail 
station - not a plastic port-of-potty. 

4.	 Expand Health Express service to weekends and Sundays. 
5.	 In next 3-5 years daily service will be needed to/from Foresthill at &:00 am and 

11 :00 am and return service at 3:00 pm and 5:00 pm. 
6.	 PCN support the WPCTSA Short Range Transit Plan. Concerned about North 

Lake Tahoe unmet transit needs. Would like service to Sheridan to get to Lincoln 
to access social service needs. 

Rocklin Dnmet Transit Needs Workshop - October 20,2011 
27. Independent living skills program located near Oakmont High School requires 

students and teacher/aide to take trips 011 fixed route transit from Galleria Mall to 
Sierra College, Royer Park, downtown Rocklin and Roseville, and bowling at 
"Strikes." 

28. Dial-a-Ride services are not user friendly for studel1ts learning independent living 
skills. 

29. Would like to see more frequent bus service especially near the high schools. 



30. Concerned about the cost to transfer in Roseville. 
31. Reading the bus schedules is difficult. 

32. A mobility training curriculum is needed. 

North Lake Tahoe Unmet Transit Needs Workshop -November 3, 2011 
1.	 Refer to comnlent letter & recommendations from the Community Collaborative 

of Tahoe Truckee Transportation Group. 

2.	 Need connectivity between Kings Beach to Auburn within Placer County. Could 

be a single trip per day or several days per week/month. Residents unable to get to 

Placer County services. 

3.	 West Shore family transportation issue - bus doesn't run to the High School. 

4.	 West Shore workforce transportation - timing issue - resort community needs bus 

service to operate around shift times - not at 10:00 am and 2:00 pm; TART is not 

suitable for resort employees; employees start before 6:30 am. 

5.	 West Shore customer transportation issue - losing economic impact benefits to 

community. There are no buses that come into Granlibakken. It is Y2 mile to 

TART service and one nlile to Tahoe City. Customers want to go to Tahoe City, 

Emerald Bay and Crystal Bay. 

6.	 Need a park-and-ride at comer ofSR 267 and North National that ties i11tO TART. 

7.	 Maybe a smaller bus for SR 267 service. 

8.	 Need 30 minute headways year round or at least in the winter season. 

9.	 Need non-emergency medical and social service transportation for seniors and 

disabled for in area and out-of-area. 

10. Tahoe region transit is broken because it is seasonal. It is confusing to ride. 

11. Town ofTruckee service starts at 9:00 am. Should start earlier and end later. 

12. Need for neighborll00d shuttles. 

13. Town of Truckee buses don't operate 011 Sundays. 

14. Need to get to North Tahoe Middle School or High School. 

15. Need to accou11t for dual languages in transit material/schedules. 

16. Eliminate service between 10:00 am to 2:00 pm. 

17. Schools and TART should share bus shelters. 

18. Need out-of-are medical transportation. 

19. The bus shelter at the park is not	 functional for seniors. Can't buses swing 

through the loop? 

20. There is no evening, no Sunday services for Truckee Dial-a-Ride. 

21. Truckee Dial-a-Ride needs a call-back service. 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
 
MINUTES
 

OCTOBER 26,2011
 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, October 26, 2011 at 
9:00 a.m~ at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 

ATTENDANCE: John Allard (arrived 9:07 a.m.) Celia McAdam 
Jim Holmes Shirley LeBlanc 
Mike Holmes David Melko 
Paul Joiner Solvi Sabol 
Ron McIntyre Sue Sholtis 
Suzanne Roberts Stan Tidman 
Miguel Ucovich 
Kirk Uhler 
Scott Yuill 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by McIntyre, the minutes of the September 28, 2011 
PCTPA Board meeting were approved as submitted, with Mike Holmes and Joiner abstaining 
and Allard absent. 

AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Jim Holmes and second by Mike Holmes, the Board unanimously approved the 
Consent Calendar as submitted, with Allard absent. 

2012 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (RTIP) 
Celia McAdam stated funding for major transportation projects comes through the State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which is made up of two parts; 75% is the 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) and 25% is Caltrans discretionary funds 
known as the Interregional Transportation Inlprovement Progranl (ITIP). Every two years the 
California Transportation Commission issues a fund estimate outlining funds available for the 
next five years. This cycle adds two years, extending to FY 2016/17. 

McAdam noted in 2002 $78M in RTIP funds were advanced for the Lincoln Bypass project. 
Since then, we have been paying that off that no-interest advance with our current balance 
projected through FY 2019/20 as $30M. We do have one rail transit project for $3M - the 3rd 

Track Project which adds track capacity between Roseville and Sacramento to allow for 
additional Capitol Corridor rail service. This is programmed for design in FY 2014/15. We also 
programmed Planning, Programming, and Monitoring funds for the next five years. McAdam 
asked that the Board adopt the 2012 RTIP. 
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Miguel Ucovich inquired when an additional train will be added via the 3rd Track Project. 
McAdam responded those are two different projects. The 3rd Track Project, between Roseville 
and Sacramento, is a longer term project adding track capacity which allows an increase often 
daily round trips to Roseville. The project that will add the additional train to Auburn in the 
short term is the double tracking of the Union Pacific tracks over the Donner Summit for which 
we are seeking Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF). No formal action 
has been taken on this project yet, but McAdam is confident that if Union Pacific signs off on the 
agreement with PCTPA and Capitol Corridor, the funds will be available. 

Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Joiner, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution 11
25 adopting the 2012 Regional Transportation Improvement Progranl (RTIP) for Placer County. 

FY 2011/12 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP)AND BUDGET - AMENDMENT #1 
Celia McAdam noted every year we adopt an Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget. A 
preliminary version is adopted in February, a final in May with amendments throughout the year 
as needed. The budget balances although we did have hits to our revenue resulting in a negative 
$60,000 carryover. Efforts are ongoing through our Caltrans Cost Indirect Allocation Plan to 
obtain reimbursenlel1ts. Cash flow has also been impacted by bond paynlents for the Nevada 
Station building, but this is being rectified now that all but one vacancy has been filled. 

McAdam highlighted budgetary adjustments as a result of Stan Tidman retiring at the end of the 
year, continuing with PCTPA as a retired annuitant as well as Solvi Sabol increasing to full time. 
Our reserves are restored and budgetary adjustments were made to reflect grant proceeds. Staff 
recommends approval of Amendment #1 to our OWP and Budget. 

Upon motion by Jim Holmes and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 
2011/12 Overall Work Progranl (OWP) and Budget - Amendment #1 and allthorized the 
Executive Director to submit it to Caltrans. 

9:15 A.M. - TIMED ITEM: ANNUAL UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING 
David Melko requested the Board to conduct a Public Hearing to obtain public testimony on 
unmet transit needs as they may exist in Placer County. Workshops in local jurisdictions have 
been ongoing and the last workshop will be in Kings Beach on November 3. Melko summarized 
comments received thus far which have focused on increased transit service span, increased 
frequency of service, service extensions and improved connections between the local systems as 
well as with the regional services such as Sacramento Regional Transit. The public comment 
period ends November 28. Comments will be analyzed, reviewed by the Social Service 
Transportation Advisory Council and Technical Advisory Committee, and then brought back to 
the PCTPA Board with a final report and recommendations. 

Chair Uhler opened the Public Hearing. 

Janice LeRoux, co-chair for the Placer Collaborative Network, an organization consisting of 40 
profit and nonprofit agencies serving people in Placer County, related membership transportation 
issues including service to Sheridan, the Tahoe region and Foresthill. LeRoux will relay 
additional il1put received from their November 3 retreat. 

Jan Colyer, Executive Director for the Truckee North Tahoe TMA, stated service on Highway 
267 continues to be a transit need. 
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Dave Wiltsee, member of the Weimar/Applegate/Colfax MAC and representing a spin-off 
organization Sel1ior Living Group which focuses specifically on concerns of seniors, proposed to 
bring a modicum of transpo-rtation for seniors up to the Gold Ridge area (Dutch Flat, Gold Run 
and Alta) which is virtually without service at this point. With a small amount of funding from 
this Board Wiltsee proposed to tie in with Seniors First to be able to provide volunteer drivers for 
seniors for nonemergency medical appointments. Wiltsee foresees this pilot program to serve 
the most remote areas ultimately becoming self-sustaining by allowing seniors to be charged for 
services. Wiltsee would like to tie into other ongoing programs such as CHP, AARP and the 
State Agency on Aging to help seniors continue to drive or identify seniors that are 'unable to 
drive. 

Carol Serre, with Kaiser Permanente attending on behalfofboth Kaiser and Sutter, indicated 
they have supported the Health Express program run by Seniors First for the last several years 
and they do plan to continue to support the program along with the other funders. 

Lee Bastien, Sheridan MAC, commented Sheridan does not have any transit service. Bastien has 
been pushing for Dial-a-Ride in the Sheridan area. Further, Bastien indicated for the first time in 
30 years Sheridan will have new construction and with this new growth the need for 
transportatiol1 is compounded. Bastien noted Yuba Sutter Transit has a commuter bus that 
travels through Sheridan in the mornings and suggested contacting them to have them stop and 
pick up riders in Sheridan on their way to Roseville. 

Katrina Henry, a public health nurse with Placer County Health and Human Services, reiterated 
the need for transit in Sheridan. Henry noted a direct correlation with patient's medical and 
social issues becoming more of an issue with no available transportation. Henry would like to 
see Health Express or the voucher program serve the Sheridan community. 

Don Adams, cllair of the Weimar/Applegate/Colfax MAC, reiterated Wiltsee's comments and 
urged the Board to support their proposed program. 

Vicky Lincoln, Transportation Coordinator with KidZKount PCAC, indicated they can provide 
some transportation but there remains a great need for transportation in the Sheridan, Foresthill 
and Kings Beach/Truckee areas. 

Daryl Morales, Manager at the Family Resource Center in Lincoln - The Lighthouse, 
emphasized that transportation services would greatly benefit the community of Sheridan. 
Morales gave an example ofbeing able to find transportation for a Sheridan resident needing 
medical transportation to Roseville by a volul1teer from Sun City Lincoln Hills. Morales urged 
the Board for ongoing transportation for the Slleridan conlmunity. 

Jonathan Jacobs from the Welcome Center commented it is difficult to get Dial-a-Ride or any 
services between Highway 49 and Bell Road on Airport at the stop sign to get into town. Jacobs 
further mentioned the need for additional flexible hours for transit from Colfax to Auburn and 
back. 

Tink Miller, Executive Director for Placer Independent Resource Services (PIRS), also a 
member of Placer Collaborative Network and facilitator for the Best Step Transportation 
Collaborative, asked for enhanced connectivity, better coordination of schedules in routing and 
electronic fare boxes. She noted the centralized call center which was launched this year, and 
requested ful1ding continued for the ambassador program and possible expansion of this 
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program. Miller supports the comments ofher colleagues - the need for maintaining Health 
Express and expansion, nonmedical trips through reimbursing volunteer drivers or targeted 
shllttle services to outlying remote communities, and the bus subsidy program. PIRS has 
received feedback for a need for a second round trip from Colfax to Auburn per day convenient 
for workers and tllere is an interest for later service to Sierra College and the Rocklin area. They 
have received a request for service beyond Joeger on Highway 49. Miller underscored Colyer's 
comment for the need for service on Highway 267 between Kings Beach and Truckee. 

Chair Uhler closed the Public Hearing. Uhler noted the unmet transit needs public comment 
period remains open until November 28. Staff receives conlments through various modes 
including through PCTPA's website which is www.pctpa.net. 

NEVADA STATION OPERATING BUDGET FOR 2012 AND 2013 
Celia McAdam noted that the Nevada Station operating budget is brought before the Board every 
two years. Although we have had vacancies in the past, only one vacancy remains. PCTPA has 
transferred funds to cover required bond payments for the building and noted that our bond 
rating has improved from BBB+ to an A-, which will be beneficial if we refinance in the filture. 
McAdam has pursued various options to improve long term cash flow and feels confident that 
once the mandatory bond term of 10 years is completed in December 2013 we can improve our 
situation by refinancing the bonds or through a public-private partnership funding. Staff 
recommends approval for the 2012 and 2013 Nevada Station budget. 

In response to Miguel Ucovich's inquiry, McAdam responded the bond interest rate is 7.25%. 
Scott Yuill asked how much analysis has been done about selling the building as an option. 
McAdam replied we have looked into that option. Staffwill look into appraising the building 
when we are closer to the date the bonds are able to be redeemed in 2013. Yuill inquired why 
PG&E was budgeted so low in 2010/11 and the actual canle in higher. Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal 
and Administrative Officer, stated we needed to maintain electricity in the vacant suites to allow 
our leasing agent to show them to prospective tenants. 

Mike Holmes questioned whether the utilities were all electric or also included natural gas. 
LeBlanc replied PG&E provides both gas and electric services. Holmes noted the City of 
Auburn is exploring buying natural gas through PG&E but at a better rate. Holmes will relay 
this infonnation to our agency. 

Miguel Ucovich asked whether we pay the PG&E expense for the entire building. McAdam 
responded we pay for the common areas and while there are vacancies. PCTPA's PG&E 
expense is paid separately. 

Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved the Nevada 
Station Building budget for 2012 and 2013 as shown in Attachment 1 and certified this budget 
includes required bond payments. 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
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FINAL SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLAN FOR THE WESTERN PLACER 
CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY <WPCTSA) 
David Melko requested that the Board adopt Resolution No. 11-01 approving the Final Short 
Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency. In June a public workshop was held, briefing the Board on the key recommendations in 
the SRTP. Testimony from that workshop, as well as comments from Board members, social 
service agencies and transit operators, have been incorporated into this final plan. The fillal plan 
recommends a continuation of the existing programs including the Non Emergency Medical 
Transportation Program (Health Express), the Volunteer Door-to-Door Drivers Program, the 
Voucher Program, Transit Anlbassador Program, Call Cellter and the continuation of tIle Non
Profit Vehicle Replacement Progranl and a Bus Stop Improvement Program. 

Several new pilot programs have been recommended including the Bus Pass Subsidy Program, a 
Rural Placer County Mileage Reimbursement Program, as well as initiatives to use the public 
transit Dial-a-Ride to help augmellt the Non Emergency Medical Transportation Program, and 
the Non Emergency Medical Transportation (NEMT) Vehicle Tracking Program. Comments 
from the public, transit operators and the Board have been incorporated into this final version. 

The plan calls for continuing at the 4% Local Transportation Fund (LTF) allocatioll for five 
years. After that period, it may be necessary for the Board to consider raising this to a 5% 
allocation to support these programs. 

Miguel Ucovich inquired whether the plan considers the possibility of looking at a different 
model to attract more ambassadors for the Transit Ambassador Program. Melko responded the 
plan recommends some incentives to aid in recruiting ambassadors. The Transit Operators 
Working Group (TOWG) has discussed redirecting the program and looking at the ambassadors 
traveling to institutions to train people. Ucovich wondered wllether the progranl was really 
worth it. Melko replied data is collected for this program and staff will report back to the Board 
with a status report. 

Ucovich asked whether any of the new initiatives such as the Bus Pass Subsidy Program will 
address the need for transportation for Sheridan. Melko replied the plan recommends the Health 
Express NEMT expand to Sheridan. The Rllral Mileage Reimbllrsement Program, which makes 
use ofvolullteers, may be able to provide transportation for the Sheridan community. The Bus 
Pass Subsidy Program is modeled after a program developed in Riverside County and staffwill 
be developing the requirements to implement this program. 

Janice LeRoux fronl Placer Collaborative Network (PCN) praised Celia McAdam, David Melko 
and the transit operators for their efforts in realizing the needs of the people tllat social services 
agencies serve. LeRoux feels this plan is creative, responsive and reasonable. PCN is 
supportive of the Non Emergency Medical Transportation Services. The consolidation of 
services, expansion and creative use of Dial-a-Ride is extraordinary. The Bus Pass and Mileage 
Reimbursement Programs are good first steps, although may not be the final answer, for regular 
service to Sheridan and dealing with the transit issues in Tahoe. Depending on how these 
programs are utilized and if the need increases they may come back to this Board to look at 
increasing the LTF allocation to 4.25 or 4.5% before going to 5%. LeRoux encouraged 
flexibility in administering the Bus Pass alld Mileage Reimbursement Programs, notillg transit 
services are necessary for citizens' health and well being that are not non emergency medical 
related. 
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LeRoux also asked for flexibility in match for the Mileage Reimbursement Program in program 
design and budget administration. LeRoux is highly supportive of this plan. 

Cindi Lange from Placer County Health and Disability Prevention expressed her support of the 
Short Range Transit Plan and the new proposed pilot programs to hopefully serve the Sheridan, 
Foresthill and Kings Beach conlmunities. Lange asked the Board to consider expanding services 
in those areas through Health Express. 

Tink Miller from Placer Independent Resource Services conveyed her support of the Short 
Range Transit Plan and added 5% Local Transportation Fund allocation was historically in effect 
for many years before it was reduced to 4%. The need is there and growing and feels it is not 
unreasonable to have the full 5% available to support transit needs. 

Jan Colyer with the TMA mentioned they have been striving for some tinle for a volunteer driver 
program to help people in North Lake Tahoe connect to appointments in Auburn and other out
of-area service locations. Assessments have been conducted to determine ridership numbers. 
They will be working with Nevada County for funding for a program for driver reimbursements. 
Road to Recovery, a volunteer driver progranl for cancer patients, has 15 volunteer drivers. 
Colyer feels a program could be coordinated for our area for social and medical transportation 
and is hopeful this will come to fruition. 

Upon motion by Jim Holmes and second by Allard, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution 
No. 11-01 approving the Final Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) for the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WPCTSA). 

FY 2011/12 WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY BUDGET AMENDMENT #1 
David Melko requested the Board adopt the FY 2011/12 Budget Anlendmel1t #1 for the Western 
Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA). Melko delineated the refinements 
to the budget for the Board. Overall the operating expenditures have slightly decreased and 
revenues have increased substantially since the proposed budget was approved by the Board in 
June. We have a budget surplus of$163,000 which will be carried over into FY 2012/13. This 
is one of the reasons we recommended we continue at 4% Local Transportation Fund allocation 
in the Short Range Transit Plan. 

Miguel Ucovich asked for clarification of deferred revenue. Celia McAdam noted they are 
unexpended revenues or carryover. 

Suzanne Roberts asked for clarification about the direct expenses line item. McAdam explained 
the budget adopted in June had $5,000 in direct expenses and this amendment reflects only 
$1,500 is required. The $3,500 difference is money not necessary to spend on direct expenses. 

Upon motion by Yuill and second by Ucovich, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 2011/12 
Budget Amendment #1 for the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(WPCTSA). 

ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
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PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN UPDATE 
CONTRACT AWARD AUTHORIZATION 
Stan Tidman noted the current Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (PCALUCP) 
was adopted in October of 2000 which promotes airport land use compatibility for proposed 
growth around Placer County's three public use airports in Auburn, Blue Canyon and Lincoln. 
A Request for Proposal for an update to the plan and its supporting environmental documentation 
was distributed in July of2011 which resulted in ranking three proposals and short-listing two 
firms for interviews. The selection committee identified Mead & Hunt as the top qualified 
consultant and staff requested the Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and 
sign a contract with Mead & Hunt for services to update the plan. 

Mike Holmes inquired how long the update would require to be completed once the contract was 
awarded. Tidman responded this effort will take 18 to 24 months. 

Upon motion by Jim Holmes and second by Allard, the Commission authorized the Executive 
Director to negotiate and sign a contract with Mead & Hunt for services to update the 2000 
Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (PCALUCP). 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported two jurisdictions have received recommendations for awards of the 
State Local Partnership Planning Funds, part of Proposition lB. The City of Lincoln was 
recommended to receive $758,000 for improvements to Nicholas Road and the City of Roseville 
$1 M for inlprovement of Fiddynlel1t Road, match for local impact fees approved by the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC). 

McAdam further reported on tomorrow's CTC agenda is the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a allocation 
from the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) of the Proposition 1B funds. Due to 
recent bond sales, we will be allocated these funds even though this project was previously listed 
as "delivered not allocated." This also means the project will go out to bid for construction by 
the end of the year. 

McAdam updated the Board on the 1-80 Bottleneck project and mentioned there have been some 
rain delays and an equipment issue with the striping machine. Most of the eastbound striping has 
been completed and the westbound side should be completed by November 1. All the work on 
the project is expected to be completed by Tllanksgiving. 

Meeting adjourned at 10:27 a.m. 

Celia McAdam Kirk Uhler, Chair 
Executive Director 
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needs and recommended that we perform a rural transit study. Responses to comments related to 
rural transit issues indicated that we need to pursue grant funding to perform that study. Other 
comments require further analysis through various studies. Staff will be submitting a planning 
grant to Caltrans to pursue funding for these studies. There is a recommendation in the report 
that transit operators need to develop service plans and implementation schedules to support the 
service enhancements and route improvements identified in their SRTPs. 

Staff is recommending that there are no new unmet transit needs for FY 2011112 that are 
reasonable to meet. Staff is continuing to recommend that the finding this Board made in 
2004/05 and amended in 200911 0 with respect to an unmet transit need on SR 267 is still 
reasonable to meet. Melko asked the Board to accept this report. 

Keith Nesbitt noted during his tenure on this Board there have been connectivity issues in the 
Foresthill area. Nesbitt inquired whether a rideshare or match list has been developed to support 
riders traveling to and from Foresthill in lieu ofbus service. Melko responded the 511 number 
puts you in touch with applicable rideshare agencies. Placer County Transit does operate a 
vanpool program and there may already be a vanpool serving the For~tkill area. Nesbitt further 
inquired whether there are efforts to form a public private partnership, an incentive for service 
clubs and such, to build bus shelters or signage. Melko responded comments regarding these 
issues are forwarded to the applicable transit operator. 

Joy Damian, manager of the Whitney Ranch Apartments in Rocklin, which are 156 affordable 
apartment homes bordering Rocklin and Lincoln, expressed the need for public transportation at 
the Whitney Ranch Apartments. Currently the closest bus stops are three miles north or south of 
the apartments. Damian provided a handout to Board Members. 

Mary Martin stated if you go to BING.com and you enter 711 University Avenue, Rocklin, 
California, the Whitney Ranch Apartments are not on the map since it is a new apartment 
complex. Martin would like to see that changed. Martin noted there are residents that need 
transportation to medical facilities. Martin rides her btJ<:e 14 miles a day to travel to work since 
there is no bus system. Martin expressed the need for buses in the Rocklin area. 

Linda Kiisk, a Whitney Ranch resident, expressed the need for transit services for employment 
for her teenage son and other stuoents who attends Whitney High. 

Caroline Mahoney dido't realize when she recently relocated that Rocklin did not have public 
transportation. Mahoney would like to see a bus that she could walk to so she wouldn't have to 
continue to utilize members of her community for transportation. 

Tink Miller from Placer Independent Resource Services, serving people with disabilities, 
supports the recommendations contained in the unmet transit needs report. Since Ron McIntyre 
is no longer on the Board representing the Tahoe area, Miller urged the Board to find some way 
to develop funding among partners in the Tahoe area to implement service on SR 267. 

Dave Wiltsee, representing the Weimar/Applegate/Colfax MAC, also a member of the Older 
Adults Advisory Commission, thanked David Melko and the Board for their efforts to provide 
transportation to the Alta/Dutch Flat area. They have established Senior Living Group which is 
devoted to making their area more senior friendly. They have teamed up with Seniors First to set 
up a program to provide medical transportation for Alta/Dutch Flat/Gold Run area residents. 
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They look forward to utilizing the mileage reimbursement program to provide necessary 
transportation, hoping to eventually evolve into a self-sustaining operation. 

Upon motion by Harvey and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 
12-03 making findings and recommendations regarding unmet transit needs that are reasonable 
to meet as required by the Transportation Development Act (TDA). 

FY 2011/12 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET - AMENDMENT #2 
Celia McAdam noted the overall work program and budget guides what we do and how we 
spend our money. A preliminary OWP and budget is adopted in the spring, the final version 
adopted in May and amendments brought before the Board as required. The budget balances and 
is about 10% lower than the previous amendment. McAdam summarized the changes from the 
previous OWP version. 

Tom Cosgrove asked if Lincoln could be informed about their participation in the update of the 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan since the City of Lincoln is preparing their budget. 

Upon motion by Holmes and second by Yuill, the Board unanimously adopted the FY 2011/12 
Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget - Amendment #2 and authorized the Executive 
Director to submit it to Caltrans. 

I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT - SR 65 VIADUCT 
RESTRIPING 
Celia McAdam noted that at our January Board meeting a community workshop was conducted 
on the I-80/SR 65 Interohange Improvement Project. At that meeting1the Board directed staff to 
look into the feasibility of restriping the viaduct and adding another lane by utilizing the existing 
pavement width. The,good news is there is ad~quate width for three lanes of traffic over the 
viaduct section. It would be substandard with no shoulders or areas to pull onto for emergencies. 
The bad news is this does not change the required process. Caltrans owns the facility and their 
process requires a Project Initiation Document, an environmental process, design and/or right of 
way and construction. These processes could be condensed but it would still take 2 Y2 to three 
years to accomplish. 

During the Ja uary Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) it was discussed whether adding this 
third lane would cause safety issues due to motorists' weaving movements. The TAC also 
questioned whether there is adequate substructure in the area between the viaduct and the 
Galleria Interchange. Traffic studies and traffic modeling for the 80/65 Interchange are expected 
to be completed in a few months which will determine whether there are issues with weaving 
around the Galleria Interchange. Staff wants to ensure what we are doing is effective. 

We will need Caltrans' support for this project and their approval on a design exception. Staff 
will be looking at the potential for another design exception on westbound 1-80 for an auxiliary 
lane between Douglas and Riverside due to a narrowing of the lanes. The sound wall and a row 
of houses would also need to be taken out. Staff is requesting the Board to direct staff to pursue 
these actions and report back and work towards obtaining Caltrans' support to move forward. 

Kirk Uhler stated he is thrilled the restriping potential is feasible yet frustrated with the project 
timeline. 
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Steve Harvey inquired about the cost ofthe noise and air quality analysis. McAdam replied it 
would depend on the level of environmental review required. Leo Heuston from CH2M HILL 
estimated the environmental process with a categorical exemption would be in the $150,000 
range. 

John Allard stated it is insane that we are required to go through a process like this to paint a line 
on a road and suggested utilizing the influence of our state legislators to try to get this process 
expedited. 

Keith Nesbitt concurs with Allard's suggestion to lobby this project to hopefully accomplish the 
project in a shorter time period. 

Scott Yuill expressed his frustration with the process. Yuill asked for more direction on the 
unattended consequences such as traffic issues which may be created and possible structural 
enhancements required. McAdam noted the structural enhancements may be required on the 
shoulder, not on the viaduct, noting these issues will be addressed through the traffic study. We 
will need to persuade Caltrans that this project is worthy of a design exception. We need to 
proceed carefully, quickly and cost effectively. The traffic studies are required for the overall 
project and those costs are not duplicative. 

Kirk Uhler made a motion to direct staff to further investigate the feasibility of restriping the 
northbound SR 65 viaduct to accommodate three travel lanes, work with Caltrans management to 
determine support and additionally to enlist our public relationS' consultant to inform the public 
about the process we are required to go t4rough and how we are forced to spend our money and 
our time. Yuill seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously. 

STATE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 2012 
Celia McAdam stated the Governor's budget has not taken funding away from transportation. 
As part of our State Legislative Program for 2012, staff is asking to be allowed more creativity in 
funding and more local control as well as entering into public-private partnerships and 
streamlining processes. Staff feels the requirements ofAB 441, adding health impacts to 
transportation plans, is redundant of current efforts. Staff will be watching for a rumored 
legislative proposal that would shift the burden for Caltrans' overruns and support costs to local 
project sponsors. 

Steve Harvey expressed his opposition to AB 441, Health in All Policies. 

John Allard wants to see statrbecome more aggressive on taking positions on legislation and 
suggests that we send a letter to the State Assembly in adamant opposition to AB 441. Allard 
also suggested asking one of our State Legislators to serve on a transportation committee. 

Keith Nesbitt suggested obtaining all Board Members signatures for the the AB 441 opposition 
letter. Nesbitt noted efforts in Washington for concurrent approvals and inquired about forming 
a task force for specific projects. McAdam replied her dealings with streamlining committees 
seems to be playing with the margins - for every rule there seems to be a constituency for it that 
wants it kept in place. McAdam will pursue an aggressive approach to this restriping effort. 

Scott Yuill shares Allard's comments and frustration and concurs with our opposition efforts on 
AB 441. 
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Tom Cosgrove noted we recognize health concerns, but those issues are addressed in other 
places in other ways and are already a part of a comprehensive process that is already in place. 

Kirk Uhler made a motion to approve the State Legislative Platform for 2012 including writing a 
letter of opposition to AB 441. Harvey seconded the motion. Uhler inquired should AB 441 
pass can we say we have addressed those requirements by choosing not to take action to meet the 
unmet transit needs. We are taking affirmative steps by forcing people to walk and dealing with 
obesity. Motion passed unanimously. 

PLACER PARKWAY CORRIDOR POLICY 
Celia McAdam noted this item will be going before the South Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority (SPRTA) Board later on this morning. Staff is seeking to restate the policy for the 
Placer Parkway corridor including limited access and corridor width from 500 to 1,000 feet. As 
Placer County is moving forward in the Tier 2 or construction level environmental process there 
are development proposals that are coming online that would be under the footprint of this 
corridor. Staff feels it is important to articulate and restate the precepts which include limiting 
access between Pleasant Grove Road and Fiddyment Road (Central Section), potential 
adjustments can be made to the corridor width as part of the construction level, environmental 
process, and provide jurisdictions specific policy gu~dance from the SPRTA Board encouraging 
project level development proposals in tlie vicinity of the Parkway so long as they don't 
jeopardize the Tier 1 approvals and regulatory agreements and do not result in increasing the net 
costs to the Parkway. 

Keith Nesbitt commented the seven mile segment is intelligent and a good selling point. 

Kirk Uhler asked for clarification of the definition of limited access and what access are we 
anticipating at build out, taking into consideration the cities' and county's transportation plans. 
McAdam responded starting at the eastern terminus of the Parkway at Highway 65, there is an 
interchange - the eastern part is Whitney Ranch Road, the western part is the Placer Parkway. 
There would be an intersection at Foothills, Fiddyment, a potential new interchange at Watt 
Avenue that would be a separate project, as well as an interchange point in Sutter County at 
Highway 99. Uhler expressed concern since Lincoln's General Plan speaks to the Dowd Road 
extension and connection to the Parkway. Roseville is anticipating some kind of connection at 
Dowd Road yet we are not reflecting what our individual local agencies are moVing forward 
with. How do we eQ.sure there is consistency? McAdam replied this would be a separate project 
that would happen after the Placer Parkway environmental process is completed. Uhler wants to 
ensure the actions that are taken today do not preclude local jurisdictions from moving forward 
with a project that is necessary for fulfillment of the respective General Plans. McAdam stated 
an additional point of access would have to be analyzed separately ofthe Placer Parkway. What 
SPRTA is considering later on this morning does not preclude that future action. This would 
require separate study. 

Tom Cosgrove noted the connection with Dowd Road is very similar to the Nicholas Road 
overcrossing ofthe Lincoln Bypass that is under construction that is a no-access point. If 
Lincoln becomes a designated urban area in the future, that might be able to happen. 
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WhitneyRanch
 
A PAR T MEN T 5 

February 21, 2012
 

To:
 
Placer County Transportation Board of Supervisors
 

From:
 
Whitney Ranch Apartments
 
711 University Avenue
 
Rocklin, Ca 95765
 

Re: The need for public transportation in and around Whitney Ranch Apartments.
 

Dear Sir,
 
We want to put on public record the need for public transportation that is lacking in and
 
around Whitney Ranch Apartments. We have 156 affordable apartments. We have many
 
residents with limited and/or no vehicles and need to rely on public transportation.
 
Whitney High School is across the street. There are many students that could benefit
 
from using public transportation. Currently the closest public transportation stop is 2.39
 
miles away in either north or southern directions (please see attached).
 

Weare asking that the board look into re-allocating a bus stop that would benefit the
 
community where the need is.
 

/ 

.~~ your time, 

SteAnton 
@r MANAGEMENT. INC.6. EDUALHOUSING71 1 University Avenue I Rocklin, California 95765 I (916) 253-3460 I FAX (916) 253-3790 I whitneymanager@antonllc.com ~ OPPORTUNllY www.AntonLLC.com 



















Driving Directions from Lincoln Public Library in Lincoln, California 956... Page 2 of 2 

Total Travel Estimate: 2.39 miles - about 4 minutes 
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©2011 MapQuest, Inc. Use of directions and maps is subject to the MapQuest Terms of Use. We make no guarantee of the accuracy of 
their content, road conditions or route usability. You assume all risk of use. View Terms of Use 

Get Directions even quicker! features.mapquest.com/toolbar/ rm 

http://www.mapquest.com/print?a=app.core.ccdaf60761828e696f38d604 2/20/2012 



APPENDIXE
 

SSTAC
 

Written Comments/
 
Communications
 

, 
~ 
~ 
~ 
J. 
~ 

.,~
J. 
; 

~ 

~ 
~ 

; 
~ 

~ 

~ 
~ 

,_.i;,t:"""""""l' '" "1"1'" ¥,.., ......Jt 



SOCIAL SERVICES TRANSPORTATION
 
ADVISORY COUNCIL (SSTAC)
 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, California 

Tuesday, January 31, 2012 
10:00 a.m. -11:30 a.m. 

AGENDA 

I. Introductions 

II. Review of Draft 2011/2012 Unmet Transit Needs Report 

III. Update on PCTPA Transit Planning Activities 

IV. Future Meeting(s) 

V. Other Issues 

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 • FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 











•	 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined 
route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is 
reasonable to meet on a conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon development of a multi-year 
funding plan, which demonstrates a financial commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, 
including those outside ofPCTPA 's purview. 

From: David Melko
 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2012 12:25 PM
 
To: 'Alison Schwedner'; 'brooke@communitycollaborative.org'; 'Amy'; 'Brian Fragiao'; colfaxkranz@foothill.net; 'Candace';
 
'Dianira Soto'; 'jesparza4@yahoo.com'; Jan Browne; Pederson, Joan; Judy Guirard; 'Leslie Woodman'; 'Laura Webster';
 
Nelson, Lupe; Mark Miller; Paula Baldwin; 'Megan Siren'; Michael Wixon; Bruggeman, Eileen; 'Mike Woodman';
 
'paul.robert.krueger@gmail.com'; 'Ross Foon'; tswank@altaregional.org; 'Tink Miller'; Will Garner; 'Tony Middleton';
 
'Bridget Cornell'
 
Cc: Sue Sholtis
 
Subject: Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft FY 2011/2012
 
Importance: High
 

Please find attached the agenda for the upcoming Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC)
 

meeting, and the Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft for FY 2011/2012 for your review and comment.
 

The SSTAC meeting will be held Tuesday, January 31 at 10:00 a.m. at PCTPA offices located at 299 Nevada
 

Street, Auburn (refer to the attached PCTPA location map).
 

Should you have any questions prior to the SSTAC meeting, please feel free to call me at (530) 823-4090 or e


mail me at dmelko@pctpa.net.
 

Thank you! 
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County 
(Sheridan) 

Sheridan and to get to 
Lincoln to access social 
service needs. 

SRTPs on behalf of Placer 
County Transit and the Western 
Placer CTSA. These plans 
contain a long list of service 
enhancements to fill identified 
gaps and needs for route 
improvements, including the 
need for developing rural 
transit and Health Express 
service(s). 

County Transit to pursue 
grant funding in association 
with the Western Placer CTSA 

to study the potential of 
providing rural transit 
service, including potentially 
te the Sheridan community. 
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long list of service service on Sundays. 
enhancements to fill identified This is not an unmet transit 
gaps and needs for route need that is reasonable to 
improvements. including fixed meet. 
route service on Sundays. Fixed 
route service on Sundays is not 
a recommended service 
enhancement. 

Roseville Roseville Dial-a-Ride on 
Sundays should run until 90 
minutes past Mall closing. 

PCTPA has recently completed 
a SRTP on behalf of Roseville 
Transit. This plan contains a 
long list of service 
enhancements to fill identified 
gaps and needs for route 
improvementsl including 
extended hours of Sunday 
evening dial a ride service. 
Extended dial-a-ride service 
hours on Sundays is not a 
recommended service 
enhancement. 

The City of Roseville currently 
uses all available TD/\ funds to 
provide public transportation 
in the City and for commuters 
traveling from Roseville to 
Sacramento. PCTP,l'/s unmet 
transit needs criteria specify 
that a jurisdiction cannot be 
required to spend more TDA 
funds than it has available for 
transit service. This is an 
unmet transit need that is not 
reasonable to meet. 
This is not an unmet transit 
need that is reasonable to 
meet. 
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In FY 200412005 the PCTPA Board approved a finding that year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on 
SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach 
is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. Subsequent annual unmet transit needs 
processes continued to find that year round service along SR 267 to be reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. The 
PCTPA Board amended the original finding on February 24,2010 to read as follows: 

•	 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined 
route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is 
reasonable to meet on a conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon development of a multi-year 
funding plan, which demonstrates a financial commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, 
including those outside ofPCTPA 's purview. 

From: David Melko
 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2012 12:25 PM
 
To: 'Alison Schwedner'; 'brooke@communitycollaborative.org'; 'Amy'; 'Brian Fragiao'; colfaxkranz@foothill.net; 'candace';
 
'Dianira Soto'; 'jesparza4@yahoo.com'; Jan Browne; Pederson, Joan; Judy Guirard; 'Leslie Woodman'; 'Laura Webster';
 
Nelson, Lupe; Mark Miller; Paula Baldwin; 'Megan Siren'; Michael Wixon; Bruggeman, Eileen; 'Mike Woodman';
 
'paul.robert.krueger@gmail.com'; 'Ross Foon'; tswank@altaregional.org; 'Tink Miller'; Will Garner; 'Tony Middleton';
 
'Bridget Cornell'
 
Cc: Sue Sholtis
 
Subject: Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft FY 2011/2012
 
Importance: High
 

Please find attached the agenda for the upcoming Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC)
 

meeting, and the Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft for FY 2011/2012 for your review and comment.
 

The SSTAC meeting will be held Tuesday, January 31 at 10:00 a.m. at PCTPA offices located at 299 Nevada
 

Street, Auburn (refer to the attached PCTPA location map).
 

Should you have any questions prior to the SSTAC meeting, please feel free to call me at (530) 823-4090 or e


mail me at dmelko@pctpa.net.
 

Thank you! 

2 





recommendations in this report would require the applicable transit operator to develop service plans and implementation 
schedules to support the service enhancements and route improvements identified in the Short Range Transit Plans. These 
plans do not currently include implementation schedules and service lans. 

In FY 2004/2005 the peTPA Board approved a finding that year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on 
SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach 
is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. Subsequent annual unmet transit needs 
processes continued to find that year round service along SR 267 to be reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. The 
peTPA Board amended the original finding on February 24,2010 to read as follows: 

•	 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined 
route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is 
reasonable to meet on a conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon development of a multi-year 
funding plan, which demonstrates a financial commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, 
including those outside ofPCTPA's purview. 

From: David Melko
 
sent: Friday, January 27,2012 12:25 PM
 
To: 'Alison Schwedner'; 'brooke@communitycollaborative.org'; 'Amy'; 'Brian Fragiao'; colfaxkranz@foothill.net; 'candace';
 
'Dianira Soto'; 'jesparza4@yahoo.com'; Jan Browne; Pederson, Joan; Judy Guirard; 'Leslie Woodman'; 'Laura Webster';
 
Nelson, Lupe; Mark Miller; Paula Baldwin; 'Megan Siren'; Michael Wixon; Bruggeman, Eileen; 'Mike Woodman';
 
'paul.robert.krueger@gmail.com'; 'Ross Foon'; tswank@altaregional.org; 'Tink Miller'; Will Garner; 'Tony Middleton';
 
'Bridget Cornell'
 
Cc: Sue Sholtis
 
Subject: Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft FY 2011/2012
 
Importance: High
 

Please find attached the agenda for the upcoming Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC)
 

meeting, and the Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft for FY 2011/2012 for your review and comment.
 

The SSTAC meeting will be held Tuesday, January 31 at 10:00 a.m. at PCTPA offices located at 299 Nevada
 

Street, Auburn (refer to the attached PCTPA location map).
 

Should you have any questions prior to the SSTAC meeting, please feel free to call me at (530) 823-4090 or e


mail me at dmelko@pctpa.net.
 

Thank you!
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In FY 2004/2005 the PCTPA Board approved a finding that year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on 
SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach 
is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. Subsequent annual unmet transit needs 
processes continued to find that year round service along SR 267 to be reasonable to meet on a conditional basis. The 
PCTPA Board amended the original finding on February 24,2010 to read as follows: 

•	 Year-round service between Truckee and Kings Beach on SR 267 provided by TART via a new or combined 
route that connects Truckee, Northstar-at Tahoe and Kings Beach continues to be an unmet transit need that is 
reasonable to meet on a conditional basis due to adopted TART Systems (Short Range Transit) Plan 
recommendations. Implementation of year-round service is contingent upon development of a multi-year 
funding plan, which demonstrates a financial commitment toward the service by jurisdictions and partners, 
including those outside ofPCTPA 's purview. 

From: David Melko
 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2012 12:25 PM
 
To: 'Alison Schwedner'; 'brooke@communitycollaborative.org'; 'Amy'; 'Brian Fragiao'; colfaxkranz@foothill.net; 'Candace';
 
'Dianira Soto'; 'jesparza4@yahoo.com'; Jan Browne; Pederson, Joan; Judy Guirard; 'Leslie Woodman'; 'Laura Webster';
 
Nelson, Lupe; Mark Miller; Paula Baldwin; 'Megan Siren'; Michael Wixon; Bruggeman, Eileen; 'Mike Woodman';
 
'paul.robert.krueger@gmail.com'; 'Ross Foon'; tswank@altaregional.org; 'Tink Miller'; Will Garner; 'Tony Middleton';
 
'Bridget Cornell'
 
Cc: Sue Sholtis
 
Subject: Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft FY 2011/2012
 
Importance: High
 

Please find attached the agenda for the upcoming Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC)
 

meeting, and the Unmet Transit Needs Report Draft for FY 2011/2012 for your review and comment.
 

The SSTAC meeting will be held Tuesday, January 31 at 10:00 a.m. at PCTPA offices located at 299 Nevada
 

Street, Auburn (refer to the attached PCTPA location map).
 

Should you have any questions prior to the SSTAC meeting, please feel free to call me at (530) 823-4090 or e


mail me at dmelko@pctpa.net.
 

Thank you! 
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>we would again like PCTPA to take the lead on 
>this and include the City of Rocklin as a 
>partner. It should be combined with rural transit study. 
>3) The need for a PCT stop at the Santucci 
>Justice Center is listed as a Placer County 
>issue. The SJC is in RQ·s·eville. PCT provides 
>connections to Roseville Transit in two 
>locations. The need should be listed under Roseville. 
>4) The need for a fixed route deviation 
>service from Lincoln to Auburn is listed as a 
>Placer County issue. This should also list 
>Auburn and Lincoln as the responsible 
>jurisdictions. The population on that corridor 
>is primarily on both eQds. within the cities with 
>a much lesser amount of p6pulation within the 
>unincorporated area. Also, it would be helpful 
>to know more detail about the comment. 
>5) A need for a second round trip on Placer 
>County Transit Alta/Colfax route is 
>noted. There are currently two round trips per 
>day on that route. Is there any more 
>information on this need in regard to the time an extra routes is desired? 
>6) The request fo~,Yuba Sutter Transit 
>service to Sheridan is noted as being outside 
>the PCTPA's jurisdiction. The need is within 
>Sheridan, and would therefore be in PCTPA's jurisdiction. 
>7) There are two similar recommendations 
>for Placer County Transit to develop a timeline 
>to implement schedules for service frequency and 
>schedule adjustments. This should be preceded 
>with an evaluation of the cost/benefit of 
>providing these services to determine if the 
>required farebox ratio can be maintained along 
>with other potential service improvements in the 
>ruraY areas of Placer County. This comment is 
>in regard to 30 minute peak service on the 
>Auburn-Light Rail route and adjustments to the 
>commuter service. These two items should be 
>noted as "Regional" under the Jurisdiction 
>identification. Improy~~~nts to these services 
>would potentially need to be funded by a 
>combination of all of the jurisdictions in Placer County. 
> 
>Will Garner 
>Placer County Dept of Public Works 
>3091 County Center Drive, Suite 220 
>Auburn CA, 95603 
>Ph: 530-745-7582 

2 



.... ,
 

·APPENDIXF
 

PCTPA
 

Board Resolution #12-03
 

~ 

~ 

, ~ 
:r. I' t";: .. fl;I.I /' , '~I# ,.,'11",.....,;,.. ." 1_~~_"r.31--'''' •• . "'JIIT" ~I.'S"'L. ..-',4, ....:1 ~:JI:'..r:.,,'LI·~r'·, .. 

1 







APPENDIXG
 

Quarterly Ridership Trends
 

By
 

Placer Transit Operators
 



APPENDIXG
 

QUARTERLY RIDERSHIP TRENDS BY PLACER TRANSIT OPERATORS
 

The table below shows the total ridership counts for the various transit operators and their 
respective transit services in Placer County between the second quarter of Fiscal Year 
200912010 and the first quarter of Fiscal Year 2011/2012. 

FY 09/10 FY 10/11 FY 11/12 

Transit Operator 2nd 
Quarter 

3rd 
Quarter 

4th 
Quarter 

1st 
Quarter 

2nd 
Quarter 

3rd 
Quarter 

4th 
Quarter 

1st 
Quarter 

1-Year 
Change 

(Oct-Dec) (Jan-Mar) (Aor-Jun) (Jul-Seo) (Oct-Dec) (Jan-Mar) (Aor-Jun) (Jul-Seo) 

~ubum Transit 

Total (all services) 14,126 12,443 12,131 12,997 14,085 14,220 12,199 nla nfa 

rLinenln Transit 

Fixed Route [data not 8,397 8,125 10,775 11,906 13,545 12,165 11,430 nfa 

Dial-A-Ride collected] 1,926 2,336 1,963 2,001 1,968 2,259 1,780 nfa 

Total (all services) 11,778 10,323 10,461 12,738 13,907 15,513 14,424 13,210 25.9% 

Placer County Transit 

Fixed Route 77,672 75,242 70,404 77,424 70,201 74,368 74,601 82,044 0.2% 

Dial-A-Ride 8,500 8,282 8,866 9,021 8,827 9,648 9,407 8,551 5.1% 

Vanoool 7,410 7,835 7,810 8,359 7,182 7,602 8,142 8,572 0.3% 

Commuter 16,972 18,867 19,415 20,507 18,638 20,253 20,608 23,607 9.7% 

Total (all services) 110,554 110,226 106,495 115,311 104,848 111,871 112,758 122,774 0.1% 

irART 

Total (all services) 65,453 118,203 64,447 92,347 73,444 138,902 65,951 94,248 9.4% 

rRosevllle Transit 

Fixed Route 68,403 64,509 55,570 55,203 51,313 52,113 52,104 55,068 -13.6% 

Dial-A-Ride 7,928 7,498 8,309 8,000 7,505 7,685 7,685 7,595 -4.0% 

Commuter 26,784 27,938 29,075 31,331 29,151 33,502 33,502 33,403 12.5% 

Total (all services) 103,115 99,945 92,954 94,534 87,969 93,300 93,291 96,066 -5.1% 

Western Placer CTSA 

Non-emergency Medical 1,374 1,504 1,934 2,042 1,958 2,210 2,466 2,398 31.8% 

Volunteer Transportation 1,404 1,414 1,923 1,572 1,233 1,387 1,632 1,869 -3.0% 
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APPENDIXH 

ADOPTED TDA FARE REVENUE RATIOS FOR PUBLIC TRANSIT OPERATORS
 
SERVING WESTERN PLACER COUNTY
 

Approved February 23, 2011 and Effective July 1, 2011
 
Amended December 14, 2011
 

Systemwide
Public Transit 

Fare Revenue Findings
Operator 

Ratio 
Serves the City of Auburn located within the Sacramento 

Auburn Transit 15% urbanized area in western Placer County; a county which has a 
population of less than 500,000. 
Serves the City of Lincoln located within the non-urbanized area 

Lincoln Transit 10% 
of western Placer County. 
Serves both the Sacramento urbanized area (2/3) and the non-
urbanized area (113) of western Placer County; a county which 

Placer County 
13.3% has a population of less than 500,000. The service area includes 

Transit (PCT) 
contract services provided for the cities of Colfax and Rocklin 
and the Town of Loomis. 
Serves the City of Roseville located within the Sacramento

Roseville 
15% urbanized area in western Placer County; a county which has a 

Transit 
population ofless than 500,000. 

Taho~ Area Serves the north Lake Tahoe area located within the non-
Regional urbanized area of unincorporated Placer County, and excludes 

10%
Transit that portion of the TART service area that is within the 
(TART) jurisdiction of the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA). 

Serves both the Sacramento urbanized area and the non-
Western Placer 

urbanized areas of western Placer County for the exclusive use of
CTSA 10% 

elderly and disabled individuals; a county which has a population 
(WPCTSA) 

of less than 500,000. 

PUC 
Section 

99268.12 

99268.2 

99268.2, 
99268.12 & 
99270.1 

99268.12 

99268.2 

99268.5 

Notes: 
I.	 The systemwide ratio applies to a public transit operator's entire service area, including areas served under contract service. The 

systemwide ratio is calculated combining fixed route and dial-a-ride services, as applicable. 
2.	 The Sacramento urbanized area is defined per the 2000 federal census. Defmitions for urbanized and non-urbanized areas are consistent 

withTDA. 
3.	 Western Placer County excludes the Tahoe Basin within Placer County, as defined by the State Department of Finance. 
4.	 The State Department of Finance estimates the population for western Placer County, excluding the Tahoe Basin, as of January I, 2010, 

at 333,789. 
5.	 Following the 20 I0 Census, the City of Lincoln may be incorporated into the Sacramento U1uanized area; and a larger portion of Placer 

County Transit's service area may also be incorporated into the urbanized area. Lincoln Transit's and Placer County Transit's fare 
revenue ratios may require an update at that time. 





Placer Collaborative Network 
A Pro"ect of the Placer Communit Foundation 
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PLACER COLLABORATIVE .	 REC8vED

NETWORK 

NOV 16 2011 

Date: November 14,2011 

To: Members of the Unmet Transportation Needs Workgroup 

From: Janice LeRoux, Placer Collaborative Network Co-Chair 

Subject: Placer Collaborative Network Outstanding Collaboration Award 

At its annual retreat, the Placer Collaborative Network acknowledges a collaborative effort in the 
County with its Outstanding Collaboration Award. This year, two collaborations were recognized. 

Fiona Tuttle and District Attorney Scott Owens received an award on behalf of the Multi-Disciplinary 
Interview Center, a collaboration benefitting children who are suspected victims of felony child abuse. 
This team, which includes agencies in the legal and criminal justice world as well as family resource 
centers and other non-profits, was honored as a long-standing, extraordinary effort in the County. 

Tink Miller from Placer Independent Resource Services, Inc. received an award on behalf The Placer 
Unmet Transportation Needs Workgroup, which was recognized as an emergent, effective 
collaboration. Also present were Dave Wiltsee and Don Adams (Weimar Colfax Rural MAC), Elisa 
Herrera (Latino Leadership Council), Amy Bakker (Seniors First) and Daryl Morales (Lincoln 
Lighthouse). 

Many more of you were a part of this collaboration, representing schools, non-profits, transit agencies, 
cities and other public agencies - the list is long! For that, I send my thanks and congratulations... 
and a certificate acknowledging your efforts as part of this workgroup. 

The efforts you put forth have resulted in the creation of two pilot projects addressing unmet 
transportation needs in Placer County. The "Bus Pass Subsidy Program and "Rural Placer County 
Mileage Reimbursement Program" have been incorporated into the Western Placer consolidated 
Transportation Services Agency Short Range Transit Plan. 

Special recognition goes to Celia McAdam and David Melko, from the Placer County Transportation 
Services Agency for their outreach to service providers in the County. 

/	 Again, congratulations and heartfelt thanks for the work you do to better the lives of those in Placer
 
County.
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