




San Bernardino Associated Governments 
County Transportation Commission 

County Transportation Authority 
County Congestion Management Agency 

Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

AGENDA 

Board of Directors 
July 10, 2013 

***10:00 a.m. (CLOSED SESSION)*** 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2st Floor (The Super Chief) 

San Bernardino, CA 

CLOSED SESSION 

1. Conference With Real Property Negotiators 
Agency Negotiators: Mitch Alderman, San Bernardino County Transportation Commission; Rick Rayl & 
Bradford Kuhn, Nossaman LLP; and Karen Starr, Epic Land Solutions, pursuant to Government Code 
Section 54956.8. 

p roperty: 
Commission APN# Property Owner 
Parcel# 

GEORGE V. MANTZOROS AND GLORIA 

SBPR 45/46/47 
0136-021-16, 17 MANTZOROS, AS CO-TRUSTEES OF THE 

& 18 MANTZOROS FAMILY LIVING TRUST, U/A 
DATED OCTOBER 9, 2012 

Negotiating parties: See table above under "Property Owner ... 

Under Negotiation: Price and terms for acquisition and/or transfer of properties or interests therein. 

2. Conference With Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation 
Existing litigation pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9, subdivision (a), with respect to the 
following matters: 

SANBAGsbX Case Name and Number 
Parcel# 

B-239 SANBAG v. Orange Show Road Progerties2 LLC2 et al., 
San Bernardino County Superior Court Case No. CIVDS 1104962 

B-243 SANBAG v. World Oil Marketing Comgan:ta 
San Bernardino County Superior Court Case No. CIVDS 1104963 

C-18, 20 & 22 SANBAG v. Hosgitalit:t. LLC. et aLa 
San Bernardino County Superior Court Case No. CIVDS II 03202 

C-71 SANBAG v. Costco. 
San Bernardino County Superior Court Case No. CIVDS 1103192 
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** Convene Regular Meeting at 10:30 a.m. ** 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 1st Floor Lobby, San Bernardino 

To obtain additional infonnation on any items, please contact the staff person listed under 
each item. You are encouraged to obtain any clarifying information prior to the meeting to 
allow the Board to move expeditiously in its deliberations. Additional meeting procedures 
and agenda explanations are attached to the end of this agenda. 

Call to Order 10:30 a.m. by Council Member Bill Jahn 

I. Pledge of Allegiance 
II. Attendance 
III. Announcements: 

• Calendar of Events (Pg. 20) 
IV. Agenda Notices/Modifications -Vicki Watson 

1. Possible Conflict of Interest Issues for the Board Meeting of Pg. 21 
July 10,2013 

Note agenda item contractors, subcontractors and agents, which may 
require member abstentions due to conflict of interest and financial 
interests. Board Member abstentions shall be stated under this item 
for recordation on the appropriate item. 

Consent Calendar 
Items listed on the Consent Calendar are expected to be routine and non
controversial. These items have been discussed at SANBAG Policy 
Committee meetings and made available for public review as noted in the 
agenda. The Consent Calendar will be acted upon as a single motion. Items 
on the Consent Calendar may be removed for discussion by Board Member 
Request. Items pulled from the consent calendar will be brought up under 
Agenda Item 36. 

Administrative Matters 

2. 

3. 

Board of Directors Attendance Roster 

May 2013 Procurement Report 

Receive May 2013 Procurement Report. William Stawarski 

This item was received by the General Policy Committee on 
June 12, 2013. 

Pg. 24 

Pg. 28 

4. Budget to Actual Report for third quarter ending March 31, 2013 Pg. 33 

Receive and file Budget to Actual Report for third quarter ending 
March 31,2013. William Stawarski 

This item was received by the General Policy Committee on 
June 12, 2013. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Administrative Matters (Cont.) 

s. 

6. 

A ward Financial Advisor Services Contract 

That the Board acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Authority award Contract No. C 13109 to Montague 
DeRose and Associates, LLC for Financial Advisor Services for a five 
(5) year contract term with two (2) one-year options to extend for an 
amount not-to-exceed $600,000 for the initial five (5) year term. 
William Stawarski 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013 
SANBAG General Counsel and Contract Administrator have 
reviewed this item and the Contract. 

SANBAG Initiatives and Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 

Receive and file the major initiatives and related action plan for 
SANBAG for the coming fiscal year. Raymond Wolfe 

This item was reviewed by the General Policy Committee on 
June 12,2013. 

Regional/Subregional Planning 

Pg. 37 

Pg. 43 

7. San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Pg. 63 
Reduction Plan and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

8. 

Receive information on the status of the San Bernardino County 
Regional Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Reduction Plan and 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Steve Smith 

This item was received by the Board of Directors Metro Valley 
Study Session on June 13, 2013, and by the Mountain/Desert 
Committee on June 21, 2013. Material in this item has also been 
reviewed by the Planning and Development Technical Forum 
(Planning/Community Development Directors) on May 22, 2013 
and by the City/County Manager Technical Advisory Committee 
on June 6, 2013. 

High Desert Corridor 

Receive an update on the status of project development for the High 
Desert Corridor. Steve Smith 

This item was received by the Mountain/Desert Policy Committee 
on June 21,2013. 
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Notes/Actions: 



Consent Calendar Continued .... 
RegionaYSubregional Planning (Cont.) 

9. Amendments to the Development Mitigation Nexus Study 

That the Board of Directors, acting as the Congestion Management 
Agency (CMA) approve modifications to the development fair share 
percentages for the I-15/Duncan Canyon Road interchange contained 
in the Development Mitigation Nexus Study, as described in the 
Background section of this agenda item. The modifications reflect an 
annexation that has occurred in the interchange "traffic shed" over the 
last several years. Tim Byrne 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) 
with a quorum of the Board present at the Board of Directors 
Metro Valley Study Session on June 13,2013. 

Pg. 71 

10. Transportation Development Act (TDA) Award of Article 3 Pg. 74 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities and Transit Stop Access 
Improvement Projects 

1. Award TDA Article 3 funds for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 
projects in the amount of $3,069,621 as identified in Attachment A to 
this item. 

2. Award TDA Article 3 funds for Transit Stop Access Improvement 
projects in the amount of $757,321 as identified in Attachment B to 
this item. Tim Byrne 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval by the 
General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. The material in this 
item was also presented to the Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee on June 3, 2013. 

Council of Governments 

11. Agreement with San Bernardino County for the Collection of Pg. 81 
Special Taxes, Fees and Assessments, and Memorandum of 
Understanding for the Electronic Recording of Documents 
Related to the Home Energy and Renovation Opportunity 
(HERO) Program 

1. Approve Agreement C13157 with San Bernardino County for the 
collection of special taxes, fees and assessments. 

2. Approve Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Cl3156 with 
San Bernardino County for the electronic recording of documents. 
Duane Baker 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 
SANBAG General Counsel and Contract Administrator have 
reviewed this item, the contract and Memorandum of 
Understanding. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Council of Governments (Cont.) 

12. 

13. 

Legislative Update 

1. Receive State Update and adopt the following position on State 
Legislation: 

a. Support AB 1081 (Medina, D-Riverside) 

2. Receive Federal Update and adopt the following positions on 
Federal Legislation: 

a. Support H.R. 974, the MOVE Freight Act of2013 
(Rep. Sires, D-New Jersey) 

b. Support H.R. 2084, Partnership to Build America Act (Rep. 
Delaney, D-MD) Wendy Strack 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 

State and Federal Legislative Platform Update 

Adopt the proposed schedule and process for an update to the State 
and Federal Legislative Platforms. Wendy Strack 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 

Project Delivery 

Pg. 99 

Pg. 179 

14. Mitigation Agreement for the I-1511-215 Devore Interchange Pg. 188 
Reconstruction Project (Devore Interchange) 

I. Approve Purchase and Sale agreement with the Riverside-Corona 
Resource Conservation District based on the standard format in the 
Attachment "A" for the purchase from Riverside-Corona Resource 
Conservation District of 8.9 Acres of Enhancement Credits from the 
Program and authorize payment of $1,361,700 per said agreement for 
impacts to the Waters of the U.S. that result from activities authorized 
under section 404 of the Clean Water Act for the Devore Interchange 
Project upon approval of final agreement language by General 
Counsel. This purchase will be funded by Cajon Pass Bond Funds 
authorized under previously approved Cooperative Agreement 
C11103 with the California Department of Transportation. 

2. Authorize the Executive Director to execute the purchase and sale 
agreement for the required waters mitigation based on the form in 
Attachment "A" upon approval of final language by General Counsel. 
Garry Cohoe 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) 
with a quorum of the Board present at the Board of Directors 
Metro Valley Study Session on June 13, 2013, and the Mountain 
Desert Policy Committee on June 21, 2013. SANBAG Contract 
Administrator and General Counsel have reviewed this item and 
the agreement. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Project Delivery (Cont.) 

15. Lenwood Road Grade Separation Project Assignment and Pg. 246 
Assumption Agreement 

16. 

Approve a new Assignment and Assumption Agreement C13127 
between the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission 
(COMMISSION)) and the City of Barstow (CITY) assigning to and 
being assumed by COMMISSION the CITY's rights and obligations 
under the Overpass Agreement between BNSF Railway Company and 
CITY that are necessary for construction of the Lenwood Road 
Overpass Structure. Garry Cohoe 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval by the 
Mountain Desert Policy Committee on June 21, 2013. SANBAG 
General Counsel and Contract Administrator have reviewed this 
item and the Contract as to form. 

1-15 Base Line Road Interchange Project 

Acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

1. Approve award of Contract No. C 13033 with Arcadis US for 
Construction Management services for the 1-15 Base Line Road 
Interchange Improvement Project in an amount not-to-exceed 
$6,634,739.00, provided that the award of the contract and the 
authorization to execute the contract are contingent upon Cal trans' 
issuance of a Conformance Letter and correction of any noted 
deficiencies, as required by Caltrans' Local Assistance Procedures 
Manual. 

2. Approve a contingency amount for Contract No. C13033 of 
$663,473.00 and authorize the Executive Director or designee to 
release contingency as necessary for the project. 

3. Approve issuance of a Purchase Order in the amount of 
$100,000.00 to cover the cost of the preconstruction services so that 
work can commence prior to the issuance of the federal funds for 
construction. Garry Cohoe 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) 
with a quorum of the Board present at the Board of Directors 
Metro Valley Study Session on June 13, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and 
the Contract. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Project Delivery (Cont.) 

17. Interstate 215 (1-215) Barton Road Interchange 

Acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority: 

1. Approve Amendment No. 4 of Contract No. A03045 with LSA 
Associates, Inc., for the completion of the 1-215/Barton Road 
Interchange Project Environmental Document with an increase of 
$245,218.63 to the contract value for a not-to-exceed total of 
$2,296,169.40 which includes previously released contingency of 
$235,355.00 and to extend the contract duration through 
June 30, 2014. 

2. Approve contingency amount of $24,521.00, for Contract No. 
A03045 Measure I Valley Fund- Freeway Projects and authorize the 
Executive Director or designee to release contingency as necessary for 
the project. Garry Cohoe 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) 
with a quorum of the Board present at the Board of Directors 
Metro Valley Study Session on June 13, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and 
Amendment. 

Transit/Rail 

Pg. 324 

18. SANBAG Contract No. 04-024, Amendment No. 3 to Gold Line Pg. 348 
Joint Powers Agreement to include the City of Montclair 

Approve Amendment No. 3 to the Metro Gold Line Foothill 
Extension Construction Authority, San Bernardino Associated 
Governments Contract No. 04-024 to include the City of Montclair. 
Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter and Rail Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have approved this item and Contract as to form. 

19. Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Pg. 357 
Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearings 

That the Board: 

1. Adopt Definitions of "Unmet Transit Needs" and "Reasonable 
to Meet" as identified in Attachment A. 

2. Set Times, Dates and Locations for TDA Unmet Transit Needs 
Public Hearings. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 

Transit/Rail (Cont.) 

20. Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearings and Findings 

That the Board acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission: 

I. Review the testimony from the September 2012 Unmet Transit 
Needs Public Hearings. 

2. Adopt Resolution No. 13-043 making Unmet Transit Needs 
Findings. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel has reviewed this item 
and the Resolution. 

Pg.361 

21. Request for Proposal No. 14003, On-call Transit and Rail Services Pg. 377 

That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission, authorize and approve release of Request for Proposal 
No. 14003 for qualified finns to provide On-call Transit and Rail 
Services. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have approved this item and reviewed the Scope of 
Work. 

22. Contracts granting and rescinding certain rights of entry and Pg. 383 
licenses to cross San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority and the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission railroad right-of-way with Joshua Grading, Charter 
Communications, Omnitrans, Griffith/Comet JV (Joint Venture), 
City of San Bernardino and City of Rialto 

That the Board acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority and the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission: 

I. Approve Contract No. R13162 with Joshua Grading granting a 
license agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of
way, City of Upland mile post 101.77; 

2. Approve Contract No. R13163 with the Charter 
Communications granting a license agreement on the San Gabriel 
Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of Rancho Cucamonga mile 
post 97.72; 

Cominued on next page 
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22. (Continued) 

3. Approve Contract No. R13164 with Omnitrans granting a 
license agreement on the Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

4. Rescind Contract No. R 13113 with Griffith/Comet JV (Joint 
Venture) granting a right-of-entry onto Redlands Subdivision railroad 
right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

5. Approve Contract No. R 13166 with Griffith/Comet JV (Joint 
Venture) granting a right-of-entry onto Redlands Subdivision railroad 
right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

6. Rescind Contract No. R 13112 with the City of San Bernardino 
granting a license agreement on the Redlands Subdivision railroad 
right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

7. Approve Contract No. R13165 with the City of San 
Bernardino granting a license agreement on the Redlands Subdivision 
railroad right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

8. Approve Contract No. R13167 with the City of Rialto granting 
a license agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of
way, City of Rialto mile post 86.4 east; 

9. Approve Contract No. R13161 with the City of Rialto granting 
a license agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of
way, City of Rialto mile post 86.4 west. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have reviewed this item and the license 
agreements. 

23. Release of Invitation for Bids (IFB) 14001 for construction of the Pg. 394 
Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) 

That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission, authorize the release of Invitation for Bid No. 14001 to 
obtain bids for construction of the Downtown San Bernardino 
Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) pending final review and approval 
of San Bernardino Associated Governments General Counsel and 
Contract Administrator. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have approved this item. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Transit/Rail (Cont.) 

24. Release Invitation for Bid (IFB) No. 14002 for Construction of the Pg. 396 
San Bernardino Transit Center (SBTC) 
That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission: 
1. Authorize the release oflnvitation for Bid No. 14002 to obtain 
bids for construction of the San Bernardino Transit Center Project 
pending final review and approval of San Bernardino Associated 
Governments General Counsel, Contract Administrator and a funding 
agreement with Omnitrans. 
2. Authorize staff to proceed directly to Board for approval of the 
Omnitrans funding agreement. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have approved this item. 

25. Award Professional Services Contract to HDR Engineering, Inc. Pg. 398 
to complete a Rail Access Study to the Ontario Airport 

That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission: 

1. Award Contract No. C13048 to HDR Engineering, Inc. for 
Professional Planning and Engineering Services for a two (2) year 
contract term for an amount not-to-exceed $584,035. 

2. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/14 budget amendment to increase 
Task No. 0352 General Commuter Rail by $584,035 of State Transit 
Assistance Fund County Population (PUC99313) for a new task total 
of $3,644,842. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Transit and Rail Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have reviewed this item and the Contract. 

26. Amendment No. 7 to Contract Cl0079, Redlands Rail Extension, Pg. 416 
to HDR Engineering, Inc. for Design Services 

Approve Amendment No. 7 to Contract No. C10079 with HDR 
Engineering, Inc. for design and environmental clearance services 
increasing the contract amount by $2,183,924 for a new not-to-exceed 
amount of $33,568,276; exercise a second one-year option to extend 
HDR's contract duration through February 8, 2015. Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have reviewed this item and the Amendment. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Transit/Rail (Cont.) 

27. Reimburse the Orange County Transportation Authority for Pg. 497 
purchase of Southern California Regional Rail Authority rolling 

28. 

29. 

stock, Rotem passenger cars 

Reimburse the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCT A) 
$6,041,376 for Rotem cars purchased by the Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) by assuming responsibility for 
approximately $1 million of OCTA's annual member share of the 
SCRRA capital budget from Fiscal Year 2013/14 through 2018/2019. 
Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Transit and Rail Committee on 
June 20, 2013. 

Review Financial Audits for Transit Operators 

That the Board receive: 

1. Omnitrans Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) on 
the Annual Financial Audit for Fiscal Year 201112012 

2. Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority (MARTA) Basic 
Financial Statements for Fiscal Year 2011/2012 

3. Valley Transportation Services (Vtrans) Basic Financial 
Statements for Fiscal Year 2011/2012. Mitch Alderman 

This item was received by the General Policy Committee on 
June 12, 2013 and by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee 
on June 20, 2013. The finance department has reviewed and 
approved this item. 

Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Transit Operator Funding Allocations 

Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Transit Operator Funding 
Allocations, as indicated in Table 1, to the City of Barstow, City of 
Needles, Morongo Basin Transit Authority, Mountain Area Regional 
Transit Authority, Ornnitrans, Victor Valley Transit Authority and 
Valley Transportation Services. Andrea Zureick 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. The individual funding allocation plans have been 
reviewed by each transit operator. 
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Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Transit/Rail (Cont.) 

30. Advancement of Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Local Transportation Pg. 547 
Funds to Omnitrans 

Authorize advanced disbursement of Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Local 
Transportation Funds allocated to Omnitrans to assist with an 
unforeseen cash flow disruption, contingent upon the availability of 
funding and removal of the indirect cost allocation of 3.27% currently 
being charged to the San Bernardino Transit Center. 
Mitch Alderman 

This item was review and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. 

31. Financial Commitment to the Southern California Regional Rail Pg. 550 
Authority for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 

That the Board approve the following: 

I. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 operating assistance 
allocation of $11,442,000 in Valley Local Transportation Funds to 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority. 

2. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 capital assistance allocation 
of $3,634,500 in Federal Transit Administration 5309 and 5337 funds 
with local match to be funded from Toll Credits. 

3. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 capital assistance allocation 
of $1,000,000 in Federal Transportation Administration 5337 funds to 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority for the reimbursement of 
cost associated with the purchased of Rotem cars originally funded by 
Orange County Transportation Authority, provided the overall 
reimbursement plan was approved in the preceding agenda item. 
Mitch Alderman 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on 
June 20, 2013. 

Transportation Fund Administration 

32. Measure I Population Estimates for Measure I Allocations Pg. 588 

Adopt the 2013 Population Estimates for use in the allocation of 
Measure I Local Street Program Funds. Andrea Zureick 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the General Policy Committee on June 12,2013. 

12 

Notes/Actions: 



Consent Calendar Continued .... 
Transportation Fund Administration (Cont.) 

33. Major Local Highway Program Allocation, Funding Agreement Pg. 594 
and Budget Amendment for the Town of Yucca Valley 

1. Approve allocation of $471,000 in Measure I Morongo Basin 
Subarea- Major Local Highway Program funds to the Town of Yucca 
Valley for the State Route 62/Dumosa A venue Traffic Signal Project. 

2. Approve a budget amendment to increase Task No. 0516, Measure 
I Mt/Desert Apportionment and Allocation, from $9,842,859 to 
$10,313,859 to be funded with $471,000 of Measure I Morongo Basin 
Subarea- Major Local Highway Program funds. 

3. Approve Funding Agreement Cl3161 in the amount of $471,000 
with the Town of Yucca Valley for the State Route 62/Dumosa 
Avenue Traffic Signal Project, with $471,000 funded by Measure I 
Morongo Basin Subarea - Major Local Highway Program funds. 
Andrea Zureick 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the Mountain Desert Policy Committee on 
June 21,2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contact 
Administrator have reviewed this item and the contract. 

34. Interstate 10 Cedar Avenue Interchange Memorandum of Pg. 606 
Understanding 

1. Approve Memorandum of Understanding No. C 13086 with the 
County of San Bernardino for the development of the Interstate 10 
Cedar A venue Interchange project. 

2. Waive the five-year contract term limitation set forth in Policy 
11000. Andrea Zureick 

This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) 
with a quorum of the Board present at the Board of Directors 
Metro Valley Study Session on June 13,2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have approved this item and 
the Memorandum of Understanding. 

35. Allocation of Transportation Development Act Funds for Fiscal Pg. 615 
Year 2013/2014 

Adopt Resolution No. 13-083 authorizing the allocation of Local 
Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance Funds for Fiscal 
Year 2013/2014. Andrea Zureick 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for 
approval by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 
SANBAG General Counsel has reviewed this item and the 
Resolution, as to form. 
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Consent Calendar Items Pulled for Discussion 
36. Items pulled from the consent calendar shall be taken under this item 

in the order they were presented on the calendar. 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 

Administrative Matters 

37. Results of Caucus Meetings to Select Members of the General Pg. 619 
Policy Committee 

Note the results of the caucus meetings to select members of the 
General Policy Committee. Duane Baker 

This item has not received prior policy committee or technical 
advisory committee review. 

Council of Governments 

38. Public Hearing to Consider Resolution No. 13-087 to Modify the Pg. 621 
Program Report to Expand the Boundaries of the SANBAG 
HERO Program 

I. Hold a public hearing to modify the boundaries of the SANBAG 
Home Energy Renovation Opportunity (HERO) Program to add the 
cities of Needles, Upland, Redlands and the Town of Apple Valley. 

2. Adopt Resolution No. 13-087 that confinns the modification of the 
SANBAG HERO Program Report to expand the program area within 
which contractual assessments may be offered. Duane Baker 

This item has not received prior policy committee or technical 
advisory committee review. 

Project Delivery 

39. 1-10 and 1-15 Corridor Improvement Projects- Update 

I. Receive an update on the 1-10 and 1-15 Corridor Improvement 
Projects Equity Study. 

2. Receive infonnation included in the draft 1-10 Corridor Project 
Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Discussion 
report. Garry Cohoe 

This item has not received prior policy committee review. 
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Discussion Items Continued ...• 
Project Delivery (Cont.) 

40. Additional Expenditure Authority for Three Railroad Pg. 653 
Construction and Maintenance Agreements on Interstate 215 
Segment 2 

1. Approve additional expenditure authority for Contract C09109, 
Construction and Maintenance Agreement with California Department 
of Transportation (Caltrans) and BNSF Railway for railroad flagging 
and inspection costs for Interstate 215 (1-215) for the Ninth Street 
Bridge construction in the amount of $34,600 for a new total 
expenditure authority of $515,813.00. 

2. Approve additional expenditure authority for Contract C0911 0, 
Construction and Maintenance Agreement with California Department 
of Transportation (Caltrans) and BNSF Railway for railroad flagging 
and inspection costs for Interstate 215 (1-215) for the Baseline Street 
Bridge construction in the amount of $115,000 for a new total 
expenditure authority of $902,823.00. 

3. Approve additional expenditure authority for Contract C09111, 
Construction and Maintenance Agreement with California Department 
of Transportation (Caltrans) and BNSF Railway for railroad flagging 
and inspection costs for Interstate 215 (1-215) for the 16th Street 
Bridge construction in the amount of $215,000 for a new total 
expenditure authority of $1,002,823.00. Dennis Saylor 

This item has not received prior policy committee review. 

Transit/Rail 

41. Increase expenditure authority for the Downtown San Bernardino Pg. 655 
Passenger Rail Project and San Bernardino Transit Center right-
of-way acquisitions 

That the Board acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission allocate $1,500,000 of undes ignated, 
unreserved State Transit Assistance Fund County Population 
(PUC99313) to fund right-of-way purchases for the Downtown San 
Bernardino Passenger Rail Project and the San Bernardino Transit 
Center. This allocation amount is comprised of the estimated property 
acquisition costs plus contingency. Mitch Alderman 

This item has not received prior policy committee or technical 
advisory committee review. 
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Discussion Items Continued .... 

Transit/Rail (Cont.) 

42. E Street Storm Drain Contract Delegation Pg. 657 

1. Approve and adopt the Plans and Specifications for 
construction of theE Street Storm Drain Project. 

2. Delegate authority to the Commuter Rail & Transit Committee 
to award Contract #Cl4004, E Street Storm Drain Improvements, as 
part of the San Bernardino Transit Center Project. Mitch Alderman 

This item has not received prior policy committee or technical 
advisory committee review. SANBAG General Counsel has 
approved this item as to form. 

43. Purchase Order to Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Pg. 659 
Company for Flagging Services to accommodate the expansion of 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority's Eastern 
Maintenance Facility. 

1. Authorize an increase to Purchase Order No. 4000916 with 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company in an amount of 
$30,000 for a new total of $130,000. The purchase order is for 
Aagging Services to accommodate the expansion of Southern 
California Regional Rail Authority's Eastern Maintenance Facility. 

2. Authorize the San Bernardino Associated Governments' Executive 
Director or his designee to execute Purchase Order No. 4000916 with 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company for flagging services 
associated with the Eastern Maintenance Facility. 

3. Allocate $7,050 of undesignated, unreserved State Transit 
Assistance Fund (PUC 99313) and $22,950 of Local Transportation 
Fund Rail, for a total of $30,000 to fund the flagging services for the 
expansion of the Eastern Maintenance Facility. Mitch Alderman 

This item has not received prior policy committee or technical 
advisory committee review. Contracts Administrator has 
reviewed this item. 

Comments from Board Members 
Brief Comments from Board of Directors 

Executive Director's Comments 
Brief Comments from the Executive Director 

Public Comment 
Brief Comments by the General Public 

ADJOURNMENT 
16 

Notes/Actions: 



Additional Information 
Agency Reports/Committee Memberships 

South Coast Air Quality Management Report Pg. 661 
Mayor Dennis Yates 

Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee 
Mayor Larry McCallon 

SCAG Committees Pg. 668 
SCAG Regional Council 
SCAG Policy Committees 
Community, Economic and Human Development 
Energy and Environment 
Transportation and Communications 

SANBAG Policy Committees Pg. 669 
Acronym List Pg. 675 

Notes/Actions: 

Complete packages of this agenda are available for public review at the SANBAG offices and our website: 
www.sanbag.ca.gov. Staff reports for items may be made available upon request. For additional 
information call (909) 884-8276. 
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Meeting Procedures and Rules of Conduct 

Meeting Procedures 
The Ralph M. Brown Act is the state law which guarantees the public's right to attend and participate in 
meetings of local legislative bodies. These rules have been adopted by the Board of Directors in accordance 
with the Brown Act, Government Code 54950 et seq., and shall apply at all meetings of the Board of Directors 
and Policy Committees. 

Accessibility 
The SANBAG meeting facility is accessible to persons with disabilities. If assistive listening devices or other 
auxiliary aids or services are needed in order to participate in the public meeting, requests should be made 
through the Clerk of the Board at least three (3) business days prior to the Board meeting. The Clerk's 
telephone number is (909) 884-8276 and office is located at 1170 W. 3nl Street, 2"d Floor, San Bernardino, CA. 

Agendas - All agendas are posted at 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2"d Floor, San Bernardino at least 72 hours in advance 
of the meeting. Complete packages of this agenda are available for public review at the SANBAG offices and 
our website: www.sanbag.ca.gov. Staff reports for items may be made available upon request. For additional 
information call (909) 884-8276. 

Agenda Actions - Items listed on both the "Consent Calendar" and "Items for Discussion" contain suggested 
actions. The Board of Directors will generally consider items in the order listed on the agenda. However, items 
may be considered in any order. New agenda items can be added and action taken by two-thirds vote of the 
Board of Directors. 

Closed Session Agenda Items - Consideration of closed session items excludes members of the public. These 
items include issues related to personnel, pending litigation, labor negotiations and real estate negotiations. 
Prior to each closed session, the Chair will announce the subject matter of the closed session. If action is taken 
in closed session, the Chair may report the action to the public at the conclusion of the closed session. 

Public Testimony on an Item - Members of the public are afforded an opportunity to speak on any listed item. 
Individuals wishing to address the Board of Directors or Policy Committee Members should complete a 
"Request to Speak" form, provided at the rear of the meeting room, and present it to the SANBAG Clerk prior 
to the Board's consideration of the item. A "Request to Speak" form must be completed for eaclz item when an 
individual wishes to speak on. When recognized by the Chair, speakers should be prepared to step forward and 
announce their name and address for the record. In the interest of facilitating the business of the Board, 
speakers are limited to three (3) minutes on each item. Additionally, a twelve (12) minute limitation is 
established for the total amount of time any one individual may address the Board at any one meeting. The 
Chair or a majority of the Board may establish a different time limit as appropriate, and parties to agenda items 
shall not be subject to the time limitations. 

The Consent Calendar is considered a single item, thus the three (3) minute rule applies. Consent Calendar 
items can be pulled at Board member request and will be brought up individually at the specified time in the 
agenda allowing further public comment on those items. 

Agenda Times- The Board is concerned that discussion take place in a timely and efficient manner. Agendas 
may be prepared with estimated times for categorical areas and certain topics to be discussed. These times may 
vary according to the length of presentation and amount of resulting discussion on agenda items. 

Public Comment - At the end of the agenda, an opportunity is also provided for members of the public to 
speak on any subject within the Board's authority. Matters raised under "Public Comment" may not be acted 
upon at that meeting. The time limits established in "Public Testimony on any Item" still apply. 

Disruptive Conduct - If any meeting of the Board is willfully disrupted by a person or by a group of persons 
so as to render the orderly conduct of the meeting impossible, the Chair may recess the meeting or order the 
person, group or groups of person willfully disrupting the meeting to leave the meeting or to be removed from 
the meeting. Disruptive conduct includes addressing the Board without first being recognized, not addressing 
the subject before the Board, repetitiously addressing the same subject, failing to relinquish the podium when 
requested to do so, or otherwise preventing the Board from conducting its meeting in an orderly manner. Please 
be aware that a NO SMOKING policy has been established for meetings. Your cooperation is appreciated! 
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SANBAG General Practices for Conducting Meetings 
of 

Board of Directors and Policy Committees 

Basic Agenda Item Discussion. 
• The Chair announces the agenda item number and states the subject. 

• The Chair calls upon the appropriate staff member or Board Member to report on the item. 

• The Chair asks members of the Board/Committee if they have any questions or comments on the item. 
General discussion ensues. 

• The Chair calls for public comment based on "Request to Speak" forms which may be submitted. 

• Following public comment, the Chair announces that public comment is closed and asks if there is any 
further discussion by members of the Board/Committee. 

• The Chair calls for a motion from members of the Board/Committee. 

• Upon a motion, the Chair announces the name of the member who makes the motion. Motions require a 
second by a member of the Board/Committee. Upon a second, the Chair announces the name of the 
Member who made the second, and the vote is taken. 

The Vote as specified in the SANBAG Bylaws. 

• Each member of the Board of Directors shall have one vote. In the absence of the official 
representative, the alternate shall be entitled to vote. (Board of Directors only.) 

• Voting may be either by voice or roll call vote. A roll call vote shall be conducted upon the demand of 
five official representatives present, or at the discretion of the presiding officer. 

Amendment or Substitute Motion. 

• Occasionally a Board Member offers a substitute motion before the vote on a previous motion. In 
instances where there is a motion and a second, the maker of the original motion is asked if he would 
like to amend his motion to include the substitution or withdraw the motion on the floor. If the maker of 
the original motion does not want to amend or withdraw, the substitute motion is not addressed until 
after a vote on the first motion. 

• Occasionally, a motion dies for lack of a second. 
Call for the Question. 

• At times, a member of the Board/Committee may "Call for the Question." 

• Upon a "Call for the Question," the Chair may order that the debate stop or may allow for limited further 
comment to provide clarity on the proceedings. 

• Alternatively and at the Chair's discretion, the Chair may call for a vote of the Board/Committee to 
determine whether or not debate is stopped. 

• The Chair re-states the motion before the Board/Committee and calls for the vote on the item. 
The Chair. 

• At all times, meetings are conducted in accordance with the Chair's direction. 

• These general practices provide guidelines for orderly conduct. 

• From time-to-time circumstances require deviation from general practice. 

• Deviation from general practice is at the discretion of the Board/Committee Chair. 
Courtesy and Decorum. 

• These general practices provide for business of the Board/Committee to be conducted efficiently, fairly 
and with full participation. 

• It is the responsibility of the Chair and Members to maintain common courtesy and decorum. 

Adopted By SAN BAG Board of Directors }a1111ary 2008 

19 



Important Dates to Remember ... 

July 2013 

SAN BAG Meetings- Cancelled: 

All SANBAG Board Committee Meetings are DARK in july 

SAN BAG Meetings- Scheduled: 

General Policy Committee NO July 
-----------Meeting 

Metro Valley Board Study Session NO July 
-----------Meeting 

Commuter Rail & Transit NO July --------
Committee Meeting 

Mountain/Desert Committee NO July 
-----------Meeting 

Other Meetings/Events: 

Ryder Alternative Fuel Facility 
July 9 2:00pm 

Dedication in Orange, CA 

Ryder Alternative Fuel Facility 
July 10 1:00pm 

Dedication in Fontana, CA 

REMINDER: SANBAG Offices are CLOSED on July 4th and 5th. 

For additional information, please call SANBAG at (909) 884-8276 
Calenjuly2013· jd 
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The Super Chief 

The Super Chief 

The Super Chief 

Town of Apple Valley 

1440 N. Main St. 
Orange, CA 92867 

I 0641 Almond Ave. 
Fontana, CA 92337 



.Governments. 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

. .. . -

. 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA92410-1715 
Phone: (9091 884-8276 Fax: (9091 885-4407 Web: www.sanbog.ca.gov 

Working Together ~ 
' 

NBPCRTATION 
MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

REVISED AGENDA ITEM: 1 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Information Relative to Possible Conflict of Interest 

Recommendation·: Note agenda items and contractors/subcontractors, which may require member 
abstentions due to possible conflicts of interest. 

Background: In accordance with California Government Code 84308, members of the 
SANBAG Board may not participate in any action concerning a contract where 
they have received a campaign contribution of more than $250 in the prior 
twelve months from an entity or individual, except for the initial award of a 
competitively bid public works contract. This agenda contains 
recommendations for action relative to the following contractors: 

Closed Session #1 - Conference with Real Property Negotiators 

PARCEL 

SB 45, 46,47 

POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

GEORGE V. MANTZOROS, TRUSTEE OF THE MANTZOROS FAMILY LIVING 
TRUST, U/A DATED OCTOBER 9, 2012 

GLORIA MANTZOROS, TRUSTEE OF THE MANTZOROS FAMILY LIVING 
TRUST, U/A DATED OCTOBER 9, 2012 

J & G PRODUCE, INC., a California corporation {Officers/Directors: GEORGE 
MANTZOROS) 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: -----------

I coo I x I ere I x I erA I x I SAFE I xl CMA I x 
Check all that apply 
BRD1307z-aa 
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Board Agenda Item 
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Page2 

Closed Session #2 - Conference with Legal Counsel- Existing Litigation 

PARCEL POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

B-239 SB OIL, INC., a California corporation 

B-243 WORlD OIL MARKETING COMPANY, a California corporation 
(Officers/Directors: Bernard B. Roth; Toshiko G. Chan; RobertS. Roth; Aorence 
Roth; Richard N. Roth; Steven F. Roth) 

C-18/20/22 EL TORITO RESTAURANTS, INC., a California corporation 
(Officers/Directors: Richard Edwin Rivera; Madelaine Louise Morrow; Richard Paul 
Dutkiewicz) 

C-71 COSTCO WHOLESALE CORPORATION, a Washington corporation 
(Officers: Walter Craig Jelinek; Joel Benoliel; Richard A. Galanti) 

Consent/Discussion Calendar Items 
Item No. Contract No. Principals & Agents Subcontractors 

5 Cl3109 Montague DeRose and Associates None 
Douglas Montague 

16 C13033 Arcadis US Simon Wong Engineering 
Girish Kripalani Falcon Engineering 

Dynamic Engineering 
David Evans and Associates, Inc. 

Meadows Consulting 
Leighton Consulting, Inc. 

Towill Inc. 
Psomas 

17 A03045-04 LSA Associates, Inc. Klienfelder 
Robert H. McCann Arellano Associates 

22 Rl3162 Joshua Grading & Excavation, Inc None 
Tom Craft 

22 Rl3163 Charter Communications None 
Beth Thompson 

22 Rl3166 Griffith/Comet JV None 
Joe Meidl 

25 Cl3048 HDR Engineering, Inc. Fehr&Peers 
Rob Klovsky RSE, Inc. 

Pacific Railway Enterprises, Inc. 
Joanna Capelle 

BRD 1307z-aa 
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Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page 3 

Consent/Discussion Calendar Items 
Item No. Contract No. Principals & Agents 

26 C10079-7 HDR Engineering, Inc. 
Rob Klovsky 

40 C09109 BNSF 
Melvin Thomas 

40 C09110 BNSF 
Melvin Thomas 

40 C09111 BNSF 
Melvin Thomas 

43 P04000916 BNSF 
Greg J. Rousseau 

Subcontractors 

Base+ Birge Engineering 
David Evans & Assoc., Inc. 

Epic Land Services, Inc. 
Delta Group 

Gruen 
Hatch Mott Macdonald 

HTC 
ICF 

Iteris, Inc. 
Project Design Consultants 

Pacific Rail Engineers 
Westbound Communications 

Cambridge 
PAC 

Rail Project Management (RPM) 
Atwell Consulting Group, LLC 

None 

None 

None 

None 

Financial Impact: This item has no direct impact on the SANBAG budget. 

Reviewed By: This item is prepared monthly for review by SANBAG Board and Committee 
members. 

BRD 1307z-aa 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS ATTENDANCE RECORD- 2013 

Name Jan Feb March April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec 

Gary Ovitt X X X X X Board of Supervisors 

James Ramos X X X Board of Supervisors 

Janice Rutherford X X X X X Board of Supervisors 

Josie Gonzales X X X X Board of Supervisors 
Robert A. Lovingood X X X X X Board of Supervisors 

Carl Thomas X X X X X City of Adelanto 

Curt Emick X X X * X X Town of Apple Valley 

Julie Mcintyre X X X X City of Barstow 

BiUJahn X X X X X X City of Big Bear Lake 

Dennis Yates X X X X X X City of Chino 
Ed Graham X X X X X X City of Chino Hills 
Frank Navarro X X X X X X 
City of Colton 

Michael Tahan X X X X X X 
City of Fontana 

Walt Stanckiewitz X X X X X X 
City of Grand Terrace 

Mike Leonard X X X X City of Hesperia 

Larry McCaUon X X X X X X 
City of Highland 

X == member attended meeting. 

brdaltl2 

• =- alternate member attended meeting. Empty box = Did not attend meeting Crossed out box = not a Board Member at the time. 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS ATTENDANCE RECORD- 2013 

Name Jan Feb Marcb April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec 

Rhodes 'Dusty' Rigsby X X X x · X X 
City of Lorna Linda 

Paul Eaton X X X X 
City of Montclair 

Edward Paget X X X X X X 
Citv of Needles 

Alan Wapner X X X * X X City of Ontario 

L. Dennis Michael X X * X X City of Rancho Cucamonga 

Pete Aguilar X X X X X X 
City of Redlands 

Deborah Robertson X X X X X X 
City of Rialto 

Patrick Morris X X X X X X 
City of San Bernardino 

Jim Harris X X X X X X 
City of Twentynine Palms 

Ray Musser X X X * X 
City of Upland 

Ryan McEachron X X X X X 
City of Victorville 

Dick Riddell X X X X X X 
City of Yucaipa 

George Huntington X X * X X X 
Town of Yucca Valley 

Basem Muallem Robert Syed X Syed Syed X 
Ex-Official Member So Raza Raza Raza 

X = member attended meeting. 

brdattl2 

• = alternate member attended meeting. Empty box= Did not attend meeting Crossed out box =not a Board Member a1 the time. 
Page2of2 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS ATTENDANCE RECORD- 2012 

Name Jan Feb March April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec 

Gary Ovitt X X X X X X X X X X X Board of Supervisors : 

Brad Mitzelfelt X X X X X X X X Board of Supervisors 

James Ramos :>< X [X :><: X [X [>( A C>< X X X Board of Supervisors 

Janice Rutherford X X X X X X X X X X X X Board of Supervisors 

Josie Gonzales X X X X X X X X X Board of Supervisors 
Self· 

C>< Neil Derry Suspension X X X X X 
Board of Supervisors a.sof 

Sl3fl011 

Robert A. Lovingood X [>( X ~ c><: [X C>< :><: X :><: t>< X 
Board of Supervisors 

Cari Thomas X X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Adelanto 

Rick Roelle * X l/{ X X X X X X * * Town of Apple Valley 

Julie Mcintyre X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Barstow 

Bill Jahn X X X X X X X X 
City of Big Bear Lake 

Dennis Yates X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Chino 
Ed Graham X X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Chino Hills . 

Sarah Zamora X * X X X X X X X X * X 
City of Colton 

Michael Tahan X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Fontana 

Walt Stanckiewitz X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Grand Terrace 

Mike Leonard X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Hesperia 

X = member attended meeting. * = alternate member attended meeting. Empty box = Did not attend meeting Crossed out box = not a Board Member at the time. 

brdattl2 Page 1 of2 
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BOARD OF DIRECfORS ATTENDANCE RECORD- 2012 

Name Jan Feb March April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec 

Larry McCaUon X X X X X X X X X * City of Hildtland 
Rhodes 'Dusty' Rigsby X X X X X X X X X X X X City of Lorna Linda 

Paul Eaton X X X X X X X X X X City of Montclair 
Edward Paget X X X X X X X X X X City of Needles 

Alan Wapner . 
X X l/{ X X X X X X X X City of Ontario 

L. Dennis Michael X X X * X X X X * X X City of Rancho Cucamonga 

Pete Aguilar X X X X X X X X X X X X City of Redlands 

Ed Scott X X X X X X X X X City of Rialto 

Patrick Morris X X X X X X X X X X X City of San Bernardino 

Jim Harris X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Twentynine Palms 

Ray Musser X X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Uoland 

Ryan McEachron X X X X X X X X X X City of Victorville 

Dick Riddell X X X X X X X X X X X X 
City of Yucaipa 

George Huntington X X X X X X X X X X X X 
Town of Yucca Valley 

[><: C>< IX Ray Wolfe X X X X C>< C>< ~ e><:: C>< Ex-Official Member 

SyedRaza ><: [X IX [X X [>( A C>< A C>< C>< Ex-Official Member X 

Basem MuaUem ~~~~~ X X X Sycd X X Robert , 
Raza So ' Ex-Official Member 

-- . _ _j 

X = member attended meeting. 

brdattl2 

• = alternate member attended meeting. Empty box = Did not attend meeting Crossed out box = not a Board Member at the time. 
Page2of2 



Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. Jrd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Working Together ~ 

I 
NBPORTATION 

MEABUREI Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sonbag.co.gov 

• Son Bernordlno County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Servrce Authority tor Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _..;3;;...._.._ 

Date: July 10 2013 

Subject: May 2013 Procurement Report 

Recommendation: • Receive May 2013 Procurement Report 

Background: The Board of Directors adopted the Contracting and Procurement Policy 
(Policy No. 11000) on January 3, 1997, and approved the last revision on 
May 1, 2013. On February 6, 2013, the Board of Directors authorized the 
Executive Director, or designee, to approve: a) contracts and purchase orders up 
to $100,000; b) amendments with a zero dollar value; c) amendments to exercise 
the option term if the option term was approved by the Board of Directors in the 
original contract; and d) amendments that cumulatively do not exceed 50% of the 
original contract value or $100,000, whichever is less and to release 
Request for Proposal (RFP), Request for Quote (RFQ) and Invitation for Bid 
(IFB) for proposed contracts from which funding has been approved in 
San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG's) Annual Budget, and 
which are estimated not-to-exceed $1,000,000. SANBAG staff has compiled this 
report that summarizes all contract actions approved by the Executive Director, or 
designee. 

• 

On July 11, 2012, the Board of Directors authorized SANBAG's General Counsel 
to award and execute legal services contracts up to $50,000 with outside counsel 
as needed on behalf of SANBAG and its authorities organized under the umbrella 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: ____________ _ 

I coo I x I ere I x I erA I x I SAFE I xl CMA I x 
Check all that apply. 
BRD1307a-wws 
Attachment: 
http://portal.snnbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/gpc/gpc2013/gpc 1305/Agendaltems/BRD I 307a I -wws.docx 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/gpc/gpc2013/gpc 1305/Agendaltems!BRD 1307a2-wws.docx 
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Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
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of the Council of Governments. Also, periodically notify the Board after 
exercising such authority. 

A list of all Contracts and Purchase Orders that were executed by the Executive 
Director and/or General Counsel during the month of May is presented herein as 
Attachment A, and all RFPs and IFBs are presented in Attachment B. 

Financial Impact: This item imposes no impact on the Fiscal Year 2012/2013 budget. Presentation 
of the monthly procurement report demonstrates compliance with the Contracting 
and Procurement Policy (Policy No. 11000). 

Reviewed By: This item was received by the General Policy Committee on June 12,2013. 

Responsible Staff: William Stawarski, Chief Financial Officer 

BRD1307a-wws 
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Attachment A 

May 1-28 Contract/Purchase Order Actions 

Contracts Executed: 

i-· :·:", ~:, -it" -• . ; ;~. :. ~:~: ~? ;. ·:~ > :: . · .. ~T_; :;~ · ·. ::" · 0 
• ·• : :· ·:,, .· -. :;:. ~. : . ;,~·•·. J :;~/·r: ·;:: j ~£;[:II 

! None 

Total $0 

Contract Amendments Executed: 

Amendment4 increase contract 
amount 

C08165 Increase the contract Berg& $50,000.00 $4,444,989.00 
Amendment3 amount Associates 

Cl3047 Increases SANBAG's City of $0.00 $0.00 
Amendment 1 Contribution for the Yucaipa 

Total Amount of Amendments $5,422,415.00 

BRD1307al-wws 
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Attachment A 

M~y 1-28 Contract/Purchase Order Actions 

Purchase Orders: 

4000993 05/02/13 G/M Business Purchase two new L-shaped desk units $10,375.98 

Interiors including seating and accessory trays. 

Mobility 21 
Annual partner membership dues for 

4000997 05/13113 Transportation, $20,000.00 
Coalition 

2013. 

4000998 05/15/13 
SELF-HELP Annual membership dues for Fiscal Year 

$5,700.00 Counties Coalition 2013/2014. 

*Note: Sole Source justification is noted in the Purpose statement, if 
$36,075.98 Total 

BRDI307al-wws 
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Attachment B 

May 1-28 RFPs and IFBs 

Release ofRFP's and IFB's 

BRD 1307a2-wws 
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Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments - ':.. - _ ... _ ....... , 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 9 2 41 0-1715 
Phone: 1909) 884·8276 Fax: !909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbog.ca.gov Working Together NBPORTAnON 

MEABUREI 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bemordlno County Congestion Management Agenev • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: ____;;,4 __ 

Date: July 10,2013 

-
Subject: Budget to Actual Report for third quarter ending March 31, 20 13 

Recommendation: • Receive and file Budget to Actual Report for third quarter ending March 31, 2013. 

Background: SANBAG's Budget for Fiscal Year 201212013 for new activity was adopted by 
the Board of Directors on June 6. 2012. This report provides a summary of 
program activity and task activity compared to budget Budgetary information 
includes the original and revised budgets, and year to date expenditures. 

Financial Impact: This item reports the statUs of expenditures against budget and imposes no 
financial impact on the Fiscal Year 201212013 Budget 

Reviewed By: This item was received by the General Policy Committee on June 12,2013. 
l 

Responsible Staff: William Stawarski, Chief Fmancial Officer 

• 

I coo I x I ere I x I erA I x I sAFE I xl CMA I x 
CMck all that apply. 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Dat~: ---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstawd: 

Wttnused: ___________ -=--

BRD1307b-wws 
htg>://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/gpc/gpc2013/gpcl30VAgendaitemsiBRD1307bl-wws.xlsx 
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Saa BenaardiDo AModated GonrameAII 
Budpl to Aclual Report: July lOll· Mareh l013 

F'&Ka1 Year l012Jl013 
ATTACHMENT A 

AIR. QUALITY & TRAVELER SERVICES PROGRAM 

ORIGINAL RBVISBD TASK ~-OF. BUl>G.ET 
TASKt TASK DESCRIPTION BUDGET AMENDMENTS ENCUMBRANCES BUDGET EXPeND miRES BALANCE EXPENDED 

0102 Air Quality Activities 3,4S7,701 178,110 - 3,635,811 1,128,885 2,506,926 . 31.0S'lr 
0406 Ridc:share Muaaement 2,224,957 19,375 6,443 2,250,775 672,970 l,S77,BOS 29.90'lr 
0702 Call Box System 1,026,258 - - 1,026,258 544,603 481,655 53.07~ 
0704 freeway Suvice Pauoi/S~ae 1,914,260 28,751 - 1,943,011 1,091,770 851,241 ' 56.19~ 
0706 lnlelliEt Tranaportation Sl!lems 96.587 - . 96,587 ISO 96,437 0.16~ 

TOTAL AIR. QUALITY & TRAVELER SERVICES PROGRAM 8,719,7~ U6,23li ,,443 8,951,441 3,438,377 5,514,065 38.41., 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING & PROGRAMMING PROGRAM 

ORIGINAL RBVISED TASK 'lr OF BUDGET 
TASKt TASK DESCRIPTION BUDGET AMeNDMENTS ENCUMBRANCES BUDGET EXPEND miRES BALANCE EXPENDED 
0110 Regional Tranaportalion Plannina 489,687 68,400 - 558,087 284.509 273,578 50.98'Xo 
0203 Congestion Manqemeut 100,865 . - 100,865 44,255 56,610 43.88% 
0213 High Desert Cocridor Studiel 228,191 - - 228,191 5,151 223,040 2.26% 
0373 FedcDJ/Scate Puad Aclndni&lnlloo 979,994 - 34,160 1,014,154 576,645 437,509 56.86% 
0404 Su~Rgional Tranaportalioo Pllnning 1,092,886 100,000 . 1,192,886 833,779 359,107 69.90~ 

0500 Tranaportalioo Improvement Propam 358,424 . . 358,424 270,144 88,280 75.37% 
0609 Slnlegic PlanniaJVDelivay Planning 365,824 . 7,760 373,584 97,751 275,833 26.17% 
0701 Valley Slpal Coonlinalioo 1,478,995 . - 1,478,995 210,920 1,268,075 14.26~ 
()9.(1 MI./Desert PiaAnln1 & ProJect Developmeqt 227,201 . . 227,201 98,943 128,258 43.55~ 

w 
TOTAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING & PROGRAMMING PROGR1 5,322,061 10,400 41,920 5,531,311 2,422,095 ' 3,110,291 43.78'Ko 

A 
MAJOR PROJECT DELIVERY PROGRAM 

ORIGINAL RIMS ED TAS_K 'lr OS BUDGET 
TASKt TASK DESCRIPllON BUDGET AMENDMENTS ENCUMBRANCES BUDGET BXPENDmJRES BALANCE EXPENDED 

0803 SR 210 Basdisle Road Interchange . 320,000 . 320,000 . 320,000 O.OO'Xo 
OBIS Measure I Program Maugement 5,120,049 (26,000) 62,249 5,156,298 2,366,961 2,789,336 4S.90'Xo 
0817 SR-60 Sound Wall 71,163 - 16,321 87,484 45,889 41,S9S 52.45~ 
0819 Hwy 62 & Rotary Way Traffic Signal Project 4.50,000 . . 450,000 . 450,000 0.00~ 

0820 SR 210 Ftnal Desip 24.5,170 . - 245,170 9,044 236,126 3 .69~ 
0822 SR 210 Right of Way Acquisition 3,298,494 . - 3,298,494 (1,202,616) • 4,501,110 -36.46~ 

0824 SR 210 Corulnld.lon 8,947,468 . . 8,947,468 3,503,818 5,443,650 39.16~ 

0825 1·10 Cocridor Project Development 4,123,966 . . 4,123,966 2,840,152 1,283,814 68.87~ 

0826 1-10 CIINI/Cheny lnlc:n:hanaa 71,708,739 (991,009) . 70,717,730 19,324,513 51,393,217 27.33~ 

0830 1-21.5 San Rlv Projecl Development 15,804 . . 15,804 . 15,804 O.OO'Xo 
0834 1-215 final Deaip 366,519 . . 366,579 1.5,748 350,831 4.30~ 

0836 1-215 Right of Way AcquiliUoo 2,901,919 7.5,000 - 2,976,919 313,283 2,663,636 10..52% 
0838 1-215 Constnlction 79,699,415 1,852,020 . 81,551,435 28,169,957 53,381,478 • 34.S4'lr 
0839 1-215 81- County HOV Gap Clolurc Project 18,844,743 (1,000,000) 1,388 17,846,131 6,753,051 11,093,080 37.84'Xo 
0840 I-21 5 Barton Road lnlercl!ange 10,771,111 . . 10,771,111 268,025 IO.S03,086 ~ ·~· 2.49'Xo 
0841 1-10 Rivmide lnten:hanae 3,200,247 . . 3,200,247 573,416 2,626,831 17.92% 
0842 1-10 Tippecanoe lnlerchaage 39,604,394 4.50,000 . 40,054,394 3,385,310 36,669,084 • 's.4.5'Xo 
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Budcet lo Ac:lual Report: July lOll- Mardi 1013 
Flsca1 Year 10llll013 

ATIACHMENTA 

MAJOR PROJECT DELIVERY PROGRAM, Continued 

TASKft TASK DHSCRIYTION BUDGET AMENDMENTS ENCUMBRANCBS BUDGET EXPENDITURES BALANCE- EXPENDED -
0845 ML VetnoniWabinaton lnletchange 466,087 - - 466,087 300,172 165,915 64.40• 
0850 Alternative Project FiniUicln& 3,661,056 - . 3,661,056 1,182,663 2,478,393 32.30' 
0862 1-10 Weatbowd Lane Additloa- Yucaipa 9,906,181 - - 9,906,181 4,161,551 5,744,630 42.01' 
0869 Glen Helen Parkway Glade Separation 4,400,356 - - 4,400,356 1,671,602 2,728,754 37.99' 
0870 Hurita Lane Grade Separation 12,584,715 1,147,980 - 13,732,695 6,503,973 7,228,722 47.36' 
0871 State StJUnivenlty Parkway Grade Separation 328,306 - . 328,306 8,420 319,886 2.56• 
0874 Palm Aweaue grade Separalion • T - .9,899,031 (47,000) . 5,000 9,857,031 7,235,899 2,621,132 73.41 ' 
0876 South MiUilu:a Avenue GJade Separatloa 6,840,456 - - 6,840,456 3,660,562 3,179,894 53.51• 
0877 Vineyard Avenue Grade Separation 1,732,673 - - 1,732,673 804,096 928,577 46.41' 
0879 ColtOn Croslin& BNSF/UPRR Grade Separation 91,530,337 1,000 - 91,531,337 5,085,980 86,445,357 5.56• 
0880 1-15n-215 Devore lnten:hange 22,086,076 . 14,085 22,100,161 2,911,017 19,189,144 13.17' 
0881 Leawood A~enue Grade Separation 4,688,881 - . 4,688,881 2,226,435 2,462,446 47.48' 
0882 Noeth Mlllikal Avenue Grade Separation 17,119,616 (2,000) 8,011,113 25,128,729 7,042,080 18,086,650 28.02' 
~883 SR 210 Pepper Avenue lnlercbance 2,217,989 - - 2,277,989 452,158 1,825,831 19.85• 
0884 l.awd A~ue Grade 5epara&JOrt 15,864,368 74,000 . 15,938,368 3,BS1,4S6 12,086,912 24.16' 
0885 9th Street Rail Improvements 4,216,173 (75,000) . 4,141,173 140,753 4,000,420 3.40' 
0886 Colton Quiet Zone Project 3,147,427 . . 3,147,427 44,814 3,102,613 1.42' 
0887 SR 210 Lane Addition 1,063,515 - . 1,063,515 725,182 338,333 68.19' 
0888 1-15 La M~a/Nisqualli lnten:ban&e 16,184,871 12,600,269 50,000 28,835,140 14.995,962 13,839,178 52.01' 
0889 Yucca Loma Brid&e 7,062,129 - - 7,062,129 - 7,062,129 0.00' 

~ 0890 1-15 ~ lnlei'Chan&'= 13,351,699 65,757 . 13,417,456 5,467,690 7,949,766 40.751 

0892 1-15 Baseline lntetdiUige Improvement . 100,000 - 100,000 652 99,348 0.65' 
0896 1-10 Pepper Avenue .lntetdiUip - 400,000 . 400,000 - 400,000 0.00' 
0965 2012 A Sales Tax Revenue Bond 5,916,411 - . 5,916,411 3,851.087 2,065,324 0,()()1 

TOTAL·MAJOR PROJECT DELIVERY PROGRAM ' 503,697,614 14,94Sj017 8,160,156 516,102,786 131,690,751 381,112,035 26.33~ 

TRANSIT & PASSENGER RAIL PROGRAM 
ORIGINAL RBVJSBD TASK %0FBUDGEi 

TASKI TASK DESCRIPTION BUDGET AMENDMENTS ENCUMBRANCES BUDGBT BXPBNDITURES BALANCE EXPENDED 
0309 General Tl'llfl8it . 872,459 210,915 7,333 1,090,707 819,943 "270,764 75.181 

0310 TflUIIit Operatiag . 8,823,072 154,600 - 8,977,672 5,566,164 3,411,508 62.00' 
0311 TtaASit Capital 5,332,307 5,032,135 . 10,364,442 2,850,822 7,513,620 27.511 

0352 Genen1 Conunuter Rail 800,797 - 187 800,984 315,28S 485,699 39.36' 
0377 Commuter Rail Operating &penae.s 12,133,858 (2,590,000) 18,312 9,562,170 6,557,084 3,005,086 68.57' 
0379 Commuter Rail Capital Expenses 23,416,568 15,480,896 57,247 38,954,711 18,387,844 20,566,867 47.20~ 
0501 federal Transit ~ct Programmlns 96:969 . . 96,969 15,223 81,746 15.701 

TOTAL TllANSIT & PASSENGER. RAU.. PROGRAM 51,47,,030 18,288,546 83,079 69,847,655 34,511,363 35,335,191 49.4H 
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SaA Bmaanliao Alsodated Gonnante~~tl 
Bucl&et Co A dual Report: July lOll· Marth 1013 

Fbal Year l01lllD13 
ATTACHMENT A 

TRANSPORTATION FUND ADMINISTRATION PROGRAM 

ORIGlNAL RBVISBD TASK ~OFBUDGBT 

TASKI TASK DESCRIP110N BUDOBT AMENDMENTS ENCUMBRANCES BUDOET BXPENDITURES BALANCE EXPENDED 

0502 IDA Admiaiatnlioa 470,005 359,700 . 829,705 334,9111 494,717 40.37~ 

OS04 Measwe 1 AdmlD1stratioa 426,634 . . 426,634 249,161 177,466 58.~ 

0506 Local Transpoctalloo Fund 83,337,751 (800,000) . 82,537,751 41,133,403 41,404,348 49.84<J, 

0507 Slale Transil Auiltance Puml 26,330,985 (788,975) . 25,542,010 11,908,901 13,633,109 46.62~ 

0515 Measure I Valley ApponiOIUUCIIl A Allocation 4,427,761 . 4,779,611 9,207,372 1,114,277 8,093.095 12.10~ 

0516 Meuwe I MOWlllin/Delert ApportioiUIIellt A Allocation . 1,975,000 . 1,975,000 . 1,975,000 0.00$ 

~10 Meuure 12010.2040 Project Advana:mcnt 16,846,857 . 655,.517 17,.502,374 8,378,138 9,124,236 47.87~ 

0615 Meuure I Local Stimulus . . 8,110,653 8,110,653 6,773,020 1,337,633 83.51$ 

0918 Measure I Local Plll·lhrou&!! 34,453,800 . . 34,453,800 22,001,086 12,452,714 63.86% 
TOTAL TRANSPORTATION FUND ADMINISTRATION PROGRAM 1",193,793 745,725 13,545,781 180,585,2" 91,891,!1111 88,69%,318 50.19~ 

. 
GENERAL· COUNCD. OF GOVERNMENTS SUPPORT PROGRAM 

ORIGINAL RBVISBD TASK IJ. OF BUDGET 
TASKI TASK DESCRIPTION BUDGET AMENDMENTS· PJIICUMBRANCES BUDGET EXPENDITURES BALANCH EXPENDED 

0104 ~ R.e1ltioos 442,441 . . 442,441 275,033 167,408 62.16'J, 

0400 Council of GovenlmeDia New IAitlatiYCI 80,.585 (16,678) . 63,907 5,432 58,475 8.5~ 

0492 Joint Solar Purdwe Agrmnent 176,732 16,678 . 193,410 30,.598 162,812 15.82$ 

0495 GeeD Houae Gu 495,411 38,385 . 533,866 197,182 336,614 36.93~ 

0503 Lepalatioa 613,473 . . 613,473 313,.534 299,939 51.11~ 

0601 Couoty Traoaportalioa Commllaion-Oeaer.d 483,.591 . . 483,.591 114,.530 369,061 23.68~ 

0605 Publication~ & PubUc OulRICII 576,842 . . 576,842 235,227 341,615 40.78.'KI 
0708 Property Asseued Clean EnerJy 141,514 . . 141,.514 27,057 114,457 19.12'KI 
0805 Buildinf Operationa 89,11S . . 89,115 30,253 58,862 33.95% 

0942 Financial Manqement 228,102 . . . 228,102 70,313 157,789 30.83CJr, 

TOTAL COUNCIL OF GOVERNMBNTS SUPPORT PROGRAM 3,327,876 38,385 . 3,366,261 1,199,151 2,067,103 38.59~ 

IGRANDTOTALALL PROGRAMS 738,137,143 34,412,309 21,837,37' 795,DIIU30 27'1.,255,717 521,831,104 34.24% 

CONSOUDATIID BY PROGRAM 

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 
AIR QUAUIY & TRA VPlBR SERVICES PROGRAM 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING .t PROGRAMMING PROGRAM 
MAJOR PROJECT DELIVERY PROGRAM 
TRANSIT 4: PASSENGER RAIL PROGRAM 
TRANSPORTAnON RJND ADMINJSTRAnON PROGRAM 
GENBRAL- COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS SUPPORT PROGRAM 
GRANDTOTALALLPROGRAMS 

ORIOlNAL REVISED PROGRAM CJr, OF BUDGET 
BUDOBT AMENDMENTS ENCUMBRANCES · BUDOBT EXPENDITURBS BALANCE EXPENDED 

8,719,763 226,236 6,443 8,952,442 3,438,377 5,514,065 38.41~ 

5,322,067 161,400 41,920 5,532,387 2,422,095 3,110,292 43.7841o 
503,697,614 14,945,017 8,160,156 526,802,786 138,690,751 388,112,035 26.33'1. 
51,476,030 18,288,.546 83,079 69,147,655 34,.512,363 35,335,292 49.41~ 

166,293,793 745,725 13,545,781 180,.585,299 91,892,981 88,692,318 50.89,. 

3,327,876 3B,385 - 3,366,261 t.299.1SB 2.067,103 38.S91J. 
738,137,1~- 34,41~u 21,837,379 795,016,830 27l,l55,7r1 521,831,104 34.24 .. 

• Expenditure amount Is negaUve due to relmburs.manls from legal firm and Insurance companv for the Colonies lawsuit. 
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Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

NBPDRTAnON 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congesllon Management Agency • Service Authority lor Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 5 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Award Financial Advisor Services Contract 

Recommendation:· That the Board acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority award Contract No. Cl3109 to Montague DeRose and Associates, LLC 
for Financial Advisor Services for a five (5) year contract term with two (2) one· 
year options to extend for an amount not-to-exceed $600,000 for the initial five 
(5) year term. 

Background: The San Bernardino Associated Governments acting in its capacity as the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SANBAG) requires the 
services of a Financial Advisor. The Financial Advisor will be responsible for 
reviewing the existing strategic plan in association with SANBAG's staff and 
consultants, and recommending financial strategy revisions. The firm will balance 
short- and long-term financial needs to determine financing options, alternative 
debt structures, computer model support, and financing timetables. The firm will 
assist SANBAG in determining whether a competitive or negotiated bond sale 
would most benefit SANBAG. 

The Financial Advisor will also provide advice on the appropriate time to enter 
the bond market, preparation of the Preliminary and Final Official Statement, 
bond credit rating presentations, and other supporting documentation. 

Approl'i!d 
Board of Directors 

Date:-------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I x I ere I x I erA I x I SAFE I xl CMA I x I 
Clleck allllrat apply. 
BRDI307C·WWS 
ht tp://portal. sanhag.ca.gov/m!,!mtl APOR-M emnt/Sharcd%20DocumcntJJC 13 I 09 .docx 
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On March 21, 2013, the SANBAG Board of Directors approved the release of a 
Request for Proposals (RFP) 13109 for Financial Advisor Services. The RFP was 
posted on SANBAG's website, published in the Sun newspaper and RFP 
notifications were sent to approximately one hundred twenty-three (123) vendors 
who specialize in these services. A pre-proposal meeting was conducted on 
March 26, 2013, and five (5) firms were in attendance. One (1) Addendum was 
issued to respond to questions received prior to the question deadline and during 
the pre-proposal meeting. On April16, 2013, five (5) proposals were received by 
the date and time specified in the RFP. A responsive review was conducted for 
the five (5) proposals received on time. All of the proposals were found to be 
responsive to the RFP. 

An Evaluation Committee consisting of staff members from City of Rialto, 
San Diego Associated Governments, and SANBAG's Chief Financial Officer and 
Accounting Manager reviewed the proposals. The proposals were evaluated 
based on the criteria identified in the RFP: 

1. Qualifications of the firm 
2. Related experience and client references 
3. Qualifications and experience of the proposed staff 
4. Workplan 
5. Pricing 

Four (4) firms demonstrated significant experience in providing financial advisor 
services to the public sector including transportation. The Evaluation Committee 
agreed to interview the four (4) firms (listed in alphabetical order): 

FIELD MAN ROLAPP & ASSOClA TES 
KNN PUBLIC FINANCE 

MONTAGUE DEROSE AND ASSOClA TES, LLC 
THE PFM GROUP 

On May 2, 2013, the Evaluation Committee conducted oral interviews with the 
four (4) firms. The interviews were allotted fifty (50) minutes and consisted of an 
opening presentation followed by thirty (30) minutes of questions and answers. 
Each firm had an overall understanding of SANBAG's scope of work and 
requirements. 

The Evaluation Committee selected Montague DeRose and Associates LLC 
(MDA) due to extensive experience in transportation and public sector financing. 
This includes knowledge of self-help (sales tax) agencies, Transportation 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA), Public-Private Partnership 
(P3) and toll revenue bond fmancing. MDA is also capable of assisting SANBAG 
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Financial Impact: 

Reviewed By: 

Responsible Staff: 
' 

BRDJ307c-wws 

in selecting a fmance team (investment bankers) for future revenue bond 
offerings. 

The contract is for a five (5) year term with two (2) one-year options to extend. 
The initial cost for five (5) years is $600,000 (based on an estimated amount for 
each year). 

This item is consistent with SANBAG's Fiscal Year 2013120"t4 budget. Financial 
Advisor activities · are budgeted under Capital Projects - Bond Funds. 
Task No. 0942 Financial Man.agement. The costs of the Financial Advisor 'Vill be 
fmanced with future bond issuances. 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013 SANBAG General Counsel and 
Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and the Contract. 

William Stawarski. Chief ~inancial Officer 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 
Contract No. C 131 09 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

SANBAG and Montague DeRose and Associates 

Contract Description Financial Advisor Services 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: 7/3113 
Overview of BOD Action: Award Contract No. C13109 to Montague DeRose and Associates, llC for 
Financial Advisor Services for a five (5) year contract term with two (2) one-year options to extend for an 
amount not-to-exceed $600,000 for the initial five (5) year term. 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE S 

TOTAL BUDGET 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/3113 7f.V18 . 
Has the contract term been amended? IZI No DYes- please explain. 

~ Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0942. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. 
How are we funding current FY? FY 2013114 . I • • : .. _ __ .. • • Bond Funds 

0 Federal Ft,~nds I D State Funds I 0 Local Funds I D TDA Funds I 0 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
MSI Valley Administration and Bond Funds 

f8l Payable D Receivable 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

D Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal __ % 

Project MCt/lger (~rint Name} w. ~ t.//1 , .... .fV1 

Coeract Adminil1rator {Print Name) 
~ {fj1 Lltl ~51\_ 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) 

Contract Summary Sheet 11/6112 40 
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ATTACHl\mNT A- SCOPE OF WORK 
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The Consultant shall provide the following services: 
1. Review the existing strategic plan in association with SANBAG's staff and selected 

external consultants and make recommendations in revising the financial strategy, taking 
into account: 

a) The short and long-term financial needs of SANBAG. 
b) Financing options and alternative debt structures. 
c) Needed computer model support. 
d) Financing timetables. 
e) Revenue forecast. 
f) Current and projected interest rates. 

2. For each bond sale, assist SANBAG in determining whether a competitive or negotiated 
bond sale would most benefit SANBAG. 

3. Provide independent advice with respect to the appropriate time to enter the bond market. 
4. Assist with preparation of the Preliminary and Final Official Statements. 
5. Assist in presentations to the rating agencies. 
6. For competitive bond sales: 

a) Assist SANBAG and bond counsel with appropriate advertising and public 
notices for the sale. 

b) Assist with the distribution of the Preliminary Official Statement to potential 
bidders and investors. 

c) For refunding issues, provide the refunding analysis on which SANBAG will rely 
for the execution of the transaction, as well as structure the refunding escrow, if 
necessary, which will defease the refunded bonds. 

d) Assist SANBAG with the acceptance and verification of competitive bids for the 
bonds. 

7. Review the marketing and sale of any debt prior to, during, and after the pricing of the 
bonds, including the comparison of the interest rates, takedown expenses, underWriter's 
risk, and management fees of managing underwriters. 

8. Assist in the evaluation of swaps and other derivative products that SANBAG may 
consider to meet its financing objectives. Assist SANBAG in the preparation, 
documentation, negotiation, bidding, execution, closing and monitoring of swaps and 
derivatives. 

9. Assist investment banker(s) during the underwritering process. 
10. Review and comment on follow-up analysis of the sale provided by the underwriter and 

the final terms of the bond sale. 
11. Assist SANBAG in meeting SEC disclosure requirements. 
12. As asked, from time to time or on a regular basis, render advice and/or formally issue 

opinions as to the propriety and legal adherence of acts and policies of SANBAG to the 
original Measure I and the Measure I extension and applicable state and federal statutes 
and case law, as well as generally accepted financial practices. 

Page 22 of24 
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. Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410- l715 

. Working Together Phone: (909) 884·8276 Fax: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.so nbag.co.gov 

• San Bernardino County TransporlatiOn Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestton Management Agency • Service Au1horlty for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM: ___ 6 __ _ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: SANBAG Initiatives and Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 

Recommendation:· Receive and file the major initiatives and related action plan for SANBAG for the 
coming fiscal year. 

Background: The Executive Director has prepared this table of major initiatives and related 
action plans for the coming fiscal year. These initiatives were developed with the 
input of each of the Department Directors and in response to policy direction 
provided by the Board of Directors. This document will serve to clearly set the 
expectations for the entire organization and the executive team in particular. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted SANBAG budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Raymond Wolfe, Executive Director 

• 
Approved 

Board of Directors 

Date:----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I x I ere I x I erA I x I SAFE I xl CMA I x I 
Check all tl!at apply. 
BRDI307a-rw 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmtlcommilleeldirectorslbrd20 13/brd 1307/ Agendaltems/BRD 1307 A 1-RW .docx 
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ATIACHMENT 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 

Fistal Year 201312014 Initiatives and Action Plan 

Initiative #1: Focus on creating and strengthening collaborative partnerships with governmental and business entities 
lA 

1B 

Create Vision in Action 
Awards to recognize 
••Business Friendly .. , 
.. Cradle to Career .. , and 
regional collaboration. 
Make the a wards pan of 
the General Assembly. 

Work with Vision 
Element Groups to 
identify exemplary 
programs for this 
year's awards. 
Develop full program 
of criteria and 
nomination process for 
next year. Business 
Friendly award can be 
similar to Orange 
County Business 
Council ••Red Tape to 
Red Carpet .. awards. 

Develop nomination 
submittal and vetting 
process in concert with 
Vision element groups 
for next year. 

COG 

COG 

Working with business leaders, County, education leaders and Vision element groups to 1rut1ate a 
reduced-order awards program for this year's General Assembly as a start·to a broader program. 
IEEP stated recently that it is planning an awards program in September modeled after Orange 
County Business Council. We will work with IEEP as necessary to assist their efforts. 

Evolve General 
Assembly into a regional 
.. must attend" destination 
event 

Work closely with 
incoming Board 
President to set focus, 
and then secure support 
to deliver as 
appropriate 

Outline plans 
including speaker by 
mid-Januarv 20 
Coordinate external 
team by mid-January 
2014 

Secure facilities and 
speaker by early 

COG 

BRDJ307al-RW 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

JB 
(Cont.) 

IC 
~ 

D. • • ~I'AtPgy" ,• 
LVJS!OO.··~·~~ •. 

~ ·~ulr 

Create regional forums to 
discuss issues of regional 
concern throughout the 
County 

Actively seek issues of 
regional concern, 
coordinate meetings 
with key stakeholders 
including legislators 

Conduct West Valley 
!!7gional forum in Q 1 

Conduct East Valley 
regional forum by Q3 

.. 

COG 

Currently planning for a May/June event in the Morongo Basin focused on court closures. The new 
County Sheriff will also be introduced. A May/June event may also occur in the West Valley 
regarding the proposed San Gabriel Mountains National Recreation Area. 

lD 

Enhance COG role 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
Page2 

-~~ 

Coordinate role in 
implementing 
Countywide Vision 

Conduct meeting with 
school districts and 
other stakeholders to 
discuss the primary 
goal of .. cradle to 
career" 
Participate in Vision 
Element Groups and 
integrate SANBAG as 
aoorooriate 
Develop .. Business 
Friendly Best 
Practices" inventory 

COG 

COG 

COG 

' 

Legislative Affairs 

Legislative Affairs/Public 
Affairs 

TBD 

Timetable 
... apd. Status 

..... 

'llime~l~ 
and ,Status 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

JD 
(Cont.) 

IE 

Provide leadership and 
assistance to our 
members in 
implementing clean 
energy and energy 
conservation projects to 
reduce utility bills and 
greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Continue to work on 
providing information 
and regional programs 
to all SANBAG 
members that reduce 
utility bills and 
greenhouse gas through 
energy efficiency and 
clean energy. 

Conduct a joint Solar 
Power Procurement 
with cities that are 
interested in solar 
power for their 
facilities. 

Initiate a Property 
Assessed Clean 
Energy program for all 
of San Bernardino 
County so property 
owners can access 
capital to install 
energy conservation 
and clean energy 
projects. 

COG 

COG 



~ ...... 

Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

28 

Effectively advocate to 
maintain historic funding 
levels provided by state 
and federal governments 

.... 

Deliver all 

Work with regional 
and statewide entities 
to ensure that MAP-21 

1 is implemented 
consistent with 
SANBAG's goals and 
policy priorities 

Commence 
highway/interchange construction of 
commitments listed in FY Lenwood Grade 
2013/20 14 budget Separation 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Q2 - Primary Freight 
1 

Network designations 
expected to be 
released 

Q2 - Passage of any 
state legislation in 
2013, taking effect in 
2014 

Contract bid August 
2013 

Contract a ward 
October 2013 

Legislative Affairs 

Legislative Affairs 

Timetable 
~...-· '" 

and Status 

·' 

Major Projects 

.. 



Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

2B 
(Com.) 

Commence 
construction of Palm 
A venue Grade ~tract bid July 
Separation 3 

Contract award Sept. 
2013 

I Major Projects Conunence ere allocation June 
construction of 2013 
Baseline A venue 
Interchange 
Improvement Contract award 

December 201 3 
Commence Federal Allocation 
construction ofl-10 October 2013 
Tippecanoe, Phase ll Contract bid 

I Major Projects 
~I I I November 2013 

Contract Award 

~ 
2014 

Complete construction 
of La Mesa/Nisquali completion (open to Major Projects 
lnterchan e traffic} Dec. 2013 
Conunence ere allocation ] une 
construction of Laurel 2013 
Street Grade Contract bid July 

I Major Projects Separation 2013 
Contract award Sept. 
2013 

Complete construction Construction 
of La Mesa/Nisquali completion (open to I Major Projects 

2013 
Complete 1-215 Construction 
Segments J & 2 completion (open to 

I Major Projects 
construction traffic) January 20 14 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
Page 5 
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Fiscal Year 201312014 Work Goals 

2B 
"ti~ · ., r-'•t - .~:"""· "' 

(Com.) . · .~ ., ... - ! . 

2C 

project commitments 
listed in the FY 
2013/20 14 budget 

Separation 
construction 
Complete alternatives 
analysis ofl-10/1-15 
Corridor improvements 

construction on 
Downtown San 

t Bemarc;iino Passenger 
Rail and Transit Center 
Proiects 

Construction 
completion (open to 
traffic) July 2013 

Complete Redlands I Before the end of Q3 
Rail PA&ED 

Develop and award 
RFP by end of Q2 

~----~------------------~ 

Study alternatives to 
provide Metrolink 
service into Onlario 
Airoon 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Major Projects 

Major Projects 

Transit and Rail 

;it . 



Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

2C 
(Cont.) .~ ~-· _ . : .• ~ ~ _, iJ , . . 1.' 

~ ~ 20 
' 0: 

Deliver the highest 
quality and most cost 
effective rail & transit 
projects and service 
possible in San 
Bernardino County 

Fiscal Year 20 13 Work Goals 
Page7 

Transit and Rail 
Services (Studies, 
Capital Projects and 
Ooerations) 
Ff A Grantees 

Explore consolidation 
of various regional 
transit agencies to 
provide greater 
efficiencies and more 
coordinated service 
and project delivery 

Work with SANBAG 
departments to comply 
with FfA guidelines to 
submit to Ff A by end 
of03 

Study consolidation of 
Victor Valley Transit 
Agency (VVT A), 
Barstow Area Transit, 
Needles Area Transit 
to a single transit 

rovider 

Study consolidation of 
Omnitrans and 
SANBAG to a single 

Study consolidation of 
Mountain Area 
Regional Transit 
Agency (MARTA) and 
Omnitrans 

Transit and Rail 

Transit and Rail 

Transit and Rail 

Transit and Rail 

Transit and Rail 

Fund Administration and 
Programming, Planning, 

Procurement, Legal, Legislative 
Affairs 

Fund Administration and 
Programming, Legislative 

Affairs 

Fund Administration and 
Programming, Legislative 

Affairs 

Fund Administration and 
Programming, Legislative 

Affairs 

L-
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

2D 
(Cont.) 

2E 

Manage TDA funds in 
accordance with 
SANBAG Board 
priorities 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Complete Omnitrans 
COA 

Develop long-term 
plan to ensure cost 
projections do not 
exceed revenues for 
Valley Apportionment 
(this requires a review 
of Omnitrans as well as 
Metrolink 

nditures) 

Work with joint ad 
hoc committee and 
SANBAG Board to 
resolve outstanding 
issues bv 02 
Complete by April 
2014 

Transit and Rail 

Transit and Rail 

S.CJ:~,.QJ~Je.J~·~p~ 

, .. 

Fund Administration and 
Programming 

'" Sc 
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Fiscal Year 20 1312014 Work Goals 

Use strategic 
1 programming to ensure 

that no funds are lost 

Manage projects 
closely with Caltrans 

I 
to ~nsure adequate 
rev1ew resources 
available when projects 
ready 

May l is Caltrans' 

1 
deadline for 
guaranteed access to 
federal OA 
J Wle 30 is ere 
deadline for project 
allocation or extension 

uests ' 

Fund Administration 
and Progranuning 

Major Projects/Transit and Rail 

r'UPCU.Wle ~d 
Status 

N I 3B ~-· .._. . . - · . ~ J . . --- ·-· -·t ~--- ·-- ... ·~· - -· · IM· -· -. - t ~ ·~~~ - . . ... ... .. . . . I 

..... 
Protect San Bernardino 
County's equitable share 
of available state and 
federal funds 

Fiscal Year ::!0 13 Work Goals 
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Develop funding 
strategies that result in 
opportunities to seize 
additional state and 
federal funds 

Promote policies to 
gamer more state and 
federal fundin 
Advocate legislation 
that protects and grows 
state and federal funds 

Use more than 100% 
federal OA each fiscal 
year to be candidate 
for additional OA 
through August 
redistribution - 04 
Ongoing as issues arise 

Evaluate results of 
prior year advocacy 
efforts-02 
Develop platform for 
next fiscal year - Q2 

Fund Administration 
and Programming 

Fund Administration 
and Programming 

Legislative Affairs 

Legislative Affairs 

Major Projects/Transit and Rail 

Legislative Affairs 

FWld Administration and 
Programming 

Fund Administration and 
Programming 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

38 
(Cont.) 

3C 

3D 

Develop long-term 
bonding needs to help 
leverage other funds and 
deliver projects 

"" ; 

Complete analysis of 
Valley freeway 
interchange phasing 
program 

Name financial 
advisor, bond and 
disclosure counsel, and 
investment bankers 

Establish 2014 sales 

Identify opportunities 
to meet current project 
goals with reduced 
project scoping 

Update Ten-Year 
Delivery Plan - Q2 

Revise financial plan 
for interchange 
program by Q4 

Finance 

Fund Administration 
& Programming 

Planning 

Planning 

Analysis has been completed of existing conditions at selected interchanges. Phasing opportunities 
are being identified through collaboration with the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
and City/County Manager T AC. 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Finance/Planning/Major 
Projectsffransit and Rail 

Major Projects 

Fund Administration 



01 
.co. 

Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

Initiative #4: Transparent and accountable allocation strategies 
4A l .... ,~lt~oni~P,~ 

~..-'! · . _-. •• 

Manage geographic 
equity in fund 
distribution across the 
County 

Define equity, create 
tracking database, run 
through committee and 
Board. and post on 
external (Board) 
website 

" '"-4 .. ~ .: .- ~ c · ?'bzetWr· ifiiM!! 

Develop policies to 
define geographic areas 
to be tracked and 
"equity" by fund source 
_ {)1 

Compile data that will 
allow for funds to be 
tracked per policy - Q2 
Present findings to 
Committees/Board and 
provide link to real-time 
"dashboard" on external 
Board website - 03 

Fund 
Administration and 

Programming 

Staff has developed a spreadsheet that calculates distribution of STP, CMAQ. and STIP funds since 
2009. Staff will work to develop an automated method of tracking funds that will provide the Board 
access to a real-time "dashboard" of fund distribution status. 

4B 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
Page ll 

Planning (database 
development) 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

4C 

assets report Finance 

Finance Rail and Transit 

Initiative #5: Develop marketing strategies to highlight system use and Measure I successes 
SA V · .... ~t".DJv.ision:SttatellW~ ·.ri~ ~"!'W~n'iiUifii" ..,c ~I ~ ... ~J'~ ···::;~:~~~--- if•·· J:-,'-· "'::.·~SUDOOii. ~ ':"" ~··· .t ·a:imeiable allW d 

project successes 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Identify key local and 
rel!ional oroiects 

Create media to 
display at the Depot, 
train and bus 
platfonns, and in other 
media across the 
Count 

Highlight projects and 
benefits of each in 
local and regional 

ublications 

Ongoing Public Affairs COG, Legislative Affairs 



U1 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

5B 

1 Highlight transit options 
to key events across San 
Bernardino County 

" 

Fiscal Year 20 13 Work Goals 
Page 13 

Identify events such as 
NASCAR at the 
Speedway, 66er's and 
Quakes games, Ontario 

I Reign games, as well 
as events at the Orange 
Show and elsewhere 
across the Count 

Determine transit 
options to these events 
(work with Metrolink 
and local transit 
roviders) 

Create media to 
educate the public on 
alternative 
transportation options 
to attend events as well 
as promoting events 
themselves (work 
directly with event 
sponsors} 

• 

• 

As needed in 
advance of key 
events 
Consider 
participation in the 
MSRC's Major 
Event 
Transportation 
Program to large 
events throughout 
San Bernardino 
County 

Public Affairs COG 

T~tabl~~d 
.Status 



Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

Initiative #6: Engender public trust 
6A 

Continue working with 
Independent Taxpayer 
Oversight Committee 
{ITOC) to secure finding 
of compliance for 
Measure I 

information and 
convene annual 

.

1 

meetings with report 
out to the Board on 
findings 

Administration 

.]f~ ..-- ..... ....... _ 

~ r 
68 

1 . .. . ~. - 1-- ... . . - , __ H • • • ·-· ~· . , ~ -· • • ,_ ---I _ .. ·~-·-·. , __ • k , • • • 1 

Promote use of public 
transit by large 
employers and 
educational facilities 

.. 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Identify large 
employers and 
educational facilities to 
participate in rail & 
transit pass programs 

other transit providers to 
explore options for 
developing an 
employer/educational 
rail & transit pass 

Rail and Transit Public Affairs 

•t ;No~ -
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

6C 

60 

~ 

Secure an unqualified 
opinion of annual 
financial statements 

.... 
-~ 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Evaluate security at 
Metrolink stations and 
for future DSBPRP/ 
RPRP. Educate 
SANBAG staff 
regarding safety 
around Santa Fe Depot 

Through the on-call 
RFP, study possible 
consolidation of 
security for the existing 
seven Metrolink stations 
as well as for the San 
Bernardino Transit 
Center 
Conduct training 
sessions at staff 
meetings and through 
other communications 
regarding safety around 
the Depot during 
construction of the 
DSBPRP and post 

Transit and Rail 

Jf.,ime~ble and 
Status 



U1 
U) 

Fiscal Year 201312014 Work Goals 

6E 

6F 

Complete timely audits 
of all TDA recipients 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Manage audit 
consultant to ensure 
completion of all seven 
audits 

Educate transit 
operators on 

r expectations for audits 

Provide update of 
audits to Board and 
local Transit Boards 

• Meet with 
Operators and 
Auditors to develop 
a time table and 
action plan for 
milestones 

• Work closely with 
Operators and 
Auditors to ensure 
work begins quickly 
after the end of 
fiscal year 

• Provide assistance 
and direction 
quickly on critical 
issues 

Due end of 

Evaluate current and Review current budget 
future changes to document with to-date 
budgetdocument chan es 
working in concert Identify short-term 
with ad hoc (need improvements and 
direction from ad hoc changes to current 
for changes by October bud et document 

~oard meet.ing to . Identify long-term 
Implement m followmg structural improvements 
FY budget) and changes to budget 

document 

Transit and Rail Finance 

Finance 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

6F 
(Cont.) 

Initiative #7: 
7A 

Tentative city-level growth forecast by Q2 
local jurisdictions on · . . . 
2040 growth forecasts. ' Tentative T AZ-Ievel and adJusted ctty-level 

forecast b 3 Planning 
Identify transportation Develop base network by Q2 

7B 

and land use scenarios 

Scope ,~f w;;;k f~/c'fp ~:tsz.d;~~j~~d-;d ~xisting conditions are being documented in FY 2012-
2013. The Measure 12010-2040 Ordinance states: .. BegiMing in 2015 and at least every ten years 
thereafter, the Authority shall review and, where necessary, propose revision to the Expenditure 
Plan." The purpose of this strategy is to lay the foundation for the re-evaluation of the Expenditure 
Plan required in 2015. 

Identify issues and 
develop data for 
consideration in 20 15 re
evaluation of the 
Measure I Expenditure 
Plan 

Hold discussions with 
Board members and 
T ACs regarding issues 
that should be 
addressed in re
evaluation. 
Provide analysis of 
issues and options for 
further review by 
Board. 

Develop .. Options Paper" by Q4 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Planning 

All 

All 

. :J!!t\Je!11bl~ 
·and;S~ws. 

k 
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Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

7B 1~ "" e .. +h .. * "'f, ..., , 

(Cont.) 

7C 

70 

Develop draft freight 
strategy for County 

Define a realistic 
strategy for 
sustainability in land use 
and development for the 
County, in the context of 
the SCAG RTP/SCS 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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1 
Collaborate with public 
agency partners and 
stakeholders from 
industry to identify 
freight mobility goals, 
strategies, and projects. 

... 
t'. ~H. l.W~ )',....,. .. •.,-,.. 

Develop sustainability 
alternatives for 
consideration by 
jurisdictions and the 
Board 

Prepare "white paper" 
of current freight issues 
in02 
Prepare draft freight 
stratel!v in 03 
Finalize freight strategy 
in04 

Document existing 
sustainability initiatives 
inQl 
Identify sustainability 
options by Q3 

Planning 

Planning 

Major Projects/Fund 
Administration, Legislative 

Affairs 

Transit and Rail 
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N 

Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Work Goals 

7D 
(Cont.) I SCAG, County Transportation Commissions, and local governments are responsible for 

implementing the 2012 RTP/SCS. SCAG has a working group to facilitate implementation 
regionally. This activity reflects SANBAG's role to facilitate and coordinate implementation at the 
county level, as appropriate. 

7E tr lDivisioa Straaesrv·'~'il."' ... "l ,Acllan .Rla:n'~ ¥' ~li _ ..t :lMIIHtn:nesr:'' Y•, ~~ _.. "' iRrilllK'V •; ··~I l.l":f~:w~'"''Sunoorr.' :...· ~fltA~ , ;p· Ji!Jlc~le ~d 

Define San Bernardino 
County strategy for 
Active Transportation 
(AT) 

Develop alternatives 
and determine funding 
options Identify funding options 

bvQ2 
Define implementation 
strategy and update 
NMTP accordingly in 

' Q3 

Planning 

1 

SANBAG previously developed and approved the Countywide Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 
(NMTP). This activity seeks to coordinate implementation of the NMTP and related active 
transportation strategies with local governments and other stakeholders. 

Fiscal Year 2013 Work Goals 
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Transit and Rail/Major 
Projects/Fund Administration 

S~tus ' 



Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (9091 884-8276 Fax: (9091 885·4407 Web: www.sanbag.co .gov 

AN8PORTATJDN 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 7 
----

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Reduction Plan 
and Environmental Impact Report {EIR) 

Recommendation: • Receive information on the status of the San Bernardino County Regional 
Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Reduction Plan and Environmental Impact Report 
{EIR). 

Background: In 2006, the California legislature passed Assembly Bill {AB) 32. The law 
establishes a limit on greenhouse gas {GHG) emissions for the state of California 
to reduce state-wide emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. The law directed the 
California Air Resources Board (CARB) to develop a plan {AB 32 Scoping Plan) 
that charts a path towards the GHG reduction goal using all technologically 
feasible and cost effective means. The AB 32 Scoping Plan recommends that 
California cities and counties seek to reduce their GHG emissions consistent with 
statewide reductions. Senate Bill (SB) 375, passed in 2008, requires regional 
transportation planning to promote reductions in passenger and light duty vehicle 
GHG emissions. 

• 

In response to these initiatives, an infonnal project partnership, led by SANBAG, 
is cooperating in compiling an inventory of GHG emissions and an evaluation of 
reduction measures that could be adopted by the 21 Partnership cities within 
San Bernardino County. The 21 cities participating in this project are Adelanto, 

Approv~d 

Board of Dir~ctors 

Dare:-------

Mov~d: St!cond: 

In Favor: Oppos~d: Abstain~d: 

Witn~ss~d: -------------

I coo I x I ere I I cr A I SAFE I CMA I 
Ch~ck all that apply. 

BRD 1307b-ss 
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Big Bear Lake, Chino, Chino Hills, Colton, Fontana, Grand Terrace, Hesperia, 
Highland, Lorna Linda, Montclair, Needles, Ontario, Rancho Cucamonga, 
Redlands, Rialto, San Bernardino, Twentynine Palms, Victorville, Yucaipa, and 
Yucca Valley. There were a number of reasons for conducting this effort 
collaboratively for multiple cities, including the economies of scale as well as 
greater consistency in terminology and methodology among jurisdictions. 
Because SANBAG is leading this effort, SANBAG is serving as the Lead Agency 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

The County of San Bernardino (County) adopted a GHG Reduction Plan for 
unincorporated areas of San Bernardino County that includes a set of GHG 
inventories and reduction measures. This project builds upon the work completed 
by the County with specific GHG inventories and proposed reduction measures 
for the 21 participating cities. The consultant preparing the Reduction Plan is ICF 
Jones and Stokes, Inc. The EIR is being prepared by Atkins North America, Inc. 
These two firms were also involved in preparation of the GHG Plan for the 
County of San Bernardino. 

Each of the 21 participating cities has worked extensively with the consulting 
team to craft a GHG reduction plan that is consistent with its local jurisdiction 
goals and policies. Each of the cities has identified its own GHG reduction target 
and GHG measures designed to reach that target. These are reflected in the 
SANBAG GHG Plan. 

There are a number of benefits to local jurisdictions of preparing a greenhouse gas 
reduction plan, including the following: 

• Assessment of all GHG emission sources comprehensively and 
consistently instead of individually for different projects. 

• Economies of scale allowing comprehensive assessment of all GHG 
emission sources at significantly lower costs to each participating city. 

• Streamlining of project approvals and CEQA by providing for "tiering" 
from a local reduction plan and its associated CEQA document. 

• Strategic evaluation of overall GHG emissions reductions measures, 
including reduction effectiveness, costs and savings, and other community 
co-benefits, such as improved air quality. 

• Selection of feasible and cost-effective means to reduce GHG emissions 
including many that can save money for municipal governments, 
businesses, individuals, and the community as a whole. 

• Identification of the local role in reducing GHG emissions in light of 
larger state efforts. 

• Identification of credit for prior and ongoing city actions. 
• Local control of GHG emission reductions and CEQA thresholds 
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A Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the EIR for the GHG Reduction Plan was 
issued on November 9, 2012, and a public scoping meeting was held on 
November 28. The NOP is provided as an attachment to this agenda item and 
contains more information about the Plan. Each of the 21 cities has the option to 
use the information in the Plan and EIR to prepare its own Climate Action Plan 
(CAP), which it would develop and adopt subsequent to the completion of 
SANBAG's Plan and EIR. 

A draft of the San Bernardino County Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Reduction 
Plan is scheduled for public release in late June 2013. The draft EIR is planned 
for public release in mid to late July. The release of the EIR will initiate a 45-day 
review and comment period, after which the EIR will be fmalized and responses 
to comments will be prepared. SANBAG will adopt portions of the Plan that 
represent the agency's responsibilities and will certify the EIR. This action is 
projected to occur in Fall 2013, after which each jurisdiction will pursue the 
course it considers appropriate for its circumstances. 

Financiallmpact: This item is consistent with the adopted FY 2012-2013 budget, Task 0495. 
The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan and EIR are being funded primarily from 
contributions from the 21 participating cities, Council of Governments dues, and 
Measure I 1990-2010 Transportation Management and Environmental 
Enhancement funds. 

Reviewed By: This item was received by the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study Session on 
June 13, 2013, and by the Mountain/Desert Committee on June 21, 2013. 
Material in this item has also been reviewed by the Planning and 
Development Technical Forum (Planning/Community Development Directors) on 
May 22, 2013 and by the City/County Manager Technical Advisory Committee 
on June 6, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Steve Smith, Director of Planning 

BRD 1307b-ss 
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SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884·8276 Fox: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.sonbog.co.gov 

··- -~ ...... .: ; ... 

TRANSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestton Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM: __ ~8 __ _ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: High Desert Corridor 

Recommendation: • Receive an update on the status of project development for the High Desert 
Corridor 

Background: An update on the High Desert Corridor was last provided to the Mountain/Desert 
Committee on March 15, 2013. One of the purposes of that update was to replace 
the earmark funds originally programmed on the High Desert Corridor, but were 
programmed and reallocated to Victorville's Green Tree Boulevard Extension 
Project, which is part of the Yucca Lorna Corridor. The SANBAG Board 
subsequently re-allocated $3,947,535 in Measure I Major Local Highways 
Program (MLHP) originally designated for Green Tree Boulevard to the High 
Desert Corridor project development effort. 

• 

The purpose of this agenda item is to provide an update of progress on the 
High Desert Corridor project development effort, being managed by the 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), with work 
being performed under a contract with Caltrans. An update on the High Desert 
Corridor is being provided in June to the Metro board by their staff. 

The environmental clearance of the 63-mile High Desert Corridor between State 
Route (SR) 14 in Los Angeles County and SR-18/Bear Valley Road in 
San Bernardino County is included in Metro's Long Range Transportation Plan 
(LRTP) and Southern California Association of Governments' (SCAG) Regional 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Dar~: _ __ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Fa~'Or: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: -------------

http://portal .sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/cnmmittce/dircctorslbrd20 13/brd 1307/ Agendaltcms/BRD 1_307a 1-ss.odf 
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Transportation Plan (RTP). A conceptual diagram of the Corridor is provided in 
Attachment 1. The Project is also part of Metro's Measure R Accelerated 
Highway Program, from which funding is provided to the Project. The scope 
of the Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA & ED) work contained 
in the funding agreement between Metro and Caltrans includes a project 
report, alternative analyses, technical assessments, modeling, conceptual and 
preliminary engineering, and a Draft and Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EISIEIR). 

Thirteen partner agencies meet on a periodic basis for the development of the P A 
& ED. These partner agencies include Metro, Caltrans Districts 7 and 8, 
High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Authority (JPA), SANBAG, SCAG, Cities of 
Lancaster, Palmdale, Adelanto, Victorville, Town of Apple Valley, and the 
Counties of Los Angeles and San Bernardino. Supervisor Robert Lovingood and 
Victorville Mayor Pro Tern Ryan McEachron sit on the JPA Board for 
San Bernardino County. 

Currently, the project has $30 million in Measure R funds from Metro and 
$15.5 million in grand-fathered Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds from 
Cal trans District 7. The City of Victorville and the High Desert Corridor JPA 
were granted $16.4 million in Federal Demonstration funds for the environmental 
clearance work. This includes the previously referenced $3.9 in funds that has 
been provided from the San Bernardino County side. 

The following items identify the recent activities and progress on the P A & ED 
for Project: 

• In November and December 2012, Metro and Caltrans hosted two elected 
official briefings and four public meetings for the Project. A total of 334 
attendees (in person and online) participated in the outreach meetings that 
covered communities in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties. 
The outreach meetings provided a Project update and introduced new Project 
components, including the incorporation of a high speed rail feeder system 
(Xpress West), a bike facility, and possible energy production/transmission 
facilities. 

• Staff is preparing for public outreach meetings in July 2013 and will include 
updates to the Purpose and Need, alternatives, preliminary findings on the 
Rail Alternative Analysis, schedule and the environmental process. 

• The Purpose and Need was updated to reflect the motion approved on 
March 22,2012 for a Strategic Multipurpose Corridor. 
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• Metro staff facilitated a site visit for Karen Hedlund, Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA)'s Deputy Administrator, and provided an overview of 
the Project's needs, objectives, constraints, and potential impacts. The FRA 
officially became a Cooperating Agency for the development of the EIS. 

• Conceptual and preliminary engineering continues for a wye rail connection in 
the city of Palmdale, vehicle access from Palmdale Boulevard to the Project's 
highway alignment and the bicycle facility extending to the Palmdale 
Transportation Center. 

• There is a continued effort for the development of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) 404 Coordination which requires participation from the 
United States (US) Environmental Protection Agency, US Army Corps of 
Engineers and US Fish and Wildlife Services. The NEPA 404 Coordination 
includes on-going efforts for the development of the Purpose and Need, 
identification of alternatives, the preliminary least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative and Conceptual Mitigation Plan. 

• The project design team identified an alternative alignment around the Federal 
Correctional Institution in Victorville due to Right-of-Way (ROW) constraints 
between the prison and the Southern California Logistics Airport (SCLA) with 
the inclusion of the rail component. The proposed alternative would bypass 
the prison to the south and impact existing and future proposed development 
within the City of Victorville. Victorville expressed support for the original 
alignment along the existing Air Expressway corridor, and the project team 
has continued to refine the design to ensure the project could fit within the 
constrained ROW between the prison and SCLA. Metro and the project team 
continue to coordinate with the Victorville Federal Correctional Complex to 
ensure sufficient ROW clearance will be available along the proposed High 
Desert Corridor alignment. Improvements to existing prison access and 
relocation of infrastructure may be required to satisfy project ROW 
requirements. 

• The project team continues to coordinate with the Xpress West High Speed 
Rail system with respect to connectivity to the proposed Victorville station 
and design considerations for extension of high speed rail westerly along the 
High Desert Corridor to Palmdale. Metro will be sharing the most recent rail 
alignment designs for local jurisdiction review in June. The design has 
considered ways to avoid interference with the rail spur to SCLA. 

• The project team continues to evaluate potential archeological impacts 
between SCLA and the 1-15 corridor. 

• Tolling of the High Desert Corridor facility continues to be assumed west of 
US 395 to Palmdale. Local jurisdictions continue to support the assumption 
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that tolling will not occur east of US 395. Funding of these segments is 
acknowledged to be a major challenge. 

• Efforts will be made to integrate the bike component of the High Desert 
Corridor project with the existing and proposed active transportation facilities 
in the Antelope and Victor Valleys. 

• The current plan terminates the High Desert Corridor freeway facility east of 
1-15 at Choco Road in the Town of Apple Valley then transitioning to an at
grade expressway that will continue easterly to SR-18/Bear Valley Road. 
The objective is to maintain an expanded ROW for a future ultimate facility. 

• A request was made at the April 10, 2013 High Desert Corridor JPA Board 
meeting to increase the environmental ROW clearance between SR-14 and 
1 oolh Street from 300' to 500'. Staff is working towards the necessary work 
to expand the ROW and analyze the potential effect to the budget and 
schedule. Coordination has also been initiated to obtain a commitment from 
Los Angeles World Airports for the additional environmental ROW clearance. 

• Expansion of the environmental ROW clearance in the City of Palmdale will 
require an additional three months to conduct the necessary biological surveys 
and technical assessments. The additional three months have been included in 
the schedule below: 

o Rail Alternative Analysis- July 2013 
o Technical Studies- October 2013 
o Draft PA & ED- March 2014 
o Public Hearings- April2014 
o Final PA & ED- December 2014 

NEXT STEPS 

Metro and Caltrans staff will continue working on the environmental clearance 
for the Project. As work progresses on the Project, staff will provide updates to 
the Board periodically. The feasibility of the project will ultimately be determined 
by the willingness of the private sector to assume responsibility and risk for much 
of its construction under a Public/Private Partnership (P3). 

Financial impact: This item has no impact to the SANBAG Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was received by the Mountain/Desert Policy Committee on 
June 21, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Steve Smith, Director of Planning 
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SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884·8276 Fox: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.sonbog.co.gov 

Working Together ~ 
' 

'. . ... . ... ~ . 
f t".., .. ~· •. ~ . 

TRANBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM:~9 __ __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Amendments to the Development Mitigation Nexus Study 

Recommendation:· That the Board of Directors, acting as the Congestion Management Agency 
(CMA), approve modifications to the development fair share percentages for the 
1-15/Duncan Canyon Road interchange contained in the Development Mitigation 
Nexus Study, as described in the Background section of this agenda 
item. The modifications reflect an annexation that has occurred in the interchange 
"traffic shed" over the last several years. 

Background: A provision of the Measure I 2010-2040 Ordinance, approved by the voters of 
San Bernardino County on November 2, 2004, requires each local jurisdiction 
in the urbanized areas of San Bernardino County to adopt a development 
mitigation program that addresses regional transportation needs and complies 
with the San Bernardino County Congestion Management Program (CMP). 
The Development Mitigation Nexus Study has established development 
contribution fair share requirements for jurisdictions in the Valley and 
Victor Valley. The Nexus Study was originally approved by the SANBAG Board 
of Directors in October 2005 and updated every two years thereafter. 

• 

lcoo I lcrc 
Check all that apply. 

BRD1307b-tb 

Since the approval of the Nexus Study, several annexation actions have occurred 
resulting in refinements to jurisdiction development contribution fair share 
percentages. As annexation occurs, the development contribution fair share 

I CfA I SAFE I CMA I X 
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responsibilities shift from the County to the City in which the annexations occur. 
Jurisdictions are required to provide annexation information to SANBAG so 
that Nexus Study development contributions can be updated to reflect the 
annexation. This amendment is revising only development fair share percentages. 
Cost information in the Nexus Study will not be affected by this amendment. 
The Congestion Management Program (CMP) update scheduled for Fall2013 will 
include project and program cost updates to reflect current cost estimates. 

One interchange shed has been affected by a recent annexation: 1-15/Duncan 
Canyon Road. The Nexus Study defines a "traffic shed" for each interchange. 
A traffic shed represents the geographic area around the interchange from which 
most of the traffic using that interchange is likely to be drawn. 

1-15/Duncan Canyon Road 

The City of Fontana annexed a large portion of the Duncan Canyon Road traffic 
shed immediately west of 1-15. The annexation resulted in an approximate 
18-acre remnant under County jurisdiction in the northeast portion of the 
traffic shed. The original Nexus Study development contribution fair-share for 
the County was 21% which was determined based on a traffic study that was 
prepared at the time the Nexus Study was developed. Based on the annexation, 
the share for the County has been recomputed to be 0.9%. The revised share is 
based on the 18-acre remnant remaining after annexation under County 
jurisdiction and general plan land use designations for the remnant parcel. 
The methodology to determine the refined share was presented at meetings with 
Fontana and County staff. The methodology applied to update the fair-share 
responsibilities is consistent with the methodology applied in the original 
development of the shares. 

Summary of Recommendation 
Approval is requested on the following amendments: 

1. Adjust the fair share costs for the City of Fontana and the Fontana sphere 
of influence (County) as a result of the recent annexation of a portion of 
the City of Fontana sphere for the 1-15/Duncan Canyon interchange. 
The changes are as follows: 

a. City of Fontana - change the interchange fair share percentage 
from 79.0% to 99.1% 

b. Fontana sphere (unincorporated area)- change the interchange fair 
share percentage from 21.0% to 0.9% 

Table 4 from the Nexus Study indicates each jurisdiction's development fair share 
percentage of interchange costs. This table will be revised within the Nexus 
Study upon the approval of the amendments listed above. Acceptance of the 
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above amendment is recommended in order to ensure that the most current 
infonnation is used as the basis for assessing local jurisdiction compliance with 
the development mitigation program. Local jurisdictions are aware that 
annexations result in a shift in development fair share contributions and are 
required to adjust their local Development Impact Fee (DIF) programs sufficient 
to fund the shares and costs outlined in each update of the Nexus Study. 

Financiallmpact: This item is consistent with the adopted FY 2012-2013 budget, Task 0203. 
The development mitigation program is an essential element of the funding 
estimates contained in the Expenditure Plan for Measure I 2010-2040. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) with a quorum 
of the Board present at the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study Session on 
June 13, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Tim Byrne, Chief of Planning 

BRD 1307b·tb 
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Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410- 1715 ~ 
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Working Together Phone: {909) 884· 8276 Fax: {909) 885-.4407 Web: www.sanbog.ca.gov I 
NBPORTATIDN 

MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Aulhority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _1 ...... 0 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Transportation Development Act (TDA) Award of Article 3 Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Facilities and Transit Stop Access Improvement Projects 

Recommendation: • 1. Award TDA Article 3 funds for Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities projects in the 
amount of $3,069,621 as identified in Attachment A to this item. 

Background: 

• 

2. Award TDA Article 3 funds for Transit Stop Access Improvement projects in 
the amount of $757,321 as identified in Attachment B to this item. 

On March 6, 2013 the SANBAG Board authorized the release of the TDA Article 
3 Call for Projects for 1) Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities projects and 2) Transit 
Access Improvement Projects. The amount of Article 3 funds anticipated to be 
available for award was $3,069,621 and $767,405 respectively for a total of 
$3,837,026. In addition to the approval of the Call for Projects by the Board, staff 
discussed the Call with the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
(TTAC) on February 4, 2013 and on June 3, 2013. The closing date for the Call 
for Projects was May 8, 2013. 

The TDA provides that 2% of the Local Transportation Funds (L TF) be made 
available to counties and cities for facilities for the exclusive use of bicyclists and 
pedestrians, known as TDA Article 3 Program. In August 1999 the SANBAG 
Board approved a policy that 20% of the Article 3 program would be made 
available for projects that improve access to transit stops for pedestrians and 
persons with disabilities. The remaining 80% would be available for bicycle and 
pedestrian projects . 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Applications 

In total, seventeen (17) Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities project applications from 
twelve (12) jurisdictions were submitted for a total funding request of 
$5, 171,751.50. An evaluation panel comprised of representatives from 
SANBAG, the Inland Empire Biking Alliance, Riverside County Transportation 
Commission (RCTC), San Bernardino County Department of Public Works, the 
City of Hesperia, the City of Redlands, the City of Fontana and the City of 
Big Bear Lake scored the projects using the evaluation criteria below. The local 
jurisdiction representatives are generally rotated for each TDA Article 3 call for 
projects so that there is broad geographic representation over time. 

Attachment A provides the Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities scoring results in 
descending order and identifies eight projects as recommended for funding, 
sponsored by the Cities of Big Bear Lake, Rancho Cucamonga, Highland, 
Fontana, Redlands, Yucaipa, Town of Apple Valley, and Ontario. The Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Facilities project award recommendations that deviate from the 
applicant's request is the Town of Apple Valley's Ramona Road Class II Bikeway 
application and the City of Ontario G Street Crosstown Bike Route. The Town of 
Apple Valley application requested $510,000 in TDA Article 3 funds for roadway 
reconstruction and widening to accommodate bike lanes. TDA funds must be 
used specifically for bicycle or pedestrian facilities and not utilized to supplement 
roadway improvements. A share of the total project cost commensurate with the 
proportional share of bike lane pavement to total roadway pavement was 
recommended by the evaluation panel for award (12 feet of bike lanes within total 
roadway width of 36 feet = 113 of total project cost). The remaining available 
funds are recommended for allocation to Ontario so that they may initiate work on 
the G Street Crosstown Bike Route. 

In addition, the evaluation panel considered recommending that Fontana seek 
funding for the Juniper Avenue Metrolink At-Grade Crossing pedestrian safety 
project under the State's Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) to 
maximize the potential for outside funding for San Bernardino County. 
This would have made room for the funding of additional projects further down 
the list. However, based on HSIP eligibility requirements it is not feasible to 
make the TDA Article 3 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility award to Fontana 
contingent on not receiving HSIP funding for the Juniper Avenue Metrolink 
At-Grade Crossing project. The panel also recommended reconsidering whether 
railroad safety projects should be eligible to receive bicycle and pedestrian facility 
funding under the next call for projects. The criteria for the next call for projects 
will be discussed with the TT AC and SANBAG Board at a future date. 
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Possible 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Application Evaluation Criteria Score 
Overall Quality of Application - Up to ten points will be awarded based on the 

10 
overall quality of the application submitted for a project. 
Potential Use- Up to 10 points will be awarded based on the extent of the potential 
use of a bicycle or pedestrian facility. Provide socioeconomic data, ADT/trip 

10 
generation information or other data to support the forecasted use and/or need for the 
project 
Connectivity - The relation of the proposed project to the regional and local 
systems. Proposed projects will receive 5 points if it is linked or connects to two or 
more existing regional facilities; 5 points if project involves more than one 15 
jurisdiction. Five points for Class I projects that are listed included in the list of 
backbone projects on page 7-2 of the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan and three 
points for connecting to one of the backbone projects listed on oa~e 7-2. 
Destinations Served- One point will be awarded for each destination served by the 
proposed project (e.g., employment center, school or college, retail center and/or 

10 
downtown area, park and other recreational use, public building, including library, 
museum, f!OVernment office) up to a maximum of ten points. 
Safety - The extent to which the proposed project will increase safety for the non-
motorized public. Consideration will be given to number of accidents in a project 10 
area, severity of accidents in an area and whether or not the project exceeds the 
minimum standards identified in the Caltrans Hiehwav Desilm Manual. 
Local Matching Funds - Proposed projects will receive the following points based 
upon the extent of local match provided: 5 points for 15-24%; 10 points for 25- 20 
34%; 15 points for 35-49%; and 20 points for 50% or greater. 
Intermodal Access - Five points will be awarded to proposed projects connecting 
to park-and-ride lots, major existing intermodal transit stations (bus and rail), and 
regional airports. Three points will be awarded to proposed projects connecting to 5 
future park-and-ride lots, major existing intermodal transit stations (bus and rail), 
and regional airports and one point will be awarded to proposed projects including 
an existing bus stop within its limits. 
Project readiness/Cost EfTectinness- Five points will be awarded where existing 
roadways, pavement conditions, intersection signalization and other existing 15 
infrastructure accelerate project development Ten points will be awarded where 
project design and environment clearances are complete and can be verified. 
Timeliness of Prior Project Completion - Five points will be awarded if the 
project proponent delivered the project within the two year timeline the last time the 5 
agency was awarded TDA funding. 
Total Possible Score 100 

Transit Stop Access Improvement Applications 

In additiont eleven (11) agencies submitted project applications to improve access 
to over 150 bus stops as part of the Transit Stop Access Improvement projects for 
a total funding request of $790,236.28. Three specific bus stop locations that 
were submitted for funding consideration were eliminated from consideration due 
to funds awarded for the same location in the previous cycle of TDA Article 3 
grant awards by SANBAG in December 2011. These stops include: 
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• Rancho Cucamonga- 4th Street west of Barrington A venue 
• Omnitrans - 4th Street at Baker Street 
• Omnitrans - Euclid A venue at 5th Street 

The evaluation panel (same panel as for the Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities projects) 
scored the Transit Stop Access Improvement projects using the evaluation criteria 
below. 

Possible 
Transit Stop Access Improvement Application Evaluation Criteria Score 
Project addresses identified access issues at existing bus stops or fills a gap in 

25 available accessibility information to users of a transit system. 
Project is for access to a new bus stop location. IS 
Cost Effectiveness - Shall include consideration of project cost divided by daily 
boardings and alightings and/or complementary pnratransit cost avoidance achieved 20 
by_ making the bus stop location accessible to individuals with disabilities. 
Matching funds from applicant- Proposed projects will receive the following points 
based upon the extent of match provided: 5 points for 10-19%; 10 points for 20- 25 
29%; IS points for 30-49%; and 25 points for 50% or greater. 
Project connects to/or interacts with projects identified in the 2011 Non-Motorized 10 Transportation Plan. 
Timeliness of Prior Project Completion 5 

Attachment B provides the scoring results in descending order and identifies that 
all requested projects are recommended for funding with the exception of the 
Bus Stop Virtual Tour project submitted by the Morongo Basin Transit Authority 
and the three stops noted above. 

If approved, the jurisdictions and transit agencies will have three years to spend 
the awarded grant funds. Jurisdictions and agencies with project awards in excess 
of $250,000 may bill SANBAG for progress payments until $250,000 remains on 
the allocation. The final payment would then be provided to the agency following 
documented completion of the project. Jurisdictions with project awards less than 
$250,000 will be provided with cost reimbursement following documented 
completion of the project. 

Financial Impact: The administration of TDA funds is the responsibility of SANBAG. Expenses 
associated with this responsibility are included in the adopted budget under 
Task 0502 - TDA Administration. The funding source is Local Transportation 
Fund - Administration. The award of $3,069,621 for Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Facilities projects and $757,321 for Transit Stop Access Improvement projects is 
consistent with the amount of Article 3 funds held in Task 0506 - Local 
Transportation Funds - Pass Through. 

BRDI307a·teb 
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Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and recommended for approval by the General Policy 
Committee on June 12. 2013. The material in this item was also presented to the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee on June 3, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Tim Byrne. Chief of Planning 

BRDJ307a·teb 
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Attachment A 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities Projects 

Total TDA 
Project Local Request 

Jurisdiction Proiect Cost Match Amount 

Silt Bear Knickerbocker Channel Trail $1,370.452 $860,226 $5\0,226 
Rancho 
Cucamonl!a Pacific Eleclric Trail Connection $115.302 $28.826 $86,476 

Hi1thland Base Une Ped lmorovements $397,600 $99,400 $298,200 

Fontana Juniper Ave @ Metrolink At-Grade Crossin!! $1,000,000 5250,000 $750,000 

Redlands OranJte Blossom Trail • Mtn View to Calif $1,080,850 $162,128 $918.722 

Yucaipa Historic Uptown Pcd/Bicycle Improvements $300,120 SIS0,060 $150,060 

Apple Valley1 Ramona Road Class II Bikeway $850000 $340,000 $510,000 

Ontario G Street, Crosstown Bike Route $325,000 $32,500 $292.500 

Yucaipa_ California Street Pcd/Bicy_cle Improvements $97,608 $48,804 $48,804 

Chino Hills Grand Avenue Bike Lane Improvements $125.000 $18,7SO $106.250 

Rialto Randall Avenue Sidewalk $468467 $274,279 $194.188 

HiRhland Stl:flinJt Avenue Sidewalk $99,200 $24,800 $74,400 

Redlands Bike Lane UpJ!:radc: Proiect $330,000 $165,000 $165,000 

Hesperia Bear Valley Road Bicycle Bypass - Phase: II $133,279 $13,328 $119,951 
San Bernardino 
County Trooa Class I Repair/Connection $524.500 $52,450 S472,0SO 

Rialto Etiwanda Safety Corridor 5356,311 $56,311 $300,000 

Rialto2 Unden Avenue Sidewalk $432,635 $257.710 $174,925 

TOTALS $8,006,324 $2,834.572 $5,171,752 
Notes: 

Local TDA Cumulative 
Match Average Recommended Award 

% Score Award Total 

63% 80.6 $510,226 $510.226 

25% 69.6 $86,476 $596,702 

25% 66.4 $298,200 $894,902 

25% 64.4 $750,000 $1,644,902 

IS% 64.3 $918,722 $2,563,624 

SO% 61.8 $150,060 $2,713,684 

40% 61.6 $283.333 $2,997,017 

10% 60.S $72,604 $3,069,621 

SO% S9.3 so ---
IS% 59.1 so ----
59% 58.8 so -·--
25% 58.4 so -· 
SO% 57.9 so --·· 
10% 57.4 so - · 
10% 46.8 so ·--·· 
16% 4S.4 so ---
60% N/A so .... _ _. 

$3,069.621 

I. TDA Recommended Award amount adjusted from requested amount by evaluation panel to be commensurate wilh bike lane: component of street project 
2. Application does not satisfy criteria due 10 sidewalk fronting undeveloped land «cet:ding I 5% of total project length 

BRDI307a-teb 
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Attachment 8 
Transit Stop Access Improvement Projects 

Local 
Project Local Request Match 

A~:c:ncy Project Cost Match Amount % 

Chino Hills II Citywide Bus Stop Locations $82,180 $24,655 $57.525 30% 

Fontana 28 Citywide Bus Stop Improvements $73,314 $14,663 $58,651 20% 

Omnilr.lns 48 Stop Improvements $211.042 $43,299 $168,852 20% 

Hiah1and Palm Ave Sidewalk Gap Closure $80,000 $16,000 $64,000 20% 

Rancho CucamonRa 22 Citywide Bus StOP Improvements $93,238 $18,637 $74601 20% 

Chino CentraV7th St Sidewalk Improvements $156.280 $28.632 $127,648 18% 

Upland Access Improvements to 3 stops $77.250 $15.450 $61.800 20% 
Victor Valley Transit 
Authority Powhattan@ Navajo, Apple Valley SJS.OOO $10,500 $24,500 30% 

Yucaipa 7 Citvwidc: Bus Stoo Improvements $20,040 $4,438 $15.602 22% 

Redlands I 0 Citywide Bus Stop Improvements $43.692 $8,742 $34,950 20% 
Morongo BllSin 
Tnmsit Authority 6 Bus Stop Improvements $86.490 $17.298 $69,192 20% 
Morongo BilSin 
Trunsit Authority Bus Stop_Vinual Tows Project $20066 $2 007 $18,059 10% 

TOlal $978.592 $204.320 $775,381 21% 

BRDl307a·teb 
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TDA Cumulative 
Average Rc:commc:nlled Award 
Score Award Total 

70.8 SS7.S2S $57.525 

648 $58.651 $116.176 

64.4 $168,852 $285,028 

59.3 $64,000 $349,028 

57.9 $74.601 $423,629 

57.5 $127,648 $551.277 

56.4 $61 ,800 $613,077 

55.0 $24.500 $637.577 

52.0 $15,602 $653.179 

51.9 $34,950 $688,129 

49.3 $69,192 $757,321 

38.1 --· 
$757.321 
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• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority tor Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDAITEM:~l~l __ _ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Agreement with San Bernardino County for the Collection of Special Taxes, Fees 
and Assessments, and Memorandum of Understanding for the Electronic 
Recording of Documents Related to the Home Energy and Renovation 
Opportunity (HERO) Program 

Recommendation:· 1. Approve Agreement C13157 with San Bernardino County for the collection of 
special taxes, fees and assessments. 

Background: 

• 

2. Approve Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) C 13156 with 
San Bernardino County for the electronic recording of documents. 

On March 6, 2013, the SANBAG Board of Directors held a public hearing and 
then adopted Resolution 13-044 creating the HERO Program that allows a 
jurisdiction and an interested property owner to enter into a contractual agreement 
to finance the installation of eligible renewable energy, energy efficiency, or 
water efficiency improvements that are pennanently affixed to the property. 
SANBAG loans the property owner the funds for the improvements. The amount 
of the loan plus a fixed interest amount is repaid through an assessment on the 
property tax bill for the property. The tenn of the loan is typically 20 years. 
SANBAG gets the funds to loan by selling bonds to private investors secured by 
the property tax assessments paid by the property owners . 

Approved 
Board of Dir~ctors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I x I ere I cr A I sAFE I CMA I 
Clreck all tlrat apply. 
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Agreement C13157 is required by the County before the County will collect the 
voluntary contractual assessment from property owners as required for the HERO 
Program. 

MOU C13156 is required to allow SANBAG and its agents to electronically 
record the necessary documents. The MOU sets out the procedures that must be 
used to record documents electronically in San Bernardino County. 

Financial impact: This item is consistent with the adopted SANBAG budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
General Policy Committee on June 12. 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and 
Contract Administrator have reviewed this item. the contract and Memorandum of 
Understanding. 

Responsible Staff: Duane A. Baker, Director of Management Services. 

BRDI307b·dab 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13157 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

SANBAG and County of San Bernardino 

Contract Description Agreement for Hero Program for Collection of Special Taxes 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 3, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: That the Committee recommend the Board approve the 
following related to the HERO Program: 
A reement Cl 

:t.!d.~i.t::~,oii·:·~ .. ~~r~-P.~:t;:;; ~;:~ CONTRAC'I OVERVIEWI'A·~~;a.r~;~~sii ~~;t~~~~lc!.if:~~~;:w. J.~.'~ 

Original Contraet Amount $ 0.00 Original Contingency Amount s 
Revised Contract Amount s Revised Contingency Amount s 
Inclusive of grior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ Contingency Amendment $ 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE s 
TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY (contn~ct vatu• +contingency} $ 0.00 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Ex~lratlon Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/312013 Until terminated July 2018 
Has the contract term been amended? ~ No DYes -please explain. 

. ' .• .. ,g,l;fN}; fiNANCIAI.INfORMA~ ~-~ ~~r,iss ·~r.rc,··'"~ ..... ·~ IJ •l .. :Jo~.,~-- . ' .. - ' ~ .. a . -:·"'l!..·?l- N-o .... r ... -: ..:.~'t!~J~ ~!./ 

I8J Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. QBm. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. 
How are we funding current FY? 

0 Federal Funds I 0 State Funds I D Local Funds I 0 TDA Funds 1 0 Measure I Funds 

. Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
No dollar contract covering the terms lor the County to collect assessments for the HERO program. 
0 Payable D Receivable 

0 Retention? If yes, Indicate % ___ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal _ o/o 

~ct Manager (Pr/:tame) 
£,{ Vl" _,v 1£ • L),f-Kt.£ A-

TAtr~nager (frint Name) 
t£ reP.. -t kt.v-e, c ~ 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) 

Contract Summary Sheet 11/6/12 83 
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AGREEMENT FOR COLLECTION OF SPECIAL 

TAXES, FEES, AND ASSESSMENTS 

1 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this lOth day of July • 20_!L_ by 

and between the COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO, hereinafter referred to as "County" and the 

San Bernardino Associated, hereinafter referred to as "District". 
Governments 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, Government Code Sections 29304 and 51800 authorize the County to recoup its 

collection costs when the County collects taxes, fees, or assessments for any school district, special 

district, zone or improvement district thereof; and 

WHEREAS, the District and County have determined that it is in the public interest that the 

County, when requested by District, collect on the County tax rolls the special taxes, fees, and 

assessments for District. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED by and between the parties hereto as follows: 

1. County agrees, when requested by District as hereinafter provided to collect on the 

County tax rolls the special taxes, fees, and assessments of District, and of each zone or improvement 

District thereof. 

2. When County is to collect District's special taxes, fees, and assessments, District agrees 

to notify in writing the Auditor-Controllerffreasurerffax Collector (222 W. Hospitality Lane, San 

Bernardino, CA 924 I 5) of the County on or before the 1om day of August of each fiscal year of the 

Assessor's parcel numbers and the amount of each special tax, fee, or assessment to be so collected. 

Any such notice, in order to be effective, must be received by the Auditor-Controller by said date. 

3. County may charge District an amount per parcel for each special tax, fee, or 

assessment that is to be collected on the County tax rolls by the County for the District, not to exceed 

County's actual cost of collection. 

4. District warrants that the taxes, fees, or assessments imposed by District and collected 

pursuant to this Agreement comply with all requirements of state law, including but not limited to, 

Articles XJIIC and XI liD of the California Constitution (Proposition 218). 

5. District hereby releases and forever discharges County and its officers, agents and 

employees from any and all claims, demands, liabilities, costs and expenses, damages, causes of 
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action, and judgments, in any maruter arising out of DistricCs responsibility under this agreement, or 

other action taken by District in establishing a special tax, fee, or assessment and implementing 

collection of special taxes, fees or assessments as contemplated in this agreement. 

6. The County Auditor/Controller has not determined the validity of the taxes or 

assessments to be collected pursuant to this contract, and the undersigned District hereby assumes any 

and all responsibility for making such a determination. The undersigned District agrees to indemnify, 

defend and hold hannless the County and its authorized officers, employees, agents and volunteers 

from any and all claims, actions, losses, damages, and/or liability arising out of this contract or the 

imposition of the taxes or assessments collected pursuant to this contract, and for any costs or expenses 

incurred by the County on account of any claim therefore, except where such indemnification is 

prohibited by law. If any judgment is entered against County or any other indemnified party as a result 

of action taken to implement this Agreement, District agrees that County may offset the amount of any 

judgment paid by County or by any indemnified party from any monies collected by County on 

District's behalf, including property taxes, special taxes, fees, or assessments. County may, but is not 

required to, notify District of its intent to implement any offset authorized by this paragraph. 

7. District agrees that its officers, agents and employees will cooperate with County by 

answering inquiries made to District by any person concerning District's special tax, fee, or 

assessment, and District agrees that is officers, agents and employees will not refer such individuals 

making inquiries to County officers or employees for response. 

8. District shall not assign or transfer this agreement or any interest herein and any such 

assignment or transfer or attempted assignment or transfer of this agreement or any interest herein by 

District shall be void and shall immediately and automatically terminate this agreement 

9. This agreement shall be effective for the 2013-14 fiscal year and shall be automatically 

renewed for each fiscal year thereafter unless terminated as hereinafter provided. 

10. Either party may terminate this agreement for any reason upon thirty days written notice 

to the other party. The County Auditor-Controllerffreasurerffax Collector shall have the right to 

exercise County's right and authority under this contract including the right to terminate the contract. 

11 . County's waiver of breach of any one term, covenant, or other provision of this 

agreement, is not a waiver of breach of any other tenn, nor subsequent breach of the term or provision 

waived. 
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12. Each person signing this agreement represents and warrants that he or she has been fully 

authorized to do so. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement as of the day and 

year first above written. 

District: ---------------------

By: 

Printed or typed Name: 

Title: ----------------
Date: 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 

AUDITOR-CONTROLLERffREASURERIT AX COLLECTOR 

Property Tax Division 

By: ~~~--~--~~~-
Printed or typed Name: -=:g,&,"""'-'=t-....J~CC~~~---

Title: / ~ Cu (I 
Date: 

----~~------------
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13156 Amendment No. 

By and Between 
County of San Bernardino and _S=.;A:..:.N:...;.;:;;BA:..oG.;::,._ _________ _ 

Contract Description HERO Electronic Recording Delivery Systems with County of San 
Bernardino 

Board of Drrector's Meeting Date: July 3, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: That the Collllllittee rec0111111end the Board ap~rove the follbv. ng 
related to t~e HERO program: He~~andua ~f. Understanding(MOU) Cl3156 with 
San Bernardino County for the ~1ect~ic recording ~~ d~cuaents. 

ra this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

- :,rt... , :r-. ::".; .t ...... . tit 1":" :,. •• •• . · CONTRACT OVERVIEW'., ~. ~ ' • .. 1 t•. ':"':. "l .. i. ~ '· - . .. ' 
Original Contract Amount s 0.00 Original Contingency Amount s 
Revised Contract Amount s Revised Contingency Amount s 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ Contingency Amendment s 
TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE s TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE s 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY (contract velue + contingency) s 0.00 

Contract Start Data I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/3/13 Until terminated July 2018 
Has the contract term been amended? 181 No DYes- please explain. 

~- ~'-=-~~~~r~.,_t' >~iJj~{;~;r\..'~l~.,.: ;;:;~·.TJ"f.J!J. FlNANCIAliNFORMATIONt~~f:<:;IJf.S":>:. : _ -'":o;r·~!l·~~-".-.A~ ' ·:•· 
~ Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0708. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. 
How are we funding current FY? 

0 Federal Funds 0 State Funds D Local Funds 0 TOA Funds 0 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
This is a no cost contract and provides only for the requirements necessary for SANBAG to rue HERO 
Program assessments electronically. 
0 Payable 0 Receivable 

c 1 : , • ~ CONTRACT MANAGEMENT INFORM AnON, 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ , 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal __:_ % 

Contract Summary Sheet 1116/12 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 
THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO AND 

San Bernardino Associ.ated Governments 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (hereinafter "MOU") is made and 
2013 

executed as of this .!:.Q!!!._ day of July ,-%&4%;-by and between the 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO (hereinafter referred to as "RECORDER"), and 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (hereinafter referred to as "SENDER"). 
The purpose of this MOU is to outline the agreement and procedures required to 

record documents electronically in RECORDER's County (the "COUNTY"). The 

responsibilities established by this MOU are intended to assure that the Electronic 

Recording Delivery System ("EROS"), as implemented and maintained by the California 

Electronic Recording Transaction Network Authority ("CERTNA") is secure and that 

EROS operating procedures are sufficient to assure the continuing security and lawful 

operation of the EROS as provided for in the Electronic Recording Delivery Act of 2004 

("ERDA"), set forth at California Government Code section 27390 et seq., and 

regulations promulgated thereunder, set forth at California Code of Regulations 

("CCR"), Title 11, Division 1, Chapter 18, Articles 1 through 9. 

NOW, THEREFORE, RECORDER and SENDER hereby agree as follows: 

ARTICLE I - DEFINITIONS 

Terms defined in Government Code Section 27390 and/or California Code of 

Regulations Section 999.108 shall have the same meaning when used in this MOU. 

ARTICLE II -GENERAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

A. SENDER acknowledges that it is a voluntary participant in EROS. 

B. If SENDER is one of the types of entities described in Government 

Code section 27391(b), or an authorized agent of such an entity, then SENDER is 

authorized under this MOU to deliver to RECORDER for recording, and return to the 
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1 party requesting recording, a digitized electronic record that is an instrument affecting a 

2 right, title, or interest in real property. 

3 C. If SENDER is one of the types of entities described in Government 

4 Code section 27397.5(b), or an authorized agent of such an entity, then SENDER is 

5 authorized under this MOU to deliver to RECORDER for recording, and return to the 

6 party requesting recording, a digital or digitized electronic record that is an instrument of 

7 reconveyance, substitution of trustee, or assignment of deed of trust. 

8 D. SENDER is wholly responsible for the scanning, transmission, and 

9 submission of documents. SENDER agrees to abide by the procedures for EROS as set 

10 forth by CERTNA and RECORDER. RECORDER shall provide a copy of the current 

11 procedures to SENDER. CERTNA and RECORDER each reserve the right to modify 

12 its own procedures at any time, and a copy of any revised procedures will be provided 

13 to SENDER. 

14 E. SENDER shall mail recorded documents to applicable parties together 

15 with a copy of a recorded electronic document to the address specified in the 

16 instructions for mailing upon completion of recording pursuant to Government Code 

17 Section 27391 (d). 

18 F. All hardware and software used by SENDER in the EROS scanning and 

19 submitting process and any additional uses for the scan/submit stations must be 

20 approved by RECORDER prior to installation. 

21 G. SENDER shall provide to RECORDER guidelines for any specific 

22 software/hardware configuration required to install EROS on SENDER's network. The 

23 SENDER shall provide, at no cost to RECORDER or CERTNA, any and all specific 

24 software/hardware identified as required by SENDER. 

25 H. Access to the EROS software, scan, and transmission process shall be 

26 governed by an authentication system approved by CERTNA and RECORDER. All 

27 administrative access to the authentication system shall be restricted to RECORDER 

28 
2 
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1 employees and CERTNA employees only. SENDER and any agents of SENDER shall 

2 not perform any authentication administration. 

3 I. SENDER agrees to notify RECORDER of system users who leave 

4 employment of SENDER or who change office locations. RECORDER shall delete or 

5 modify security access for those individuals. 

6 J. SENDER-controlled remote access to the EROS system shall be 

7 provided to CERTNA and RECORDER for system administration and maintenance 

8 purposes. 

9 K. SENDER shall provide CERTNA and RECORDER with physical access 

10 during normal business hours to all of SENDER'S hardware and software interacting 

11 with the EROS system. 

12 L. SENDER shall provide first-level technical support to its users for the 

13 EROS hardware and software. SENDER agrees to perform basic maintenance of its 

14 hardware on a regular basis. 

15 M. CERTNA retains ownership of the EROS software and is responsible 

16 for any modifications, upgrades, or enhancements. RECORDER shall provide 

17 SENDER access to EROS on an as-is basis. SENDER may remit suggestions for 

18 enhancements to CERTNA or RECORDER for consideration. CERTNA alone has final 

19 authority on the functionality, enhancements, or upgrades of the EROS software. 

20 N. SENDER is expressly prohibited from making any software/hardware 

21 modification to the EROS system without written consent of CERTNA. 

22 0. CERTNA or RECORDER may terminate access to EROS, or any part 

23 thereof, or may terminate access of any authorized submitter, or any authorized staff, at 

24 any time it deems it necessary to protect EROS, to protect the public interest, to protect 

25 the integrity of public records, or to protect homeowners or real property owners from 

26 financial harm. No cause of action or liability against the RECORDER or CERTNA or 

27 

28 
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1 any government agency shall arise from any decision of the RECORDER or CERTNA 

2 to terminate or deny access of any person or entity to EROS. 

3 
P. SENDER and Agent, if any, shall be limited to those privileges granted 

4 by RECORDER. The SENDER and Agent are strictly prohibited from submitting EROS 
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17 
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20 
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22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

payloads on behalf of another SENDER or Agent except as provided for in this MOU. In 

no event shall shared user accounts be issued or EROS authentication credentials be 

shared. In the event that RECORDER or CERTNA determines that any provisions or 

procedures have been or are imminently in danger of being violated, RECORDER or 

CERTNA may revoke immediately and without prior notice all electronic submission 

privileges of SENDER and Agent. 

ARTICLE Ill -TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS 
A. SENDER and Agent {if any) hereby certify that all users, equipment 

(owned by Sender or Agent), and software interacting with the EROS shall meet all 

requirements as set forth in the ERDA and associated regulations, including but not 

limited to the followings: 

1. 

2. 

Scanner Requirements 

i. See county-specific requirements set forth in guidelines provided b 

RECORDER. 

Payloads 

i. Type 1 and Type 21nstruments. 

ii. The ERDA refers to two types of instruments that may be delivered 

and, when applicable, returned as digital electronic records and/or 

digitized electronic records. For the purposes of an EROS, these 

instruments are categorized as "Type 1'' and "Type 2." As defined 

in Cal. Code of Regs. § 999.1 09(26), a "Type 1" instrument is an 

instrument affecting a right, title, or interest in real property, and a 

4 
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"Type 2n instrument is an instrument of reconveyance, substitution 

of trustee, or assignment of deed of trust. Type 1 and Type 2 

documents shall NOT be mixed within a single payload. 

iii. The content of Type 1 and Type 2 instruments shall be as follows: 

1. Type 1 Instruments: those affecting a right, title, or interest in 

real property, shall be delivered as digitized electronic 

records. 

2. Type 2 Instruments: instruments of reconveyance, 

substitution of trustee, or assignment of deed of trust, shall 

be delivered as digitized electronic records or digital 

electronic records. 

B. Additional specifications shall be set forth in Attachment A hereto, 

which is hereby incorporated by reference. Attachment A shall include specifications for 

the following: 

1. File Type 

2. DPI 

3. Index Information 

4. Priority Levels Available 

5. Submission Cut-Off Times 

6. Support Procedure and Contact Information 

In the event Attachment A does not Jist File Type, the File Type is assumed to be TIFF. 

In the event Attachment A does not Jist DPI, the DPI is assumed to be 300. 

ARTICLE IV- MANDATORY PROVISIONS PER CCR 

A Pursuant to CCR 999.138, RECORDER shall ensure that all endpoints 

are secure. Workstations used to submit, retrieve, or, when applicable, return EROS 

5 
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1 shall be subject to the same terms and conditions as this MOU. SENDER shall be fully 

2 responsible for the performance and payment of any subcontractor's contract. 

3 F. Without the prior written consent of the RECORDER, this MOU shall 

4 not be assigned by SENDER either in whole or in part. 

5 G. This MOU is intended by the parties hereto as a final expression of 

6 their understanding with respect to the subject matter hereof and supersedes any and 

7 all prior or contemporaneous MOUs or understandings or contracts. This MOU may be 

8 changed or modified only upon the written consent of the parties hereto. Any alteration, 

9 variation, modification, amendment or waiver of the provisions of this MOU shall be 

10 valid only when reduced to writing and signed by the parties hereto. 

11 H. SENDER shall ensure that it has all necessary licenses and permits 

12 required by applicable federal, state, and local Jaws, ordinances, rules and regulations. 

13 The SENDER shall maintain these licenses and permits in effect for the duration of this 

14 MOU. SENDER will notify RECORDER immediately of any loss or suspension of any 

15 such licenses and permits. Failure of SENDER to maintain all required licenses and 

16 permits constitutes a material breach of this MOU and in the event of any such failure 

17 RECORDER may immediately terminate this MOU and pursue all other available 

18 remedies. 

19 I. In the event of a problem or potential problem that could impact the 

20 quality or quantity of work, services, or the level of performance under this MOU, the 

21 SENDER shall notify the RECORDER within one (1) working day, in writing and by 

22 telephone. 

23 J. SENDER shall not offer (either directly or through an intermediary) any 

24 improper consideration such as, but not limited to, cash, discounts, service, the 

25 provision of travel or entertainment, or any items of value to any officer, employee or 

26 agent of RECORDER or CERTNA in an attempt to secure favorable treatment 

27 regarding this MOU. The RECORDER, by written notice, may immediately terminate 

28 
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1 any MOU if it determines that any improper consideration as described in this paragraph 

2 was offered to any officer, employee or agent of the RECORDER or CERTNA with 

3 respect to the proposal and award process. This prohibition shall apply to any 

4 amendment, extension or evaluation process once an MOU has been awarded. 

5 SENDER shall immediately report any attempt by a RECORDER officer, employee or 

6 agent to solicit {either directly or through an intermediary) improper consideration from 

7 SENDER. The report shall be made to CERTNA or to the supervisor or manager 

8 charged with supervision of the employee or to the RECORDER's County 

9 Administrative Office. 

1 0 K. No news releases, advertisements, public announcements or 

11 photographs arising out of this MOU or the SENDER's relationship with RECORDER 

12 may be made or used without prior written approval of the RECORDER. 

13 L. This MOU shall be governed by the laws of the State of California. 

14 M. The RECORDER and CERTNA shall each have the absolute right to 

15 review and audit any aspect of the EROS system, security, all records, books, papers, 

16 documents, and other pertinent items as requested, and shall have absolute right to 

17 monitor the performance of SENDER in the delivery of services provided under this 

18 MOU. SENDER shall give full cooperation, in any auditing or monitoring conducted. 

19 SENDER shall cooperate with RECORDER and CERTNA in the implementation, 

20 monitoring and evaluation of this MOU and comply with any and all reporting 

21 requirements established by RECORDER and CERTNA. All records pertaining to 

22 services under this MOU shall be available for examination and audit by RECORDER 

23 and CERTNA representatives for a period of one year. 

24 N. The SENDER agrees to indemnify, defend and hold harmless 

25 RECORDER and CERTNA, their authorized officers, employees, agents and volunteers 

26 from any and all claims, actions, losses, damages and/or liability arising from 

27 SENDER's acts, errors or omissions and for any costs or expenses incurred by 

28 
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1 RECORDER or CERTNA on account of any claim therefor, except where such 

2 indemnification is prohibited by law. 

3 0. SENDER is responsible for the accuracy and completeness of the 

4 recording transactions. RECORDER and CERTNA are expressly not liable for damages 

5 resulting from the recording or EROS transactions or processes. 

6 P. SENDER shall carefully monitor and control use of the system, 

7 ensuring compliance with procedural safeguards. SENDER assumes full responsibility 

8 for any malicious act that harms, damages or has a damaging effect to the 

9 RECORDER's system or databases. RECORDER and CERTNA assume no liability for 

10 electronically transmitted records that do not adhere to Government Code section 

11 27201. RECORDER and CERTNA assume no liability for any information transmitted 

12 electronically by a SENDER. 

13 Q. RECORDER and CERTNA assume no liability for any breach of 

14 security, fraud, or deceit as a result of EROS. In the event of fraud impacting the value 

15 of or title to real estate, SENDER bears the financial responsibility for transactions in 

16 which the SENDER engages. This responsibility lies with the SENDER notwithstanding 

17 contrary waiver and/or disclaimer language that may be present in any title insurance 

18 policy, escrow instruction, or other document pertaining to the real estate transaction 

19 associated with said fraud. 

20 ARTICLE VI -NOTICES AND REPORTS 

21 Any notice or report desired to be served by either party upon the other 

22 shall be addressed, personally delivered, or mailed to the respective parties as set forth 

23 below: 

24 

25 
RECORDER: 

26 

27 

28 
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Dennis Draeger 
San Bernardino County 
Assessor-Recorder-Clerk 
222 W. Hospitality Lane 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0022 
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SENDER: 

AGENT (if any): 

Duane Baker 

CONTACT NAME 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
Company Name 

1170 W. 3rd Street 
Street/ Mailing Address 

San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
City, ST Zip 

Andrea Roess 
CONTACT NAME 

David Taussig & Associates, Inc. 
Company Name 

5000 Birch Street,Suite 6000 
Street/ Mailing Address 

Newport Beach. CA 92660 
City, ST Zip 

ARTICLE VII -TERM AND TERMINATION 

A. This MOU shall take effect on the date it is signed by the RECORDER 

and shall continue in force and effect until terminated hereunder. 

B. Either party may terminate this MOU for any reason by serving the 

other party with prior written notice of at least fifteen (15) business days. 

C. Upon termination, all EROS software and/or equipment owned by 

RECORDER or CERTNA must be returned to its owner within thirty (30) days of 

termination. 

D. In addition to other termination provisions contained herein, in the even 

that RECORER determines that SENDER'S performance of its duties or other terms of 

10 
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1 this MOU are deficient in any manner, RECORDER may notify SENDER of such 

2 deficiency in writing or orally, provided written confirmation is provided five (5) days 

3 thereafter. SENDER shall remedy any deficiency within forty-eight (48) hours of such 

4 notification, or RECORDER may, at its option, terminate this MOU immediately upon 

5 written notice. 

6 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this MOU as 

7 of the day and year first above written. 

8 
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RECORDER 

By:. _________ _ 
Dan Harp 
Assistant Assessor Recorder 

SENDER: 

BY: 
=Bi~ll~J~a~bn-------------

President 

Agent (if any): 

Name of Agent: 

BY: 
Andrea Roess 
David Taussig & Associates. Inc. 
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Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Slreet, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884· 8276 Fax: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

• ;o#~· .. , .... 

RANSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino Counly Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: .........;:;12~-

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Legislative Update 

Recommendations: I. Receive State Update and adopt the following position on State Legislation: 
a. Support AB 1081 (Medina, D-Riverside) 

2. Receive Federal Update and adopt the following positions on Federal 
Legislation: 

a. Support H.R. 974, the MOVE Freight Act of2013 (Rep. Sires, 
D-New Jersey) 

b. Support H.R. 2084, Partnership to Build America Act (Rep. Delaney, 
D-MD) 

Backgro1111d: State Update 

BRD 1307n-wvs 

Legislation recommended for consideration 

AB 1081 Economic Development: goods-movement-relaied-infraslructure 
(Medina, D-Riverside) 
Recommend: Support 

AB 1081 (Medina, D~Riverside) would require the State's 5 year infrastructure 
plan to specifically address goods movement related infrastructure needs and 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: 
-----------~-----------

h!ln://oortol.snnhog ca. goy/mamt/committeeldirectors!brd20 13/brd 1307/ Agendaltems/BRP 1307al·wvs doq 
hnp.l/nortol.snnbag.ep.gov/mgmtlcomminceldjrectors/brd20 13/brd 1307/ Agendaltems/BRP 1307a2 ·wvs.docx 
hnp :1/nonot san hag. cn.gov/mgmt/comminceldirectors!brd20 I 3/brd 1307/ Agendghems/BRP 1307a3-wvs doc 
hnn://ponnl. S!lllbng ca.p.ov/mgmtlcommil!celdjrectorslbrd20 13/brd 1307/Agendal!ems/BRP 1307!14-wvs.pdf 
http ://portal .snnbpg.ca. gov/mgmtlcommi!!cc/d i rec!ors/brd20 13/brd I 307/ Agendoltems/BRD !307aS-wvs. pdf 
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includes air, water, land, and sea port of entry facilities, as well as roads, rail, and 
other projects related to goods movement. The plan would be required to address 
existing projects in need of improvement or upgrade, as well as new projects and 
facilities. AB 1081 also would require the infrastructure plan to include 
recommendations for bringing private sector financing options to the table. 

SANBAG is also presently underway or will soon be underway on $I .03 billion 
in goods movement related projects include 8 grade separations, 4 goods 
movement related interchanges, 1 major highway project, and a major rail-to-rail 
grade separation project. To the extent AB 1 08l can help provide justification for 
an increased state funding role or provide the information necessary to advocate 
for an enhanced federal funding role, this would be beneficial to SANBAG. 

Staff recommends that the Board of Directors adopt a "Support" position. This 
recommendation is consistent with SANBAG's 2013-2014 adopted State 
Legislative Platform under the provision, "Support legislation that reduces 
freight-related impacts to San Bernardino County, including disparate impacts to 
disadvantaged communities ... 

An analysis of this bill is provided in Attachment 1. 

A matrix of legislation of interest to SANBAG is also included as Attachment 2. 
Bills that have not met the appropriations and house of origin deadlines, with the 
exception of those bills with a SANBAG position, are not shown. 

San Bernardino County Delegation Special Election 

On May 14, 2013, then-Assembly Member Norma Torres (D-Pomona) was 
elected to the State Senate District 32 seat in a special election. This seat was left 
vacant by Gloria Negrete McLeod following her election to Congress in 
November 2012. An election has been set for July 23, 2013 for the now vacant 
Assembly seat. A runoff for this seat, if needed, would be on 
September 24, 2013. 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Reform Update 

The 2013 legislative session began with over two dozen CEQA reform bills. 
After the May appropriations and house of origin deadlines, less than a handful 
remain under consideration. On May 29, 2013, the State Senate passed SB 73l 
(Steinberg, 0-Sacramento). SB 731 is largely considered the primary bill under 
consideration for reforms to CEQA. The bill will now move to the Assembly for 
consideration. The latest amendments to SB 731 still do not achieve the kind of 
sweeping reform initially hoped for early in the session. Transit priority project 
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areas were established under SB 375 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008) and were 
given special streamlining provisions under that legislation. SB 731 expands the 
reforms for these areas including setting thresholds for noise and traffic as well as 
limiting lawsuits based on aesthetic issues. The bill also establishes new 
requirements for noticing and the preparation of the administrative record, 
streamlined processes for clean energy projects, requires an annual report on 
CEQA related lawsuits, and other minor modifications. SB 731 is far from the 
reforms originally discussed and it remains to be seen if additional changes will 
be made as the bill moves through the Assembly. SB 731 is currently supported 
by CalChamber and has been publicly supported by Governor Brown. 
State Budget Negotiations Underway. 

Federal Update 

Update on Panel on 21st Century Infrastructure 

In May, the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee's (T&I) Panel on 
21st Century Freight Transportation held two meetings, a roundtable discussion 
titled "Coordinating Federal Efforts to Improve Freight Transportation" and a 
hearing in San Bernardino entitled "How Southern California's freight challenges 
impact the nation" 

The roundtable discussion mainly focused on freight investments through the 
Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant 
program, how the Department of Transportation can work to reduce project 
delivery time, how state freight plans will feed into the development of the 
national freight plan, and how the National Freight Network will be designated. 
In Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (Map-21), the designation of 
the network is limited to 27,000 centerline miles and in Southern California, the 
parallel highway networks may not be captured appropriately. The Panel noted 
the need to address this issue going forward. 

The hearing in San Bernardino focused on the particular needs in the Southern 
California region, the need for a federal government role in building freight 
capacity and mitigation, potential revenue sources for a dedicated freight trust 
fund, and project prioritization. 

With respect to funding, a variety of potential sources were discussed, noting that 
Congress needs to focus on who benefits versus who pays. They also discussed 
streamlining project delivery, remaining competitive in a global market, and the 
need to include input from environmental stakeholders. 
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Update on Transportation Secretary Confirmation 

On May 22, 2013, the Senate Commerce, Science, and Transportation held a 
hearing regarding the nomination of Anthony Foxx for Transportation Secretary. 
If confirmed, Mr. Foxx, the current Mayor of Charlotte, North Carolina, will 
replace current Secretary Ray LaHood. Mr. Foxx's comments centered mainly 
around the safety, efficiency, and performance of the nation's transportation 
system and the need to continue building an infrastructure system for the future. 
The next step will be a hearing before the Senate Environment and Public Works 
Committee. 

Federal Streamlining Initiatives 

On May 17, 2013 President Obama issued a Presidential Memorandum which is 
intended to build upon efficiencies being achieved by Executive Order 13604 
issued on March 22, 2012. Together, the White House anticipates federal 
infrastructure permitting process times can be cut by as much as half for major 
infrastructure projects. The newly issued memorandum requires specific federal 
agencies to prioritize and create a plan to implement efforts identified through the 
previous Executive Order. These initiatives include early coordination and 
project review, evaluation of innovative project mitigation mechanisms, and 
increased use of technology to speed project review time. 

Map-21 also included a number of provisions designed to streamline the project 
approval process. A memo regarding the status of the implementation of these 
provisions prepared by our Federal Advocate, Van Scoyoc Associates, is attached 
for information as Attachment 3. As the document outlines, only 5 of the 
streamlining initiatives have been completed, with 34 underway, and 3 yet to have 
begun. Many of the programs underway have estimated completion times of 
Summer/Fall2013 to June 2014. 

Federal legislation recommended for consideration 

Multimodal Opportunities Via Enhanced Freight Act of 2013 (H.R. 974) (Sires, 
D-New Jersey) 
Recommend: Support 

H.R. 974, the Multimodal Opportunities Via Enhanced Freight Act of 2013 
(MOVE Freight Act of 2013), defines the "national freight network" as a network 
composed of highways, railways, navigable waterways, seaports, airports, freight 
intermodal connectors, and urban transportation systems most critical to the 
multimodal movement of freight. 
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The bill would: 

• Re·characterize the primary freight network as multimodal corridors, 
including critical rail corridors, critical intermodal connections, and 
critical inland port, seaport, and airport infrastructure. 

• Require state freight plans to consider multistate network continuity and 
connectivity. 

• Establish a competitive grant program. This grant program would limit 
the federal share of the project's capital costs to 80% and would require a 
project management plan and/or annual financial plan depending on 
project size. 

Defining the primary freight network in terms of corridors benefits the Southern 
California region where multiple transportation networks exist in close proximity 
to one another. In addition, Southern California projects are likely to compete 
well nationally given the volume of freight moving through the region onto the 
rest of the nation. Clarifications are needed to ensure that grade separation 
projects are eligible and should be included in any final version of the language. 

Staffs support recommendation is consistent with SANBAG's 2013·2014 
adopted Federal Platform under the provision, "Support development of a 
national/regional freight movement plan with clearly defined ports and corridors 
and inland improvement needs to provide for timely, reliable freight transport, 
timely implementation of freight·related strategies needed for attainment of 
federal health· based air quality standards and mitigation of freight·related impacts 
in communities". This bill is included as Attachment 4. Representatives Janice 
Hahn (D·CD 44), Grace Napolitano (0-CD 32), Alan Lowenthal (D-CD 47), 
John Garamendi (0-CD 3), Gloria Negrete McLeod (D-CD 35), and Adam Schiff 
(0-CD 28) are listed co-sponsors from California. 

Partnership to Build America Act (H.R. 2084) (Delaney, D-Maryland) 
Recommendation: Support 

H.R. 2084 proposes to create a $50 billion dollar infrastructure loan program that 
is stated to be able to leverage up to $750 billion for projects. This fund will be 
initially created with the sale of 50-year bonds to private entities with a 1% 
interest rate return. These bonds would not be guaranteed by the Federal 
government. The program is designed to incentivize the return of overseas 
earnings to the U.S. by allowing corporations to repatriate a specified amount of 
overseas earnings tax-free for every $1 they invest in the bonds. The fund will 
then provide loans or loan guarantees to state and local governments to finance 

103 



Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page 6 

transportation, energy, communications, water, and education infrastructure 
projects. 

Staff participated in a conference call with the Coalition for America's Gateways 
and Trade Corridors and Representative Delany's office. On the call Rep. 
Delaney expressed the bill aims to create a large-scale infrastructure finance 
authority with no federal appropriations, pre-fund the program upfront, and allow 
the private sector to engage more in infrastructure financing. The bill is 
co-sponsored by 13 Republicans and 13 Democrats, including Ami Bera 
(D-CD 7) and Scott Peters (D-CD 52) from California. 

Staff's recommendation is consistent with SANBAG's 2013-2014 adopted 
Federal Platform under the provision, "SANBAG will advocate for the protection 
of current transportation revenues and accelerated national investment in 
infrastructure ... This bill is included as Attachment 5. 

Fillallciallmpact: This item has no fiscal impact on the FY2013/2014 SANBAG Budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously receomrnended for approval by the 
General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 

Respo11sib/e Staff: Wendy Strack, Director of Legislative Affairs 
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Ell Bill Analysis 

Bill Number: AB 1081 I Author: Medina (D-Riverside) 
Title: Economic development: goods-movement-related infrastructure 

Summary 

Current law requires that the Governor, in conjunction with the release of the Governor's budget, 
submit a five-year infrastructure plan to the Legislature for consideration. This plan is to 
designate priorities for funding and outline the state's infrastructure needs. Infrastructure needed 
by state agencies; transportation projects included in the State Transportation Improvement 
Program; K-12 infrastructure needs; and projects needed for the Community College, California 
State University, and University of California systems are presently included in the State's 5 year 
infrastructure plan. 

AB 1081 would require this plan to specifically address goods movement related infrastructure 
needs and includes air, water, land, and sea port of entry facilities, as well as roads, rail, and 
other projects related to goods movement. The plan would address existing projects in need of 
improvement or upgrade, as well as new projects and facilities. AB 1081 also would require the 
infrastructure plan to include recommendations for bringing private sector financing options to 
the table. 

Impact on SANBAG 

With 40% of nation's containerized goods coming through the Ports of Los Angeles and Long 
Beach and 80% of those coming through San Bernardino County, this region is uniquely 
impacted by goods movement. Southern California also will need to reduce NOx emissions by 
two-thirds by 2023 and three-quarters by 2032 to meet federal ozone standards, with projected 
emissions by goods movement sources alone exceeding those standards. Without a state and 
federal role in regulating, funding, and facilitating goods movement projects, the currently 
overburdened system will increasingly impact local communities. 

SANBAG is also presently underway or will soon be underway on $1.03 billion in goods 
movement related projects include 8 grade separations, 4 goods movement related interchanges, 
1 major highway project, and a major rail-to-rail grade separation project. To the extent 
AB 1081 can help provide justification for an increased state funding role or provide the 
information necessary to advocate for an enhanced federal funding role, this would be beneficial 
toSANBAG. 

Recommendation: SUPPORT 

Staff recommends that the Board of Directors adopt a "Support" position. This recommendation 
is consistent with SANBAG's 2013-2014 adopted State Legislative Platform under the provision, 
"Support legislation that reduces freight-related impacts to San Bernardino County, including 
disparate impacts to disadvantaged communities." 
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Bill History 
Introduced: February 22, 2013 
Amended: April 3, 2013 

May 24,2013 
Current Disposition: Pending Committee assignment in the Senate 

Passed Assembly Floor, 78-0 
Passed Assembly Appropriations Committee, 17-0 
Passed Assembly Transportation Committee, 15-0 
Passed Assembly Jobs, Economic Development, and the 
Economy Committee, 9-0 
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CAAB14 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Lowenthal B (D) 
State Freight Plan 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12103/2012 
LAST AMEND: 05/06/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee 

Requires the Transportation Agency to prepare a state freight plan with specified elements 
SUMMARY: to govern the immediate and long·range planning activities and capital investments of the 

state with respect to the movement of freight. Requires the agency to establish a freight 
advisory committee. 

STATUS: 
06/18/2013 From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING: 

Do pass to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. (10·0) 

CAAB21 
AUTHOR: Alejo (D) 
TITLE: Safe Drinking Water Small Community Grant Fund 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 1210312012 
LAST AMEND: 02114/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Health Committee 
HEARING: 06126/2013 I :30 pm, Bunon Hearing Room (4203) 

Authorizes the assessment of a specified annual charge in lieu of interest on loans for water 
projects made pursuant to the Safe Drinking Water State Revolving Fund, and the deposit 

SUMMARY: of that money into the Safe Drinking Water State Small Community Emergency Grant 
Fund. Authorizes the expending of the money in the fund for grants for specified water 
projects that serve disadvantaged and severely disadvantaged communities. 

STATUS: 
06/1212013 From SENATE Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY: Do 

pass to Committee on HEALTH. (9·0) 

CAAB39 
AUTHOR: Skinner (D) 
TITLE: Proposition 39: Implementation 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12/03/2012 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Education Committee 
HEARING: 06/26/2013 9:00am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 
SUMMARY: Requires that of the revenues deposited into the Clean Energy Job Creation Fund, a 

percentage of those revenues be provided to eligible institutions for grants for eligible 
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STATUS: 

CAAB 114 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Attachment #2 
projects; requires the State Department of Education to administer a percentage of those 
revenues for local educational agencies for the purposes of eligible projects; provides 
moneys for job training, workforce development and public-private partnerships to be 
available from the Clean Energy Job Creation Fund. 
06/13/2013 To SENATE Committees on EDUCATION and ENERGY, UTILITIES 

AND COMMUNICATIONS. 

Salas (D) 
Proposition 39: Implementation: Workforce Development 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:Ol/14/2013 
LAST AMEND: 05/08/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Energy, Utilities and Communications Committee 
HEARING: 07/02/2013 9:30 am, Room 3191 

Requires the Labor and Workforce Development Agency to develop and implement the 
Clean Energy Jobs and Workforce Development Program to award grants for projects to 

SUMMARY: provide job training on energy efficiency and clean energy projects that are located in 
economically disadvantaged communities. Requires a review and evaluation of the 
program and to develop improvement solutions. Provides for a specified percentage of the 
Clean Energy Job Creation Fund be made available for purposes of providing grants. 
06/12/2013 From SENATE Committee on LABOR AND INDUSTRIAL 

STATUS: 

CAAB 164 

RELATIONS: Do pass to Committee on ENERGY, UTILITIES & 
COMMUNICATIONS. ( 4-0) 

AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Wieckowski (D) 
Infrastructure Financing 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:O l/23/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/05/20 l3 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
FILE: 105 
LOCATION: Senate Consent Calendar- Second Legislative Day 

Requires a lease agreement between a governmental agency undertaking an infrastructure 
project and a private entity to include performance bonds as security to ensure the 

SUMMARY: completion of the construction of the facility and payment bonds to secure the payment of 
claims of laborers, mechanics, and materials suppliers employed on the work under 
contract. 

STATUS: 06/[3/2013 In SENATE. Read second time. To Consent Calendar. 

CAAB 179 
AUTHOR: Bocanegra (0) 
TITLE: Electronic Transit Fare Collection Systems 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
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URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:O 1/24/2013 
LAST AMEND: 06/19/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 

Attachment #2 

COMMITTEE: Senate Judiciary Committee 
HEARING: 06/25/2013 1 :30 pm, Room 112 

Amends existing law that prohibits a transportation agency from selling or providing 
personally identifiable information to a person through the person's participation in an 

SUMMARY: electronic toll collection system or use of a toll facility that uses such system and requires 
the discarding of such information within a specified time period. Makes these and other 
provisions applicable to an agency that uses such system for payment of transit fares. 
06/19/2013 From SENATE Committee on JUDICIARY with author's amendments. 

STATUS: 

CAAB 195 
AUTHOR: 

06/19/2013 

Hall (D) 

In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re·referred to Committee 
on JUDICIARY. 

TITLE: Counties: Construction Projects: Design·Build 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:01/28/2013 
LAST AMEND: 05/20/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06124/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Extends provisions of existing law that authorizes counties to use alternative procedures, 
known as design-build, for bidding on specified types of construction projects in the 

SUMMARY: county in excess of a specified amount, in accordance with specified procedures, and 
provides that the procedures include a requirement for contracts awarded after a certain 
date that a county board of supervisors pay a fee into the State Public Works Enforcement 

STATUS: 

CAAB20S 
AUTHOR: 

Fund. 
06/1212013 

Pan (D) 

From SENATE Committee on GOVERNANCE AND FINANCE: Do 
pass to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. (6-0) 

TITLE: Public Employees' Retirement: Pension Fund 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:O J/30/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
FILE: 51 
LOCATION: Senate Third Reading File 

Extends the authorization to prioritize investment in an in·state infrastructure project to the 
SUMMARY: board of retirement or the board of investments of a retirement system established pursuant 

to the County Employees Retirement Law of 1937. 

STATUS: 06/1212013 In SENATE. Read second time. To third reading. 
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CAAB229 
AUTHOR: Perez J (D) 
TITLE: Infrastructure and Revitalization Financing Districts 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/04/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/11/20 I 3 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Authorizes the creation of an infrastructure and revitalization financing district and the 
issuance of debt with voter approval. Authorizes the creation of a district for up to 40 years 

SUMMARY: and the issuance of debt with a final maturity date of up to 30 years. Authorizes a district to 
finance projects in redevelopment project areas and fonner redevelopment project areas 
and former military bases. 

STATUS: 
06/11/2013 In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee 

on APPROPRIATIONS. 

CAAB243 
AUTIIOR: Dickinson (D) 
TITLE: Local Government: Infrastructure Financing Districts 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/06/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06118/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee 

Authorizes the creation of an infrastructure and revitalization financing district and the 
issuance of debt with voter approval. Authorizes a district to finance projects in 
redevelopment project areas and fonner redevelopment project areas and former military 

SUMMARY: bases if special conditions are met. Authorizes a district to fund various projects, including 
watershed land used for the collection and treatment of water for urban uses, flood 
management, open space, habitat restoration and development purposes. 

STATUS: 
06/18/2013 In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee 

on APPROPRIATIONS. 

CAAB250 
AUTIIOR: Holden (D) 
TITLE: State Innovation Initiatives 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/06/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Business, Professions & Economic Development Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/20 13 I 0:00 am, Room 3191 
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SUMMARY: 

STATUS: 

CAAB266 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Attachment #2 
Creates the State Innovation Hub Program, which requires the Governor's Office of 
Business and Economic Development to designate Innovation Hubs. Authorizes the office 
to use vacant or underused state-owned or leased property that is controlled by the 
Department of General Services. Authorizes specified state property, when authorized by 
law, to be used as matching funds to meet federal funding requirements. Requires the 
office to issue a request for proposals. Relates to iHub partnerships. 
06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on BUSINESS, PROFESSIONS AND 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 

Blumenfield (D) 
Vehicles: High-Occupancy Vehicle Lanes 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02107/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/09/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 

Extends the operation of existing law that authorizes the Department of Transportation to 
designate certain lanes for the exclusive use of high-occupancy vehicles, which lanes may 

SUMMARY: also be used by certain low-emission or alternative fuel vehicles not carrying the requisite 
number of passengers otherwise required for the use of an HOV lane for certain low
emission vehicles, and extends those provisions for other specified low-emission vehicles 
or, in either case, until a specified notice is received. 

STATUS: 05/30/2013 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING. 

CAAB268 
AUTHOR: Holden (D) 
TITLE: Transit: Metro Gold Line Extension 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02107/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/16/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Rules Committee 

States the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that would enable the Metro Gold 
SUMMARY: Line extension to be completed at the terminus of Ontario Airport with intermediate stops 

in San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Clarement, and Montclair, and for regional cooperation 

STATUS: 

CAAB380 
AUTHOR: 

to continue. 
04/18/2013 

Dickinson (D) 

Re-referred to ASSEMBLY Committee on RULES. 

TITLE: California Environmental Quality Act: Notice 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02114/2013 
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LAST AMEND: 05/2412013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Environmental Quality Committee 

Amends the California Environmental Quality Act. Requires that notices regarding 
SUMMARY: environmental impact reports filed by lead agencies need to be filed with the Office of 

Planning and Research and the county clerk and posted by the clerk for public review. 
Provides notice requirements for projects that are determined to be exempted from the Act. 

STATUS: 06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY. 

CAAB392 
AUTHOR: Jones-Sawyer (D) 
TITLE: State Mandates: Prorated Claims 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/15/2013 
LAST AMEND: 06/05/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Amends existing law requiring the Controller to prorate mandated claims, including school 
claims, if the amount appropriated for reimbursement is not sufficient to pay all of the 

SUMMARY: claims approved by the Controller, and requiring the controller to report to the Department 
of Finance when it is necessary to prorate claims. Deletes that reporting requirement. 
Requires the Controller to determine the most cost-effective allocation method if a 
specified amount is appropriated. Makes a conforming statutory change. 

STATUS: 

CAAB405 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

06/12/2013 From SENATE Committee on GOVERNANCE AND FINANCE: Do 
pass to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. (6-0) 

Gatto (D) 
High-Occupancy Vehicle Lanes: County of Los Angeles 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/15/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04118/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 
HEARING: 06/25/2013 1:30pm, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Prohibits the establishment of any high-occupancy land on specified state highway routes 
in the County of Los Angeles, unless the lane is established as such land only during the 
hours of heavy commuter traffic. Requires any such lane to be modified to conform to 

SUMMARY: those requirements. Authorizes the Department of Transportation to reinstate 24-hour high
occupancy vehicle Janes on the specified portions of these routes if the department makes a 

STATUS: 

CAAB431 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 
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specified determination. Requires a related report. 
06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING. 

Mullin (D) 
Transportation: Sustainable Communities: Funding 
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FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/15/2013 
LAST AMEND: 04/15/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 

Attachment tt2 

LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee 
Authorizes a transportation planning agency that is designated as a metropolitan planning 
organization to impose a transactions and use tax at a rate that is no more than a specified 

SUMMARY: percentage, if certain requirements are met. Require a related ordinance to contain a 
specified expenditure plan to be spent on each of three categories of transportation, 
affordable housing, and parks and open space, with remaining net revenues to be spent to 
attain sustainable communities strategy. 

STATUS: 
04/15/2013 In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to 

Committee on TRANSPORTATION. 

CAAB466 
AUTHOR: Quirk-Silva (D) 
TITLE: Federal Transportation Funds 
FISCAL 
COMMI'ITEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02119/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 03/14/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Requires the Department of Transportation to allocate federal transportation funds to 
SUMMARY: regional agencies under the federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement 

Program based on a weighted formula that considers population and pollution in a given 

STATUS: 

CAAB481 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

area. 
06/11/2013 

Lowenthal B (D) 
High-Speed Rail. 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/19/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/1212013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 

From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING: 
Do pass to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. ( 11-0) 

LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee 
Enacts exceptions and authorizations relative to real property obtained for high-speed rail 
purposes by the High-Speed Rail Authority. Enacts new provisions governing acquisition 

SUMMARY: or disposal of right-of-way property by the authority. Requires payments for leases, sales 
or other conveyances of property controlled by the authority to be deposited in the High
Speed Rail Property Fund created by the bill. Provide that the funds shall be available to 
the authority upon appropriation for specified purposes. 
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STATUS: 
06/12/2013 

CAAB493 
AUTHOR: Daly (D) 
TITLE: Toll Facilities 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02120/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/17/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
FILE: 31 

Attachment #2 
In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee 
on APPROPRIATIONS. 

LOCATION: Senate Third Reading File 
Authorizes operators of toll facilities on federal-aid highways to fully implement 
technologies or business practices that provide for the interoperability of electronic toll 

SUMMARY: collection programs on and after the date specified in the Moving Ahead for Progress in 
the 21st Century Act. Limits the information that may be disclosed through participation in 
an interoperability program. 

STATUS: 06/05/2013 In SENATE. Read second time. To third reading. 

CAABS28 
AUTHOR: Lowenthal B (D) 
TITLE: State Rail Plan and High-Speed Rail Authority 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02120/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/0412013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Revises certain items required to be in the elements of the State Rail Plan and the business 
plan. Eliminates the current timeframe for the plan. Provides for the submission of the rail 

SUMMARY: plan to specified transportation agencies, the Legislature, and the Governor. Requires the 
rail plan to be updated periodically. Relates to the submission of the High-Speed Rail 
Authority business plan. Repeals provisions regarding identifying certain AMTRAK 
related decrepit intercity rail passenger stations. 

STATUS: 
06/1112013 From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING: 

Do pass to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. ( 10-0) 

CAAB564 
AUTHOR: Mullin (D) 
TITLE: Community Redevelopment: Successor Agencies 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02120/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 03/1212013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
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Attachment #2 
COMMITTEE: Senate Governance and Finance Committee 
HEARING: 06/26/2013 9:30am, Room 112 

Amends existing law that dissolved redevelopment agencies and community development 
agencies and provides for the designation of successor agencies. Prohibits the Depanrnent 

SUMMARY: of Finance from taking any future action to modify the enforceable obligations described in 
existing law following the effective date of the approval of those obligations after review 
by an oversight board and the depanment, and from taking action to modify the transfer of 
property, if the transfer is in an approved transfer plan. 

STATUS: 06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on GOVERNANCE AND FINANCE. 

CAAB662 
AUTHOR: Atkins (D) 
TITLE: Local Government: Infrastructure Financing Districts 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/21/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/11/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Deletes a prohibition on the inclusion of redevelopment project areas in infrastructure 
financing districts. Relates to the dissolution of redevelopment and community 

SUMMARY: development agencies and designation of successor agencies. Authorizes a successor 
agency to enter into contracts, make land use decisions, and administer cenain projects if 
the project will not commit new tax funds or affect the flow of tax increment to taxing 
agencies. Relates to obligation payments. Regards highway improvement contracts. 

STATUS: 

CAAB701 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

06/11/2013 In SENATE. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Committee 
on APPROPRIATIONS. 

PerezJ (D) 
California Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/21/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/03/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Bunon Hearing Room (4203) 

Relates to the Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank and board of directors. 
Adds a Member of the Assembly, or a designee of the member, and a Member of the 

SUMMARY: Senate, or designee of the member, as advisory members of the board. Requires the bank 
to serve as the primary state agency for purposes of developing an application for any 
federal infrastructure bank or financing authority. Incorporates additional changes made by 
the Governor's Reorganization Plan. 

STATUS: 

CA AB 749 

BR01307a2·wvs 
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AUTHOR: Gorell (R) 
TITLE: Public-Private Partnerships 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/2l/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/Il/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 

Attachment ##2 

LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee 
Amends existing law that authorizes the State Department ofTransportation and regional 
transportation agencies to enter into comprehensive development lease agreements with 

SUMMARY: public and private entities, or consortia of those entities, for certain transportation projects 
that may charge certain users tolls and user fees and calls those arrangements public
private partnerships. States the intent of the Legislature for a project developed under these 
provisions to have specified characteristics. 

STATUS: 04/29/2013 In ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Not heard. 

CAAB797 
AUTHOR: Gordon (D) 
TITLE: Transit Districts: Contracts 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/21/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/15/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Appropriations Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/2013 10:00 am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Authorizes the Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority and the San Mateo 
County Transit District to utilize the Construction Manager/General Contractor project 

SUMMARY: delivery contract method for transit projects within their jurisdictions. Requires the 
Authority or the district to reimburse the Department of Industrial Relations for costs of 
performing wage monitoring and enforcement on projects using such contracting methods. 
Requires those funds to be for enforcement of prevailing wage requirements. 

STATUS: 
06/11/2013 From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING: 

Do pass to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. ( 11-0) 

CAAB863 
AUTHOR: Torres (D) 
TITLE: Transit Projects: Environmental Review Process 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/21/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee 

Authorizes the Department of Transportation to assume responsibilities for federal review 
and clearance under the National Environmental Policy Act for a transit project that is 

SUMMARY: subject to the act. Provides that the state consents to the jurisdiction of the federal courts in 
that regard, and provides that the department may not assert immunity from suit under the 
U.S. Constitution with regard to actions brought relative to those responsibilities under 
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STATUS: 

CAAB906 
AUTHOR: 

federal law. 
03/04/2013 

Pan (D) 

Attachment #2 

To ASSEMBLY Committees on TRANSPORTATION and NATURAL 
RESOURCES. 

TITLE: Personal Services Contracts 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: no 

INTRODUCED:02/22120 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Governmental Organization Committee 
HEARING: 06/25/2013 9:30am, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 
COMMITTEE: Senate Public Employment and Retirement Committee 
HEARING: 06124/2013 2:00pm, Rose Ann Vuich Hearing Room (2040) 

Relates to the State Civil Service Act and personal services contracts. Limits the term of 
SUMMARY: certain personal services contracts. Prohibits a contracting agency from executing certain 

contracts until the State Personnel Board has contacted all organizations that represent 
state employees who perform the type of work to be contracted. 

STATUS: 
06/1312013 To SENATE Committees on PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT AND 

RETIREMENT and GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION. 

CAAB 1046 
AUTHOR: Gordon (D) 
TITLE: Department of Transportation: Innovative Delivery 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 03/2112013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 

Authorizes the Department of Transportation's District 4 director to direct existing district 
resources to the Innovative Delivery Team Demonstration Program. Authorizes 

SUMMARY: department staff to perform reimbursed work for projects on and off the state highway 
system within the boundaries of the County of Santa Clara pursuant to the master 
agreement and accompanying work programs. 

STATUS: 05/23/2013 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING. 

CAAB 1070 
AUTHOR: Frazier (D) 
TITLE: California Transportation Financing Authority 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/03/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
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LOCATION: 

SUMMARY: 

STATUS: 

CAAB 1080 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Attachment ##2 
Senate Environmental Quality Committee 
Relates to the Transportation Financing Authority Act and the Transportation Financing 
Authority. Provides for the roles of the authority and an issuer of bonds under the act if the 
project sponsor, rather than the authority, is the issuer of bonds. 
06/18/2013 From SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING: 

Do pass to Committee on GOVERNANCE AND FINANCE. ( 10-0) 

Alejo (D) 
Community Revitalization & Investment Authorities 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02122120 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/20/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Second Reading File 

Authorizes certain public entities of a community revitalization and investment area to 
form a community revitalization plan within a community revitalization and investment 

SUMMARY: authority to carry out the Community Redevelopment Law in a specified manner. Requires 
the authority to adopt a community revitalization plan for a community revitalization and 
investment area and authorizes the authority to include in that plan a provision for the 
receipt of tax increment funds. 
06/19/2013 From SENATE Committee on GOVERNANCE AND FINANCE: Do 

STATUS: 

CA AB 1081 
AUTHOR: Medina (D) 

pass as amended to Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND 
HOUSING. (4-1) 

TITLE: Economic Development: Goods-Movement Infrastructure 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02122120 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 
HEARING: 07/0212013 1:30pm, Burton Hearing Room (4203) 

Amends existing law that requires the Governor to submit to the Legislature a proposed 
infrastructure plan containing specified information concerning infrastructure needed by 

SUMMARY: specified entities and a proposal for funding the needed infrastructure. Requires the plan to 
include information related to infrastructure identified by state and federal transportation 
authorities and a recommendation for public sector financing. 

STATUS: 06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING. 

CAAB1140 
AUTHOR: Daly (D) 
TITLE: Public Works: Prevailing Wages 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY no 
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CLAUSE: 
INTRODUCED:02122/2013 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 

Attachment #2 

COMMITIEE: Senate Labor and Industrial Relations Committee 
HEARING: 06/26/2013 9:30am, Rose Ann Vuich Hearing Room (2040) 

States that if the Director of Industrial Relations determines, within a semiannual period, 
that there is a change in any prevailing rate of per diem wages in a locality, that 

SUMMARY: determination applies to any public works. Authorizes any contractor, awarding body, or 
representative affected by a change in rates to file with the director a verified petition to 
review the determination of that rate. Requires the initiation of an investigation or hearing 
to make a final determination. 

STATUS: 
06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on LABOR AND INDUSTRIAL 

RELATIONS. 

CAAB 1194 
AUTHOR: Ammiano (D) 
TITLE: Safe Routes to School Program 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02122120 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: ~ending 
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 

Requires a specified percent of Safe Routes to School Program to be used for 
SUMMARY: noninfrastructure activities to encourage walking and bicycling to school. Authorizes the 

transfer of the responsibility for selecting projects and awarding grants from the 

STATUS: 

CAAB 1290 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Department of Transportation to the State Transportation Commission. 
06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING. 

PerezJ (D) 
Transportation Planning 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02122120 13 
LAST AMEND: 04123/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 

Provides for 2 additional voting members of the State Transportation Commission to be 
appointed by the Legislature. Provides for the Secretary of the Transportation Agency, the 

SUMMARY: Chairperson of the State Air Resources Board, and the Director of Housing and 
Community Development to serve as ex officio members without a vote. Requires the 
Governor to make sure the transportation community is represented on the board with 

STATUS: 

CAACA 1 
AUTHOR: 
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future appointments. 
06/13/2013 To SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING. 

Donnelly (R) 
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Attachment 112 
TITLE: Administrative Regulations: Legislative Approval 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12103/2012 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Accountability and Administrative Review Committee 

Requires an administrative agency to submit all regulations to the Legislature for approval. 
SUMMARY: Authorizes the Legislature, by means of a concurrent resolution, to approve a regulation 

adopted by an administrative agency of the state. 

STATUS: 

CAACA3 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

05/0112013 In ASSEMBLY Committee on ACCOUNT ABILITY AND 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW: Failed passage. 

Campos (D) 
Local Government Finance: Public Safety Services 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: 

00 

URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:Ol/22/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Local Government Committee 

Authorizes the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax for funding fire, 
emergency response, police, or sheriff services, upon the approval of 55% of the voters 

SUMMARY: voting. Creates an additional exception to the 1% limit for a rate imposed by a city, county, 
or special district to service bonded indebtedness incurred to fund certain fire, emergency 
response, police, or sheriff buildings or facilities, and equipment that is approved by 55% 
of the voters of the city, county, or special district. 

STATUS: 

CAACA8 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

04/04/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committees on LOCAL GOVERNMENT and 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

Blumenfield (D) 
Local Government Financing: Voter Approval 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/l3/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/04/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: SENATE 

SUMMARY: 

STATUS: 
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Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to create an additional exception to the l% 
limit for an ad valorem tax rate imposed by a city, county, city and county, or special 
district, to service bonded indebtedness incurred to fund specified public improvements 
and facilities, or buildings used primarily to provide sheriff, police, or fire protection 
services, that is approved by 55% of the voters of the city, county, city and county, or 
special district. 
06/15/2013 In ASSEMBLY. Read third time. Adopted by ASSEMBLY. *****To 

SENATE. (54-25) 
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Attachment #2 
CASBl 

AUTHOR: Steinberg (D) 
TITLE: Sustainable Communities Investment Authority 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12/03/2012 
LAST AMEND: 05/0212013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee 

Authorizes certain public entities of a Sustainable Communities Investment Area to form a 
Sustainable Communities Investment Authority to carry out the Community 

SUMMARY: Redevelopment Law. Provides for tax increment funding receipt under certain economic 
development and planning criteria. Establishes prequalification requirements for receipt of 
funding. Requires monitoring and enforcement of prevailing wage requirements within the 

STATUS: 

CASB 11 
AUTHOR: 

area. 
06/1412013 

Pavley (D) 

To ASSEMBLY Committees on HOUSING AND COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT and LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

TITLE: Alternative Fuel: Vehicle Technologies: Funding Program 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

yes 

INTRODUCED: 12/03/2012 
LAST AMEND: 05/28/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Transponation Committee 
HEARING: 07/01/2013 1:30pm, Room 4202 

Provides the State Air Resources Board has no authority regarding publicly available 
hydrogen fueling stations. Requires funding for such stations. Provides loan and grant 

SUMMARY: preferences. Requires hydrogen fueling network loans and grants. Relates to the smog 
abatement fee, the state tire fee, and vehicle registration charge in a specified county. 
Expands the state air quality standards program to fund a broader range of projects. 

STATUS: 
06/1412013 To ASSEMBLY Committees on TRANSPORTATION and NATURAL 

RESOURCES. 

CASB33 
AUTHOR: Wolk(D) 
TITLE: Infrastructure Financing Districts: Voter Approval 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12/0312012 
LAST AMEND: 03/06/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee 
SUMMARY: Revises provisions governing infrastructure financing districts. Eliminates the requirement 

of voter approval for creation of the district and for bond issuance, and authorizes the 
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STATUS: 

CAS864 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Attachment 112 
legislative body to create the district subject to specified procedures. Authorizes the 
creation of such district subject to specified procedures. Authorizes a district to finance 
specified actions and project. Prohibits the district from providing financial assistance to a 
vehicle dealer or big box retailer. 
06/12/2013 From ASSEMBLY Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT: Do pass 

to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. (5-2) 

Corbett (D) 
Global Warming Solutions: Clean Technology Investment 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:O l/10/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/14/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Natural Resources Committee 

Creates the Clean Technology Investment Account within the Greenhouse Gas Reduction 
Fund. Requires appropriations of moneys in the fund or other funds to the account in the 

SUMMARY: Budget Act. Makes such funds available for grants to nonprofit public benefit corporations 
and regional technology alliances to design and implement program that accelerate the 
development, demonstration, and deployment of technologies that would reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions and foster job creation in the state. 

STATUS: 

CASB 110 

06/14/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committees on NATURAL RESOURCES and 
UTD...ITIES AND COMMERCE. 

06/14/2013 

06/14/2013 

From ASSEMBLY Committee on NATURAL RESOURCES with 
author's amendments. 

In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to 
Committee on NATURAL RESOURCES. 

AUTHOR: DeSaulnier (D) 
TITLE: Oakland Bay Bridge Safety Review Task Force 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:OI/14/2013 
LAST AMEND: 06/1112013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Transportation Committee 

Establishes the East Span, San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge Safety Review Task Force 
SUMMARY: to access the anticipated seismic structural performance of the East Span of the bridge by 

conducting a series of specified reviews. 

STATUS: 

CA SB 133 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 
FISCAL 
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06/17/2013 Re-referred to ASSEMBLY Committees on TRANSPORTATION and 
JUDICIARY. 

DeSaulnier (D) 
Redevelopment 
yes 
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COMMITTEE: 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

Attachment #2 

no 

INTRODUCED:O 1/28/2013 
LAST AMEND: 06/10/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee 

Amends the Community Redevelopment Law. Requires a redevelopment agency to 
include additional information relating to any major audit violations, any corrections of 
those violations, and planning and general administrative expenses of the Low and 

SUMMARY: Moderate Income Housing Fund. Authorizes quaJity control reviews by the Controller and 
the publishing of those reviews. Requires audits of such agencies to ensure compliance 
with the law. Relates to funding for housing construction and/or rehabilitation. 

STATUS: 

CASB 142 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

06/1712013 Re-referred to ASSEMBLY Committees on HOUSING AND 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT and LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

DeSaulnier (D) 
Public Transit 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:O 1/30/2013 
LAST AMEND: 05/07/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Transportation Committee 
HEARING: 07/01/2013 I :30 pm, Room 4202 

Repeals existing law providing for creation of one or more special benefit districts within a 
transit or rapid transit district regarding issuance of bonds to be repaid through special 

SUMMARY: assessments levied on property within the special benefit district. Amends district areas. 
Enacts provisions authorizing a transit district, municipal operator, other other public 
agency operating or contracting for the operation of transit, commuter rail, or intercity rail 
service to create one or more special districts. 

STATUS: 
06/10/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committees on TRANSPORTATION and LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT. 

CASB176 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Galgiani (D) 
Administrative Procedures 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02106/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/18120 I 3 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Accountability and Administrative Review Committee 

Requires the Office of Administrative Law to allow electronic submission to the office by 
a state agency of notices required to be published and information required to be submitted 

SUMMARY: pursuant to specified provisions of existing law. Expands the public discussion required 
described in existing law to require a state agency proposing to adopt regulations, prior to 
publication of a notice of proposed adoption, amendment, or repeal, to involve parties that 
would be subject to the regulations in such discussions. 
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06/18/2013 

STATUS: 06/18/2013 

CASB286 
AUTHOR: Yee (D) 

Attachment 112 
From ASSEMBLY Committee on ACCOUNTABILITY AND 
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW with author's amendments. 

In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re·referred to 
Committee on ACCOUNTABILITY AND ADMINISTRATIVE 
REVIEW. 

TITLE: Vehicles: High-Occupancy Vehicle Lanes 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/14/2013 
LAST AMEND: 06/11/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Second Reading File 

Extends the operation of existing law that authorizes the Department of Transportation to 
designate certain lanes for the exclusive use of high-occupancy vehicles, which lanes may 

SUMMARY: also be used by certain low-emission or alternative fuel vehicles not carrying the requisite 
number of passengers otherwise required for the use of an HOV lane. Permits the 
department to issue a valid identifier to a vehicle that meets the state's transitional zero 
emission standard. Repeals and deletes related provisions. 

STATUS: 
06/17/2013 From ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Do pass as 

amended to Committee on APPROPRIATIONS. ( 13-1) 

CASB 328 
AUTHOR: Knight (R) 
TITLE: Counties: Public Works Contracts 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/19/2013 
LAST AMEND: 04/09/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Appropriations Committee 

Authorizes a county to utilize construction manager at-risk construction contracts for the 
erection, construction, alteration, repair, or improvement of any building owned or leased 

SUMMARY: by the county. Provides that a construction manager at-risk contract may be awarded using 
the lowest responsible bidder or the best value method. Requires subcontractors not listed 
as partners, general partners, or association members be awarded certain work by the 
construction manager at-risk. 
06/19/2013 From ASSEMBLY Committee on ACCOUNTABILITY AND 

STATUS: 

CASB 425 
AUTHOR: DeSaulnier (D) 

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW: Do pass to Committee on 
APPROPRIATIONS. ( 12-0) 

TITLE: Public Works: the Public Works Peer Review Act of2013 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY no 
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Attachment 112 
CLAUSE: 
INTRODUCED:02/2 1120 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/07/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Accountability and Administrative Review Committee 

Allows a public agency, principally tasked with administering, planning, developing, and 
SUMMARY: operating a public works project, to establish a specified peer review group. Requires the 

administering agency, if a peer group is established, to draft a charter, published on the 
agency's Internet Web site, related to the duties of the peer review group. 

STATUS: 
06/1712013 To ASSEMBLY Committee on ACCOUNTABll..ITY AND 

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW. 

CASB436 
AUmOR: Jackson (D) 
TITLE: California Environmental Quality Act: Notice 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/21/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/03/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Natural Resources Committee 
HEARING: 06/24/20 13 I :30 pm, Room 447 

Relates to the California Environmental Quality Act. Requires a lead agency to conduct at 
least one public seeping meeting for the specified projects and to provide notice to the 

SUMMARY: specified entities of at least one public seeping meeting. Revises the meeting notice 
requirements to requires the notice be given to a list of specified parties including the State 
Clearinghouse and project applicants. 

STATUS: 06/14/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committee on NAnJRAL RESOURCES. 

CASB454 
AUmOR: Corbett (D) 
TITLE: Public Resources: Electric Vehicle Charging Stations 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02121120 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Transportation Committee 
HEARING: 07/0 l/20 13 l :30 pm, Room 4202 

Creates the Electric Vehicle Charging Stations Open Access Act. Prohibits the charging of 
a subscription fee on persons desiring to use an electric vehicle charging station. Prohibits 

SUMMARY: a requirement for persons to obtain membership in any club, association, or organization as 
a condition of using the station. Requires the total actual charges for the use of a station to 
be disclosed at the point of sale. Requires a provider of certain equipment or a station to 
disclose certain information. 

STATUS: 

CASBS13 
AUmOR: 

BR01307a2·WVS 

06/17/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION. 

Hancock (D) 
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TITLE: Diversion Programs: Sealed Records 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/2l/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 04/01/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Public Safety Committee 
HEARING: 06/25/2013 9:00am, Room 126 

Provides that in any case where a person is arrested and successfully completes a diversion 
program administered by a prosecuting attorney in lieu of filing an accusatory pleading, 

SUMMARY: the person may petition the Superior Court that would have had jurisdiction over the matter 
for an order to seal the records of the arresting agency and related court files and records, 
and the court may issue that order if the court finds that doing so wi II be in furtherance of 

STATUS: 
justice. 
06/14/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committee on PUBLIC SAFETY. 

CASB 557 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Hill (D) 
High-Speed Rail 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/02/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Transportation Committee 
HEARING: 07/0112013 1:30pm, Room 4202 

Relates to existing law that appropriates specified funds from the High Speed Passenger 
Train Bond Fund and from federal funds for high·speed rail and connecting rail projects. 

SUMMARY: Adds detail to provisions governing the expenditure of certain of those appropriated funds. 
Specifies that of the moneys appropriated for early high·speed rail improvement projects in 
the Budget Act of 2012, a specified amount shall be allocated solely for purposes of 
specified memoranda of understanding. 

STATUS: 06/17/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION. 

CASB628 
AUTHOR: Beall (D) 
TITLE: Infrastructure Financing: Transit Priority Projects 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/17/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Local Government Committee 
HEARING: 06/26/2013 1:30pm, Room 444 

Eliminates the requirement of voter approval for the adoption of an infrastructure financing 
SUMMARY: plan, the creation of an infrastructure financing district, and the issuance of bonds with 

respect to a transit priority project. Requires a specified percentage of the revenue for 
increasing, improving, and preserving the supply of lower and moderate-income housing. 
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STATUS: 

CASB731 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

Attachment #2 
Requires a low-income housing replacement ordinance. 
06/1712013 From ASSEMBLY Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT with 

author's amendments. 

06/17/2013 

Steinberg (D) 

In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to 
Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

Environment: California Environmental Quality Act 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/24/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Natural Resources Committee 

Relates to the state environmental quality act. Provides that aesthetic impacts of a 
residential, mixed-use residential, or employment center project within a transit priority 

SUMMARY: area shall not be considered significant impacts on the environment. Requires guidelines 
for thresholds of significance and the transportation and parking impacts to be made 
available to the public. Requires preparation of environmental impact reports. Extends 
tolling agreements for judicial actions and mitigation measures. 

STATUS: 

CASB751 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

06/17/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committees on NATURAL RESOURCES and 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

Yee (D) 
Meetings: Publication of Action Taken 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/17/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Local Government Committee 
HEARING: 06/26/2013 I :30 pm, Room 444 

Amends the Ralph M. Brown Act that requires all meetings of the legislative body of a 
local agency to be open and public and prohibits that body from taking action by secret 

SUMMARY: ballot, whether preliminary of final. Requires that the legislative body of a local agency to 
publicly report any action taken and the vote or abstention of that action of each member 
present for the action. 

STATUS: 

CASB788 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 
FISCAL 

BRD1307a2-wvs 

06/17/2013 From ASSEMBLY Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT with 

06117/2013 

author's amendments. 

In ASSEMBLY. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to 
Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT. 

Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 
Transportation 
yes 
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COMMITTEE: 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

Attachment #2 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 06/10/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Assembly Natural Resources Committee 

Defines the term highway for these exemption purposes under the CEQA. Relates to the 
prepayment of retail sales tax on aircraft jet fuel. Authorizes relinquishment of certain 

SUMMARY: highways. Modifies bikeway provisions. Revises the definition of logging dolly, logging 
vehicle, station wagon, and schoolbus accident. Relates to Olympic and veterans' 
associations license plates. Revises provisions governing commercial driver's licensing. 

STATUS: 

CASB 811 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

06/17/2013 From ASSEMBLY Committee on TRANSPORTATION: Do pass to 
Committee on NATURAL RESOURCES. ( 15·0) 

Lara (D) 
State Highway Route 710 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: yes 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:02/22/20 13 
LAST AMEND: 05/28/20 13 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
COMMITTEE: Assembly Transportation Committee 
HEARING: 07/01/2013 1:30pm, Room 4202 

Imposes various requirements on the Department of Transportation with respect to the 1-
710 expansion project in the County of Los Angeles. Requires the lead agency to consider, 

SUMMARY: within the environmental review process for the process, alternatives to address the air 
quality, public health, and mobility impacts the project will have on neighboring 
communities. Requires the EIR to contain information on investments in mitigation for 
those communities and the Los Angeles River. 

STATUS: 

CASCA3 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

06/17/2013 To ASSEMBLY Committees on TRANSPORTATION and NATURAL 
RESOURCES. 

Leno (D) 
Taxation: Educational Entities: Parcel Tax 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12/03/20 I 2 
LAST AMEND: 05/21/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Rules Committee 

SUMMARY: 

STATUS: 

BRD1307a2·WVS 

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to condition the imposition, extension, or 
increase of a parcel tax by a school district, community college district, or county office of 
education upon the approval of voters if the proposition meets specified requirements. 
06/18/2013 From SENATE Committee on ELECTIONS AND CONST. 

AMENDMENTS: Be adopted to Committee on RULES. (3·0) 
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CASCA4 

AUTHOR: Liu (D) 
TITLE: Local Government Transportation Project: Voter Approval 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12103/2012 
LAST AMEND: 05/21/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to provide the imposition, extension, or 
increase of a special tax by a local government for the purpose of providing funding for 

SUMMARY: local transportation projects requires the approval of a related proposition that includes 
cenain requirements. Prohibits the local government from expending any revenues derived 
from a special transportation tax approved by the voters at any time prior to the completion 
of a identified capital project funded by specified revenues. 

STATUS: 

CASCA8 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

05/29/20 13 Re-referred to SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND 
HOUSING. 

Corbett (D) 
Transportation Projects: Special Taxes: Voter Approval 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 12114/2012 
LAST AMEND: 05/2112013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee 

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to provide that the imposition, extension, or 
SUMMARY: increase of a special tax by a local government for the purpose of providing funding for 

transportation projects requires the approval of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition, 
if the proposition includes certain requirements. 

STATUS: 

CASCA 9 
AUTHOR: 
TITLE: 

05/29/2013 Re-referred to SENATE Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND 
HOUSING. 

Corbett (D) 
Local Government: Economic Development: Special Taxes 

FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED: 1211812012 
LAST AMEND: 05/21/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Rules Committee 

SUMMARY: 

BRD1307a2·wvs 

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to provide that the imposition, extension, or 
increase of a special tax by a local government for the purpose of providing funding for 
community and economic development projects requires the approval of a specified 
percentage of its voters voting on the proposition, if the proposition contains specified 
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STATUS: 

CASCA 11 
AUTHOR: 

requirements. 
06/18/2013 

Hancock (D) 

Attachment #2 

From SENATE Committee on ELECTIONS AND CONST. 
AMENDMENTS: Be adopted to Committee on RULES. (3-0) 

TITLE: Local Government: Special Taxes: Voter Approval 
FISCAL 
COMMITTEE: no 
URGENCY 
CLAUSE: 

no 

INTRODUCED:O 1/25/2013 
LAST AMEND: 05/21/2013 
DISPOSITION: Pending 
LOCATION: Senate Rules Committee 

Proposes an amendment to the Constitution to condition the imposition, extension, or 
SUMMARY: increase of a special tax by a local government upon the approval of 55% of the voters 

voting on the proposition, if the proposition proposing the tax contains specified 
requirements. 

STATUS: 
06/18/2013 

BRD1307a2·WVS 

From SENATE Committee on ELECTIONS AND CON ST. 
AMENDMENTS: Be adopted to Committee on RULES. (3~0) 
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VAN SC~lYOC 
A 8 S 0 C 1 A T E 8 

TO: Ray Wolfe 
FROM: Steve Palmer, Jackie Schmitz, and David Haines 

May31,2013 DATE: 
SUBJECT: Status of Environmental Streamlining Provisions in MAP-21 

This memo is intended to provide an overview of the status of key environmental streamlining 
and project expediting provisions included in MAP-21 to give a full picture of DOT's 
implementation work. 

Overview of DOT's Implementation Progress 

The Department of Transportation has developed a 42-part action plan to implement the full 
requirements of Subtitle C of MAP-21, regarding the acceleration of project delivery. As of 
March 27, 2013, five of the 42 actions had been completed, 34 actions are underway, and three 
actions are not yet underway. For the major provisions that require rulemakings, they will not 
be in effect until the rulemaking process is complete. 

The five completed actions include completing rulemaking on the use of categorical exclusions 
after a disaster or other emergency; issuing question and answer guidance on innovations to 
improve project delivery; conducting a survey and report to Congress on the use of categorical 
exclusions; completing interim guidance on accelerated decision making for environmental 
reviews; and publishing an initial report to Congress on the status of environmental studies. 

Status of Key Project Expediting Provisions 

NEPA delegation 

Summary: The bill makes permanent the ability of the Secretary to delegate NEPA 
authority to States, and removes the limitation that only five States may receive this 
authority. This authority is expanded to transit, rail, and multi-modal projects, but 
provides the option for transit agencies to request a waiver to the Secretary. The bill 
does not allow for reciprocity between NEPA and State environmental processes. 

Status: FHW A is required to do a rulemaking to implement this provision by the end of 
June, 2013. FHWA will not meet this deadline, and is anticipating a final rule by the end 
of September, 2013. There will also be guidance issued, for which there is not a current 
timeframe. 

BRD1307a3-wvs 
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Advance Acquisition of Real Property Interests 

Summary: Right-of-way can be acquired prior to the completion of NEP A, provided that 
it does not have an adverse environmental impact, limit the choice of alternatives, or 
prevent the lead agency from making impartial decisions. The land cannot be 
developed prior to the completion of NEPA, and if the land is purchased with federal 
funds and is not used for a federal transportation projects, the State will refund FHW A 
from its apportionments. 

Status: FHW A is in the early stages of drafting both guidance and a proposed 
rulemaking to implement this provision. It anticipated a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking will be issued in October of 2013. 

Letting of Contracts 

Summary: State DOTs can award a two-phase contract to a construction manager or 
general contractor for preconstruction and construction services, and this may be done 
prior to the completion of NEPA. 

Status: FHW A is currently drafting a proposed rulemaking to implement this provision. 
FHWA anticipates a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking will be issued in August of 2013. 

Innovative Project Delivery 

Summary: For projects funded under the National Highway Performance Program, the 
Surface Transportation Program, and the Metropolitan Planning Program, the State may 
choose a 100 percent federal share for projects with activities that speed construction and 
project delivery, including 3-D modeling technology. The Secretary must approve 
activities to qualify and the federal share increase can only equal up to 5 percent of the 
project cost. The State may only apply this increased share for ten percent of the total 
funds in the three affected programs. 

Status: This provision is in effect and DOT completed guidance as part of its "Q&A" 
documentation in October of 2012. 

Efficient Environmental Reviews for Project Decision-making 

Summary: This section of the bill allows DOT to use programmatic approaches to 
environmental reviews, in order to minimize repeated discussions of the same topic. It 
also allows DOT to select a single DOT modal agency to serve as lead agency for 
environmental review of projects where multiple modes are involved. The provision 
also requires concurrence of participating agencies for environmental review schedules 
developed by DOT. 
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Status: FHWA is required by law to undertake a rulemaking to implement this section, 
and also plans to create three separate guidance documents. FHW A is still determining 
whether the rulemaking should be a standalone rule, or incorporated into a broader 
rulemaking. At this time, FHW A anticipates a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking will not 
be issued until June of 2014. There is no scheduled timeframe for the three guidance 
documents, but they are each in various stages of drafting and review. 

Accelerated Decision-making 

Summary: The bill includes new environmental dispute resolution authority for the 
Secretary. It also includes financial penalties for any agency that does not approve 
permits or licenses within a certain period of time. 

Status: This section requires that DOT report to Congress every 120 days on major 
projects that require a financial plan-DOT has implemented this and issued its first 
report in February of 2013. DOT also plans to issue guidance on dispute resolutions
this guidance has been drafted and is currently in review. Finally, DOT may also issue a 
formal rule on dispute resolution. This rule may be packaged with the rulemaking 
noted in the previous section on Efficient Environmental Reviews, with an estimated 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking being issued in June of 2014. 

Limitations on Claims 

Summary: The bill shortens the window when legal disputes may be brought against a 
project from 180 days to 150 days. 

Status: FHW A will issue a rulemaking, which may be part of the previously noted 
broader package of rulemaking with an estimated Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
planned for June of 2014. There will also be guidance issued, for which there is not a 
current timeframe. 

Acceleration of Completion of Complex Projects 

Summary: The bill requires the Secretary to complete complex projects within four 
years, and includes financial penalties for a failure to meet this deadline. 

Status: FHW A will issue a rulemaking, which may be part of the previously noted 
broader package of rulemaking with an estimated Notice of Proposed Rulemaking being 
issued in June of 2014. There will also be guidance issued, for which there is not a 
current timeframe. 

Categorical Exclusions for Projects 
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Summary: The bill would categorically exclude from NEP A a number of types of 
projects, including: projects within the operational right-of-way, those impacted by 
emergencies and disasters, projects with less than $5 million in federal funds, and 
projects with total project costs of less than $30 million with less than 15 percent 
federally funded. 

Status: FHWA completed rulemaking in February of 2013 on creating CEs for projects 
impacted by emergencies or disasters. FHWA was required to create CEs for projects 
operating within the right-of way and projects with limited federal assistance by the end 
of March 2013; in February of 2013 they issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on 
these new CEs and do not have an estimated timeframe for the final rule. 

Survey of Categorical Exclusions 

Summary: The Secretary is directed to consult with transportation and transit agencies 
at all levels to make recommendations on new activities to be categorically excluded. 

Status: FHWA conducted a review of how existing CEsare used and solicited 
suggestions for new CEs, completing their report in December of 2012. FHW A was 
required to issue a notice of proposed rulemaking by January of 2013, but is behind 
schedule and estimates an NPRM will be issued in August of 2013. 

Accelerated Decision-making in Environmental Reviews 

Summary: This provision allows for the use of errata sheets to correct minor errors in 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement, rather than necessitating the rewriting of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. It also calls for the consolidation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement and the Record of Decision when possible. 

Status: FHWA and FTA completed joint guidance on this topic in January of 2014. 
FHW A may issue a rulemaking, which may be part of the previously noted broader 
package of rulemaking with an estimated Notice of Proposed Rulemaking being issued 
in June of 2014. 
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AUrnlNTlCAtlO~ U.A. C.OVIINMtNT 
INf'DaMI\TtoH 

CPO 

113TH CONGRESS 
1ST SESSION 

Attachment 1/4 

H.R. 2084 
To establish the American Infrastructure Fund, to provide bond guarantees 

and make loans to States, local governments, and non-profit infrastruc
ture providers for investments in certain infrastructure projects, and 
to provide equity investments in such projects, and for other purposes. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

MAY 22,2013 

Mr. DELANEY (for himself, Mr. BARR, Mr. BERA of California, Mr. CARNEY, 
Mr. COLE, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. RoDNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. GARCIA, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KIND, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, 
Mr. MESSER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. PETERS of Cali
fornia, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. POLIS, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. SINEMA, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. YOHO) introduced the following bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc
ture, and in addition to the Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consider
ation of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned 

A BILL 
To establish the American Infrastructure Fund, to provide 

bond guarantees and make loans to States, local govern

ments, and non-profit infrastructure providers for invest

ments in certain infrastructure projects, and to provide 

equity investments in such projects, and for other pur

poses. 
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1 Be it enacted by tlte Senate and House of Representa-

2 tives of tlte United States of Amm-ica in Congress assembled, 

3 SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

4 This Act may be cited as the "Partnership to Build 

5 America Act of 2013''. 

6 SEC. 2. AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE FUND. 

7 (a) AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE FUND.-

8 (1) IN GENERAL.-There is established a wholly 

9 owned Government corporation to be called the 

10 American Infrastructure Fund ("AIF")-

11 (A) which shall be headed by the Board of 

12 Trustees established under subsection (b); 

13 (B) which may have separate sub-accounts 

14 or subsidiaries for funds used to make loans, 

15 bond guarantees, and equity investments under 

16 this section and funds used to make bond guar-

17 antees under this section; 

18 (C) which shall be available to the AIF to 

19 pay for the costs of carrying out this section, 

20 including the compensation of the Board and 

21 other employees of the AIF; and 

22 (D) the funds of which may be invested by 

23 the Board in such manner as the Board deter-

24 mines appropriate. 
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1 (2) DEPOSITS TO AJF.-All funds received from 

2 bond issuances, loan payments, bond guarantee fees, 

3 and any other funds received in carrying out this 

4 section shall be held by AIF. 

5 (3) LIMITATIONS.-The charter of the AIF 

6 shall limit its activities to those activities described 

7 as the mission of the Board under subsection (b)(2). 

8 (4) 0VERSIGHT.-The AJF shall register with 

9 the Securities and Exchange Commission and the 

10 Secretary shall report to Congress annually as to 

11 whether the AIF is fulfilling the mission of the 

12 Board under subsection (b)(2). 

13 (5) TREATMENT OF AIF.- Title 31, United 

14 States Code, is amended in each of sections 

15 9107(c)(3) and 9108(d)(2)-

16 (A) by inserting "the American Infrastruc-

17 ture Fund,'' after ''the Regional Banks for Co-

18 operatives,"; and 

19 (B) by striking "those banks" and insert-

20 ing "those entities". 

21 (b) BOARD OF TRUSTEES.-

22 ( 1) IN GENERAL.-There is established a Board 

23 of Trustees of the AIF (the "Board"), which shall 

24 be composed of 11 members, of which at least 4 

25 must be risk management experts, as certified by 
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1 the Board, having substantial expenence m bond 

2 guarantees or municipal credit. 

3 (2) MISSION.-The Mission of the Board is-

4 (A) to operate the AIF and its subsidiaries 

5 to be a low cost provider of bond guarantees, 

6 loans, and equity investments to State and local 

7 governments and non-profit infrastructure pro-

8 viders for both urban and rural non-profit in-

9 frastructure projects that provide a positive eco-

1 0 nomic impact and to meet such other standards 

11 as the Board may develop; 

12 (B) to operate the AIF in a self-sustaining 

13 manner so as to allow the AIF to repay its in-

14 frastructure bonds when due; 

15 (C) to not have a profit motive, but seek 

16 at all times to pursue its mission of providing 

17 low cost bond guarantees and loans while cov-

18 ering its costs, reserves as may be needed, and 

19 applying prudent underwriting standards; 

20 (D) to only consider projects put forth by 

21 State and local governments and not to seek 

22 projects directly; 

23 (E) to at all times make clear that no tax-

24 payer money supports the AIF or ever will; and 
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

5 

(F) to engage in no other activities other 

than those permitted under this section. 

( 3) MEMBERSHIP.-

(A) PRESIDENTIALLY-APPOINTED MEM

BERS.-Except as provided under subparagraph 

(C), 4 members of the Board shall be appointed 

by the President, by and with the advice and 

consent of the Senate, and serve for a term of 

7 years. 

(B) ADDITIONAL MEMBERS.-Except as 

provided under subparagraph (C), 7 members 

of the Board shall be appointed by the current 

members of the Board appointed pursuant to 

this subparagraph or subparagraph (C)(ii), and 

serve for a term of 7 years. 

(C) INITIAL MEMBERS.-The Board shall 

initially consist of the following members, who 

shall be appointed not later than the end of the 

60-day period beginning on the date that bonds 

are issued under subsection (e): 

•HR 2084 m 

(i) Four members, appointed by the 

President, by and with the advice and con

sent of the Senate. 

(ii) Seven additional members, ap

pointed one each by the seven entities pur-
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chasing the largest amount of bonds (by 

aggregate face amount of bonds pur

chased) under subsection (e). 

(D) STAGGERED TERMS.-The members of 

the Board shall serve staggered terms, with 2 

each of the initial members of the Board serv

ing for terms of 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 years, respec

tively, and the initial Chair selected under sub

paragraph (E) serving for 9 years. The decision 

of which Board members, other than the Chair, 

serve for which initial terms shall be made by 

the members of the Board drawing lots. 

(E) CHAIR.-The members of the Board 

shall choose 1 member to serve as the Chair of 

the Board for a term of 7 years, except that the 

initial Chair shall serve for a term of 7 years, 

as described under subparagraph (D). 

(F) VACANCIES.-Any member of the 

Board appointed to fill a vacancy occurring be

fore the expiration of the term to which that 

member's predecessor was appointed shall be 

appointed only for the remainder of the term. 

(G) CONTINUATION OF SERVICE.-Each 

member of the Board may continue to serve 

after the e}.-piration of the term of office to 
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1 which that member was appointed until a suc-

2 cessor has been appointed. 

3 (H) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.-No mem-

4 her of the Board may have a financial interest 

5 in, or be employed by, a Qualified Infrastruc-

6 ture Project ("QIP") related to assistance pro-

7 vided under this section or any entity that has 

8 purchased bonds under subsection (e). Owning 

9 municipal credit of any State or local govern-

10 ment or owning the securities of a diversified 

11 company that engages in infrastructure activi-

12 ties, provided those activities constitute less 

13 than 20 percent of the company's revenues, or 

14 investing in broadly held investment funds shall 

15 not be deemed to create a conflict of interest. 

16 The Board may issue regulations to define 

17 terms used under this subparagraph. 

18 ( 4) COMPENSATION .-The members of the 

19 Board shall be compensated at an amount to be set 

20 by the Board, but under no circumstances may such 

21 compensation be higher than the rate prescribed for 

22 level IV of the Executive Schedule under section 

23 5315 of title 5, United States Code. 

24 (5) STAFF.-The Board shall employ and set 

25 compensation for such staff as the Board determines 
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1 as is necessary to carry out the activities and mis-

2 sion of the AIF, and such staff may be paid without 

3 regard to the provisions of chapter 51 and sub-

4 chapter III of chapter 53, United States Code, relat-

5 ing to classification and General Schedule pay rates. 

6 ( 6) PROCEDURES.-The Board shall establish 

7 such procedures as are necessary to carry out this 

8 section. 

9 (7) CORPORATE GOVERNANCE STANDARDS.-

10 (A) BOARD COMMITTEES GENERALLY.-

11 The Board shall maintain all of the committees 

12 required to be maintained by the board of direc-

13 tors of an issuer listed on the New York Stock 

14 Exchange as of the date of the enactment of 

15 this section. 

16 (B) RISK MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE.-The 

17 Board shall maintain a risk management com-

18 mittee, which shall-

19 (i) consist of 4 members of the Board, 

20 with the initial 4 members consisting of 2 

21 members appointed under paragraph 

22 (3)(C)(i) and 2 members appointed under 

23 paragraph (3)(C)(ii); 

24 (ii) employ additional staff who are 

25 certified by the Board as having significant 
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1 and relevant expenence m msurance un-

2 derwriting and credit risk management; 

3 and 

4 (iii) establish the risk management 

5 policies used by the Board. 

6 (C) STANDARDS.-The Board shall, to the 

7 extent practicable, follow all standards with re-

8 spect to corporate governance that are required 

9 to be followed by the board of directors of an 

10 issuer listed on the New York Stock Exchange 

11 as of the date of the enactment of this section. 

12 (c) INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT.-

13 {1) IN GENERAL.-The AIF shall provide bond 

14 guarantees to debt issued by State and local govern-

IS ments and non-profit infrastructure providers, make 

16 loans to States, local governments, and non-profit 

17 infrastructure providers, and make equity invest-

18 ments in projects sponsored by State and local gov-

19 en1ments and non-profit infrastructure provider to 

20 help Qualified Infrastructure Projects ("QIPs"). 

21 The AIF may not make any loans or provide bond 

22 guaranties to for-profit entities. 

23 (2) QUALIFIED INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS.-

24 A project qualifies as a QIP under this section if-
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(A) the project involves the construction, 

maintenance, improvement, or repair of a trans

portation, energy, water, communications, or 

educational facility; and 

(B) the recipient of bond guarantees, 

loans, equity investments, or any other financ

ing technique authorized under this Act pro

vides written assurances prescribed by the AIF 

that the project will be performed in compliance 

with the requirements of all Federal laws that 

would otherwise apply to similar projects to 

which the United States is a party. 

(3) APPLICATION FOR ASSISTANCE.-

(A) IN GENERAL.-A State or local gov

ernment that wishes to receive a loan or bond 

guarantee under this section shall submit an 

application to the Board in such form and man

ner and containing such information as the 

Board may require. 

(B) REQUIREMENT FOR NON-PROFIT IN

FRASTRUCTURE PROVIDERS TO APPLY 

TlillOUGH STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.-A 

non-profit infrastructure provider may only re

ceive a bond guarantee, loan, or equity invest

ment under this section if the State or local 
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government for the jurisdiction in which the 

non-profit infrastructure provider is located 

submits an application pursuant to subpara

graph (A) on behalf of such non-profit infra

structure provider. 

( 4) LIMITATIONS ON SINGLE STATE AWARDS.-

(A) .ANNUAL LIMITATION .-The Board 

shall set an annual limit, as a percentage of 

total assistance provided under this section dur

ing a year, on the amount of assistance a single 

State (including local governments and other 

non-profit infrastructure providers within such 

State) may receive in assistance provided under 

this section. 

(B) CUMULATIVE LIMITATION .-The 

16 Board shall set a limit, as a percentage of total 

17 assistance provided under this section out-

18 standing at any one time, on the amount of as-

19 sistance a single State (including local govern-

20 ments and other non-profit infrastructure pro-

21 viders within such State) may receive in assist-

22 ance provided under this section. 

23 (5) LOAN SPECIFICATIONS.-Loans made under 

24 this section shall have such maturity and carry such 

25 interest rate as the Board determines appropriate. 
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1 (6) BOND GUARANTEE.-The Board shall 

2 charge such fees for Bond guarantees made under 

3 this section as the Board determines appropriate. 

4 (7) EQUITY INVESTMENTS.-With respect to a 

5 QIP, the amount of an equity investment made by 

6 the AIF in such QIP may not exceed 20 percent of 

7 the total cost of the QIP. 

8 (8) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP REQUIRE-

9 MENTS.-At least 25 percent of the assistance pro-

1 0 vided under this section shall be provided to QIPs 

11 for which at least 20 percent of the financing for 

12 such QIPs comes from private debt or equity. 

13 (9) PROHIBITION ON PRINCIPAL FORGIVE-

14 NESS.- With respect to a loan made under this sec-

15 tion, the Board may not forgive any amount of prin-

16 cipal on such loan. 

17 (d) AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE BONDS.-

18 ( 1) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary shall, not 

19 later than the end of the 90-day period following the 

20 date of the enactment of this section and acting 

21 through the AIF, issue bonds, to be called "Amer-

22 ican Infrastructure Bonds", the proceeds from which 

23 shall be deposited into the AIF. 

24 (2) FORMS AND DENOMINATIONS; INTEREST.-

25 American Infrastructure Bonds shall-
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1 (A) be in such forms and denominations as 

2 determined by the Secretary, and shall have a 

3 50-year maturity; and 

4 (B) bear interest of 1 percent. 

5 (3) No FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.-Interest 

6 and principal payments paid to holders of American 

7 Infrastructure Bonds shall be paid from the AIF, to 

8 the e:A'tent funds are available, and shall not be 

9 backed by the full faith and credit of the United 

10 States. 

11 ( 4) AMOUNT OF BONDS.-The aggregate face 

12 amount of the bonds issued under this subsection 

13 shall be $50,000,000,000. 

14 (5) SALE OF AMERICAN INFRASTRUCTURE 

15 BONDS.-

16 (A) COMPETITIVE BIDDING PROCESS.-

17 The Secretary shall sell the $50,000,000,000 of 

18 American Infrastructure Bonds-

19 (i) through a competitive bidding 

20 process that encourages aggressive bidding; 

21 (ii) in a manner so as to ensure that 

22 there are at least 7 different un-affiliated 

23 purchasers; and 

24 (iii) with prospective purchasers bid-

25 ding on how low of a multiplier they will 
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1 accept (for purposes of subsection (b)(1) of 

2 section 966 of the Internal Revenue Code 

3 of 1986) when purchasing the American 

4 Infrastructure Bonds, for purposes of ap-

5 plying the foreign earnings exclusion de-

6 scribed under that section. 

7 (B) LIMITATION.-The multiplier de-

8 scribed under subparagraph (A)(iii) may not be 

9 greater than 6. 

10 ( 6) REIMBURSEMENT OF COSTS.-The Board 

11 shall repay the Secretary, from funds in the AIF, for 

12 the costs to the Secretary in carrying out this sub-

13 section. 

14 (e) ADDITIONAL BONDS.-

15 (1) IN GENERAL.-The Board may issue such 

16 other bonds as the Board determines appropriate, 

17 the proceeds from which shall be deposited into the 

18 AIF. 

19 (2) No FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.-Interest 

20 and principal payments paid to holders of bonds 

21 issued pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be paid from 

22 the AIF, to the extent funds are available, and shall 

23 not be backed by the full faith and credit of the 

24 United States. 

25 (f) DEFI~TITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
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1 (1) BOND GUARANTEE.-The term "bond guar-

2 antee" has the meaning given the term "loan guar-

3 antee" under section 502 of the Federal Credit Re-

4 form Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a). 

5 (2) CosT.-With respect to a loan or a bond 

6 guarantee, the term "cost" has the meaning given 

7 such term under section 502 of the Federal Credit 

8 Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a). 

9 (3) NON-PROFIT INFRASTRUCTURE PR0-

10 VIDER.-The term "non-profit infrastructure pro-

11 vider" means a non-profit entity that seeks to fi-

12 nance a QIP. 

13 ( 4) LOAN.-The term "loan" has the meaning 

14 given the term "direct loan" under section 502 of 

15 the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 

16 661a). 

17 (5) SECRETARY.-The term "Secretary" means 

18 the Secretary of the Treasury. 

19 (6) STATE.-The term "State" means each of 

20 the several States, the District of Columbia, any ter-

21 ritory or possession of the United States, and each 

22 federally recognized Indian tribe. 
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1 SEC. 3. FOREIGN EARNINGS EXCLUSION FOR PURCHASE OF 

2 INFRASTRUCTURE BONDS. 

3 (a) IN GENERAL.-Subpart F of part III of sub· 

4 chapter N of chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 

5 1986 is amended by adding at the end the following new 

6 section: 

7 "SEC. 966. FOREIGN EARNINGS EXCLUSION FOR PURCHASE 

8 OF INFRASTRUCTURE BONDS. 

9 "(a) EXCLUSION.-In the case of a corporation which 

10 is a United States shareholder and for which the election 

11 under this section is in effect for the taxable year, gross 

12 income does not include an amount equal to the qualified 

13 cash dividend amount. 

14 "(b) QUALIFIED CASH DIVIDEND AMOUNT.-For 

15 purposes of this section, the term 'qualified cash dividend 

16 amount' means an amount of the cash dividends which 

17 are received during a taxable year by such shareholder 

18 from controlled foreign corporations equal to-

19 "(1) the multiplier determined under section 

20 2(d)(5) of the Partnership to Build America Act of 

21 2013 for such shareholder, multiplied by 

22 "(2) the face amount of qualified infrastructure 

23 bonds acquired at its original issue (directly or 

24 through an underwriter) by such shareholder. 

25 "(c) LIMITATIONS.-
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1 "(1) IN GENERAL.-The amount of dividends 

2 taken into account under subsection (a) for a tax-

3 able year shall not exceed the lesser of.-

4 "(A) the cash dividends received by the 

5 taxpayer for such taxable year, or 

6 "(B) the amount shown on the applicable 

7 financial statement as earnings permanently re-

8 invested outside the United States. 

9 "(2) DIVIDENDS MUST BE EXTRAORDINARY.-

10 The amount of dividends taken into account under 

11 subsection (a) shall not exceed the excess (if any) 

12 of-

13 "(A) the cash dividends received during 

14 the taxable year by such shareholder from con-

15 trolled foreign corporations, over 

16 "(B) the annual average for the base pe-

17 riod years of the cash dividends received during 

18 each base period year by such shareholder from 

19 controlled foreign corporations. 

20 "(3) REDUCTION OF BENEFIT IF INCREASE IN 

21 RELATED PARTY INDEBTEDNESS.-The amount of 

22 dividends which would (but for this paragraph) be 

23 taken into account under subsection (a) shall be re-

24 duced by the excess (if any) of-
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1 "(A) the amount of indebtedness of the 

2 controlled foreign corporation to any related 

3 person (as defined in section 954(d)(3)) as of 

4 the close of the taxable year for which the elec-

5 tion under this section is in effect7 over 

6 "(B) the amount of indebtedness of the 

7 controlled foreign corporation to any related 

8 person (as so defined) as of the close of the pre-

9 ceding taxable year. 

10 All controlled foreign corporations with respect to 

11 which the ta.A-payer is a United States shareholder 

12 shall be treated as 1 controlled foreign corporation 

13 for purposes of this subsection. The Secretary may 

14 prescribe such regulations as may be necessary or 

15 appropriate to prevent the avoidance of the purposes 

16 of this subsection7 including regulations which pro-

17 vide that cash dividends shall not be taken into ac-

18 count under subsection (a) to the extent such divi-

19 dends are attributable to the direct or indirect trans-

20 fer (including through the use of intervening entities 

21 or capital contributions) of cash or other property 

22 from a related person (as so defined) to a controlled 

23 foreign corporation. 

24 "(d) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.-For pur-

25 poses of this section-
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1 "(1) QUALIFIED INFRASTRUCTURE BONDS.-

2 The term 'qualified infrastructure bond' means a 

3 bond issued under section 2(d) of the Partnership to 

4 Build America Act of 2013. 

5 "(2) APPLICABLE FINANCIAL STATEMENT.-

6 The term 'applicable financial statement' means, 

7 with respect to a taxable year-

S "(A) with respect to a United States 

9 shareholder which is required to file a financial 

10 statement with the Securities and Exchange 

11 Commission (or which is included in such a 

12 statement so filed by another person), the most 

13 recent audited annual financial statement (in-

14 eluding the notes which form an integral part 

15 of such statement) of such shareholder (or 

16 which includes such shareholder)-

17 "(i) which was so filed for such tax-

18 able year, and 

19 "(ii) which is certified as being pre-

20 pared in accordance with generally accept-

21 ed accounting principles, and 

22 ''(B) with respect to any other United 

23 States shareholder, the most recent audited fi-

24 nancial statement (including the notes which 

25 form an integral part of such statement) of 
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such shareholder (or which includes such share

holder)-

"(i) which is certified as being pre

pared in accordance with generally accept

ed accounting principles, and 

"(ii) which is used for the purposes of 

a statement or report

"(!) to creditors, 

"(II) to shareholders, or 

"(III) for any other substantial 

nontax purpose. 

"(3) BASE PERIOD YEARS.-

'' (A) IN GENERAL.-The base period years 

are the 3 taxable years-

•HR 2084 IH 

"(i) which are among the 5 most re

cent preceding taxable years ending before 

the taxable year, and 

"(ii) which are determined by dis

regarding-

"(I) 1 taxable year for which the 

amount described m subsection 

(c)(2)(B) is the largest, and 

"(II) 1 taxable year for which 

such amount is the smallest. 
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"(B) SHORTER PERIOD.- If the taxpayer 

has fewer than 5 taxable years ending before 

the taxable year, then in lieu of applying sub

paragraph (A), the base period years shall in

clude all the taxable years of the taxpayer end

ing before such taxable year. 
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"(C) MERGERS, ACQUISITIONS, ETC.-

" (i) IN GENERAL.- Rules similar to 

the rules of subparagraphs (A) and (B) of 

section 41{f){3) shall apply for purposes of 

this paragraph. 

"(ii) SPIN-OFFS, ETC.- If there is a 

distribution to which section 355 (or so 

much of section 356 as relates to section 

355) applies during the 5-year period re

ferred to in subparagraph (A)(i) and the 

controlled corporation (within the meaning 

of section 355) is a United States share

holder-

"(I) the controlled corporation 

shall be treated as being in existence 

during the period that the distributing 

corporation (within the meaning of 

section 355) is in existence, and 
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1 "(II) for purposes of applying 

2 subsection (c)(2) to the controlled cor-

3 poration and the distributing corpora-

4 tion, amounts described in subsection 

5 (c)(2)(B) which are received or includ-

6 ible by the distributing corporation or 

7 controlled corporation (as the case 

8 may be) before the distribution re-

9 ferred to in subclause (I) from a con-

1 0 trolled foreign corporation shall be al-

11 located between such corporations in 

12 proportion to their respective interests 

13 as United States shareholders of such 

14 controlled foreign corporation Imme-

15 diately after such distribution. 

16 Subclause (II) shall not apply if neither 

17 the controlled corporation nor the distrib-

18 uting corporation is a United States share-

19 holder of such controlled foreign corpora-

20 tion inm1ediately after such distribution. 

21 "(4) DIVIDEND.-The term 'dividend' shall not 

22 include amounts includible in gross income as a divi-

23 dend under section 78, 367, or 1248. In the case of 

24 a liquidation under section 332 to which section 

25 367 (b) applies, the preceding sentence shall not 
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1 apply to the extent the United States shareholder 

2 actually receives cash as part of the liquidation. 

3 "(5) COORDINATION WITH DIVIDEND RECEIVED 

4 DEDUCTION.-No deduction shall be allowed under 

5 section 243 or 245 for any dividend which is ex-

6 eluded from income by subsection (a). 

7 "(6) CONTROLLED GROUPS.-All United States 

8 shareholders which are members of an affiliated 

9 group filing a consolidated return under section 

10 1501 shall be treated as one United States share-

11 holder. 

12 "(7) REPORTING.-The Secretary shall require 

13 by regulation or other guidance the reporting of 

14 such information as the Secretary may require to 

15 carry out this section. 

16 "(e) DENIAL OF FOREIGN TAX CREDIT; DENIAL OF 

17 CERTAIN EXPENSES.-

18 "(1) FOREIGN TAX CREDIT.-

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

"(A) IN GENERAL.-No credit shall be al

lowed under section 901 for any taxes paid or 

accrued (or treated as paid or accrued) with re

spect to the excluded portion of any dividend. 

"(B) DENill.J OF DEDUCTION OF RELATED 

TAX.-No deduction shall be allowed under this 
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1 chapter for any tax for which credit is not al-

2 lowable by reason of the preceding sentence. 

3 "(2) EXPENSES.-No deduction shall be al-

4 lowed for expenses directly allocable to the exclud-

5 able portion described in paragraph (1). 

6 "(3) EXCLUDABLE PORTION.-For purposes of 

7 paragraph (1), unless the taxpayer otherwise speci-

8 fies, the excludable portion of any dividend or other 

9 amount is the amount which bears the same ratio to 

10 the amount of such dividend or other amount as the 

11 amount excluded from income under subsection (a) 

12 for the taxable year bears to the amount described 

13 in subsection (c)(2)(A) for such year. 

14 "(4) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 78.-Sec-

15 tion 78 shall not apply to any tax which is not allow-

16 able as a credit under section 901 by reason of this 

17 subsection. 

18 "(f) ELECTION To HAVE SECTION APPLY.-A tax-

19 payer may elect to have this section apply for any taxable 

20 year.". 

21 (b) CLERICAL Al\ml\T))MENT.-The table of sections 

22 for subpart F of part III of subchapter N of chapter 1 

23 of such Code is amended by adding at the end the fol-

24 lowing new item: 

"Sec. 966. Foreign earnings exclusion for purchase of infrnstmcture bonds.''. 
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1 (c) EI•~FE('TIVE DA'l'E.- rrhe amendments made by 

2 this section shall apply to dividends received for tcLxHhle 

3 years ending after the date of the cmtctmeut of this Act. 

0 
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AUTfiiNnCATlD~ \,lS. GOV(RNMtNf 
IHPDIIMATIQN 

GPO 

.... 

11Wt'll t'O~OHE~S 
lHT HEHHION 

Attachment 115 

H.R. 974 
To ameud titles ~a mul 4H, l' nitL•tl HtatL•s Curle, to t•stuhlish nutional polit•ies 

and p1·ng-rums to strenhrtlwn f•·c•ight-•·elatt•tl infrustrtH'htn~, nml fm· other 
purposes. 

IN 'filE IIOURE OF HEPH.ERENTA'fiVES 

MAR('II :l, 2tll:1 

Mr. HIHEH (I'm· himself, :\Jr. ~:\IITII of Wushin1,rf.nn, ~h. BLPM!oJNAPEH, :vis . 
11.\IIN, ;.\1s. llHO\YN nf Florida, and :\'Irs. ~APOI. .. IT.\NO) iutrnchn•ed tlw 
following hill; whi,·h was J't•ti.•ITt•tl to the Committee on T1·Hnspm·tatiun 
ami lnfl'llstnwtnr<' 

A BILL 
'fo amem.J titles 28 ami 4H, United Rtatcs Code, to cstahlish 

Hational polil'ies mtu programs to strcngtlwn freight-•·c

Iatcu infmstnwtnre, and for other pm·poses. 

I Be it enacted by the Renate aml /louse ,~,. Repre.o.;en.ta-

2 fives '~{the Un-ited States fd'ilmericfl iu Couyress assembled, 

3 SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

4 (a) SnoHT TI'l'l..E.-This Act may he cited as the 

5 "1\Iultimudal Opportunities Via Enhanced Fn•ight Act of 

6 20ta" or the ''1\IOVE Freight Aet of 201a''. 

7 (h) rr.ABLE o:r~ CO~'l'I<~X'fH.-The tahle of conteuts fm· 

8 this Act is as follows: 

BRD1307a5-wvs 
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St•t·. 1. Hhort til It•; table of c•tmh•nt.o.;. 
Ht•t•. 2. PimliuJ.,rs. 

TI'rLE 1-XATION..~U. A .. 'ID HTA'rE l<~REIGIIT POLICY A .. '-10 
Pw\.."\JNIXG 

Ht•t•. 101. Nntionnl fn•ight polit·~· . 
Hct•. 102. Stnte th•ight pinus. 

Set•. 201. Nntionnl freight infl'llstJ11l'tm·e inw!ltnwut J.,'I'IIUtc:;, 

1 SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

2 Congress finds the followiug: 

3 (1) 'fhe rapid and cost efficient movement of 

4 goods throughout the United States supply <.·lmin, 

5 and particularly through United States trade gate-

6 ways and con·idors, is vital to sPcuring the Nation 's 

7 economic future and maintaining the Nation's com-

8 petitivcness in world markets. 

9 (2) More than $16 trillion worth of freight was 

10 moved in the U11ited States in 2010, accounting for 

11 $1:3 trillion in domestic shipments and $:3 trillion in 

12 international c~1)0rts and impor1.s. 

13 (:3) Ft·cight is forecasted to grow, with indica-

14 tors showing that United States shipments will more 

15 than double hetwcen 2010 and 2040 to roughly 

16 $:39.5 trillion annually, with an estimated $10.3 tril-

17 lion worth of goods using multiple modes of trans-

IS pmtation <.)adt year. 

19 (4) By 2020, the Nation's projected surfHce 

20 transpmtation infi·astt'll<.•tnre defieiencics are ex-
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1 pected to cost the national economy t•tmmlatiYely al-

2 most $900 billion in gross domestic product, rtsmg 

3 to $2.7 billion through 2040. 

4 (5) It is the a·esponsihility of the Federal Oov-

5 ernmeut to suppm1 business hy helping to ensm·e 

6 multimodal freight networks that will prm~ue reli-

7 ahle, t'fficieut, ami safe transportation, allowing 

8 cost-effective transpm1 of goods to markets near a uu 

9 far. 

10 (B) A national campai~1 of sta·att•gic investmt•nt 

11 to t'~llaJH.l rapacity aml increase efficiency can t-ir-

12 cnmvent the prqiected loss in United States prodnc-

13 tivity and decline in global competitiveness. 

14 (7) In estahlishiug uational policies and pro-

15 grams to strengthen ti·t•ight-rclatt~d infrast11tctnre, 

16 the President, I~edca·a I officials, and other t·eleva.nt 

17 stakeholders should consider the critical impm1ance 

18 of freight to U nitcd States businesses and global 

19 economic enmpetitiveuess. 

20 (8) Under the Constitution, it is the rule of the 

21 I•.,ctlentl Govcmmcnt to protect emu promote com-

22 mcrce with fon·i~t nations and among the States 

23 thmugh all reasonable means, including through in-

24 Ycstmcnt in goods moYement infi·astl1tetlu·e. 
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1 TITLE I-NATIONAL AND STATE 
2 FREIGHT POLICY AND PLAN-
3 NING 
4 SEC. 101. NATIONAL FREIGHT POLICY. 

5 (a) NATIONAl.~ FREIGHT NE'r\VORK DEFINED.-See-

6 tion 1 Ol(a) of title 2::J, Uuiteu States Code, is amendcd-

7 (1) by redesignatiug paragraphs (15) through 

8 (::J4) as paragraphs (Hi) through (::J5), •·espcctivcly; 

9 and 

10 (2) by inse1ting after paragraph (14) the fol-

11 lowing: 

12 "(15) NATIONAL FREIGHT NETWORK.-Thc 

13 term 'national freight network' means a network 

14 composed of highways, railways, navigable watcr-

15 ways, seapmts, airports, freight intcrmodal comtee-

16 tors, and aemtropolis transportation systems most 

17 critical to the multimodal movement of freight.''. 

18 (h) ESTABLIHH:VIENT AND DEHIGNATION 01<, NA-

19 TIO~AI.~ FREIGHT NET\VORK.-Suhscctions (c) and (d) of 

20 section 167 of title 23, United States Code, are amended 

21 to read as follows: 

22 "(c) Es·r.U:JLIHH.i\IENT OF NATIONAL FREIGHT NET-

23 WORK.-

24 "(1) IN GE:\'ERAL.-rrhe Secretary sha II estab-

25 lish a uatioua.l freight network in aecordaucc with 
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this section to assist States in stmt.t•gieally directing 

t·esom·ct•s toward impmYed systt•m performanee fm· 

effieient movement of freight-

"(A) on highways (inelnding highways on 

the national highway system), ntilways, navi.-

gahle waterways, fh•ight intcrmodal t·mmectors, 

aml aerotropolis tt·m1spmtation systems; and 

"(B) into and ont of inhmd ports, sea

pmts, and airpmts. 

"(2) NETWORK l'O:\IPO~ENTH.-'rlte nat.imtal 

fl·eight networ·J( shall COIISist of nmJtimodaJ transpor

tation infmsh'ltctnre, indnding-

"(A) the prinuuy freight netwm·k, as tlcs

ignateu hy the Secrett-ny m1der suhseetion ( tl) 

(refet·r·ed t.o in this section m; the 'primmy 

freight network') as the netwm·k eomposeu of 

highways, railways, 11avigahle water·ways, sea-

ports, aitvorts, ft•t•igh.t int.ermodal eomtet·tors, 

and aerotmpolis tt·anspm1ation systems most 

eritieal to the multimodal mownwnt of fn•ight; 

" (B) the portions of the h1tcrstate System 

not designated cts patt of the pl'imctty frt•ight 

network· and ' 
" (C) eritieal n11·al freight eo11'ium·s t•sta h-

lished nndC'r' subsection (e). 
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1 "(d) DB8HlNA'riON OF PRDL\HY FREIGII'f Nl~'r-

2 WORK.-

3 "( 1) lNI'fL\l.J DESWNA1'ION OF PRIMARY 

4 FREWI-IT NETWORK.-

5 "(A) DESION.ATION.-Not later than 1 

6 year after· the date of enactment of this seetion, 

7 the Secretal'y shall designate a nmltimodal pri-

8 mmy freight network-

9 " ( i) based on an inventmy of uatioual 

10 freight volume conducted by the Sec•·etmy, 

11 in consultation with stakeholders, in<:ludillg 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

•HR 974 m 

system nscrs, transpmt providers, m1d 

States; 

"(ii) that shall he comprisL'tl of-

"(I) not more than 27,000 miles 

of existing me~jor freight eonidors 

that are most critical; 

" (II) clitical rail corridors; 

"(III) cJit.ical intermodal connec

tions; c-md 

" (IV) critical inlmHJ pcnt, sea

pmt, and ait1l01t infrastructure, e~t 

the discretion of the Secretary. 
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1 "(B) 1"~1.ACTOHS I•~ou DEHIO~A'fiON.-In 

2 uesignating the primary freight uetwork, the 

3 Secretary shall consiuer-

4 "(i) the gml<.'mtion of national eco-

5 nomic benefits, incluuiug job creation, ex-

6 panueu business oppmt.nnitics, anu heJte-

7 fits to the gross uomcstic product; 

8 "(ii) the m·igius aml ucstinatious of 

9 freight movement in the United States; 

10 "(iii) the total freight tmmagc and 

11 value of freight moveu; 

12 "(iv) the percentnge of ammal average 

13 daily h·affie; 

14 "(v) land ami rmu·itime ports of cnhy; 

15 "(vi) access to energy l':l>..l>lm·ation, de-

16 vclnpmeut, installation, m· prounction 

17 areas; 

18 "(vii) pnpnlatimt cent<.~rs; aml 

19 "(viii) uetwork cmmeetivity. 

20 "(2) AnDI'l'IO~~\L :\ULEH 0~ :\fl'LTDIODAL PHI-

21 ~LUfY I<~REWIIT ~ETWOHK.-In auuit.ion to the miles 

22 of existing nmjm· freight corriuurs initially dt•s-

23 ignateu under t>aragnlph (1), the Secretary may in-

24 crease the nurnher· of miles designat<.•u as part of the 

25 primary freight network h~r not more than :1,000 au-
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1 ditioual miles of ti·eight t'OJTidm·s (whirh may include 

2 existing or planned corridors) critical to future cffi-

3 cient movement of goods on the prima1:v ti·eight net-

4 work. 

5 "(:3) REDE8IGNATION OF PRDL\HY FREI<Hl'f 

6 NETWUHK.-Effective beginning 10 years after the 

7 designation of the primary freight uctwork ami cve1:v 

8 10 years thereafter, using the designation factors de-

9 scribed in paragraph (1), the SecJ·ctm:v shallrcdesig-

1 0 nate the primm:v freight network ( indudiug ad di-

ll tional milt•age <.lescribc<.l in paragraph (2)).". 

12 SEC. 102. STATE FREIGHT PLANS. 

13 Section 1118(a) of MAP- 21 (2a U.S.C. 1H7 note; 

14 126 Stat. 47!3) is amen<.lc<.l-

15 (1) hy striking "encourage" an<.l inscrtiug "rc-

16 quire" ; an<.l 

17 (2) hy adding at the cud the followiug: "Each 

18 State sha II coor<.linate with Jl<.'ighhoriug states to cn-

19 sm·e mnltistate network continuity emu eonncctivi-

20 ty. " . 
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1 TITLE II-NATIONAL FREIGHT 
2 INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST:MENT 
3 SEC. 201. NATIONAL FREIGHT INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST· 

4 MENT GRANTS. 

5 (a) Es'rABI ... IHII:\IE~T <W PHOUIL'u'\L- Chapter !)!) of 

6 title -l~), United Rtatcs Code, is ctnu•m.led hy addh1g- at the 

7 t'tH..l the following: 

8 "SUBCIW>TER III- · ~,INAN(~W.J ARSIHTANCE 

9 "§ 5581. National freight infrastructure investment 

10 grants 

11 "(a) EHTABLIHIJ:\IE~'r oF PHOOH.A.VL-rrlw St•t·rctm:r 

12 of rrrum;pmtat.ion shall t•stahlish a competitive grant pm-

13 g'l"c\111 to provide finmll'ial assistance for ea.pital inn•}jt-

14 mt•nts that improve the efficieney of the national transpor-

15 tat.ion system to move fi·cight. 

16 "(h) ELIOIBI ... B PHO.JE('TH.-An applicant is eli~hlc 

17 for a grant undea· this section fnr-

18 "( 1) a pmt dt•velopment or improvcnwnt 

19 prqjet•t; 

20 "(2) a nmltimodal ter·minal facility projt•et; 

21 "(:~) a land pmt of <.•utry projeet.; 

22 "(4) a fi·eight rail improYemcnt or eapaeity <.•x-

23 pansiou project; 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

10 

"(5) an intelligent trnnsportation system 

pr<ricct primarily for freight benefit that reduces 

congestion or improves safety; 

"(6) a project that improves access to a port or· 

terminal facility; 

"(7) an aerotropolis system, which fm· purposes 

of this section is a plmmed and coordinated 

mnltimodal freight ami passenger transportation 

network that as determined hy the Secr·etat"'' t>ro-' . ·'' 
vides efficient, cost-effective, sustainable, and inter-

modal cmmectivity to a defined region of economic 

significance centered around a major aiq>m1; or 

"(8) planniug, preparation, m· design of any 

project described in this subsection. 

15 "(c) Pno.JEl'T SF.:I.JECTION CRITERIA.-In deter-

16 mining whether to award a graut to an eligible Hpplica.nt 

17 under this section, the Scm·eta.ry shall consider the c~"tent 

18 to which the pr~icct-

19 " ( 1) snppmts the objectives· of the natioual 

20 freight strategic plan developed under section 1 H7 (f) 

21 of title 2:3; 

22 "(2) levcrctges Ji,cderal iuvestment by encour-

23 aging non-Federal contributions to the project, in-

24 eluding contributions from public-private pm-tucr-

25 ships; 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

11 

"(:1) m1proves the mobility of goods and com-

moditics; 

"(4) iucnq>ot·atcs new aml innovative tech

nologies, in~luding frcight-rclatcu intelligent trans

p<)J'tation systems; 

" ( 5) impt·oves energy efficiency or t·ednces 

greenhouse gas emissions; 

"(('i) helps maintain or protect the environment, 

iuclmling reducing Hir ami wHter pollution; 

"(7) r·euuces cougcstion; 

"(8) impr·oves the ccmuition of the freight iufi·a

stntcture, including hriuging it into a state of good 

repair; 

"(H) impr·oves safety, in<.'luuing z·euucing tram;-

pmtation acciucnts, injuries, anu fatalities; 

"( lO) demonstrates that the proposed pi'Oject 

ec-muot he readily aml efficiently realized without . . 
I~eueral support ami pmticipation; anu 

"(11) t•uhances national or •·egional economtc 

uevelopmt•ut, gr<m1.h, ami competitivt•ness. 

"(d) I.JETTEHS Of, I~TI~~T.-

"(1) lSHVA:\'l'E.-The Hecrctar:v may tssue a 

letter of inteut to an applieaut announcing an inten

tion to ohligate, for a major <.•apital project under 

this subsection, em amount from fi.tture availetblc 
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I lmdgct authority spccificu m law that is uot more 

2 than the amount stipnlateu as the financial partici-

3 pation of the Secretary in the prqject. 

4 "(2) NOTICE TO CO~GHEHS.-At least :10 uays 

5 before issuing a letter nnucr pam graph ( 1 ), the See-

6 retary shall notifY in writing the Committee on Com-

7 merce, Rcicnce, anti 'fransportation of the Seuate 

8 emu the Committee on Transpmtation and lnfra-

9 stn1cture of the Honse of Representatives of the 

10 pi'Oposeu letter or agreemcut. 'rhe Sec1·etmy shall iu-

11 cluue \\rith the notification a copy of the proposed 

12 lettm· or agreemeut, the criteria useu mu.ler snh-

13 section (c) for selecting the prqject for a grant 

14 awaru, auu a uescription of how the project meets 

15 such criteria. 

16 "(8) l.JE\UTA'riON.-An obligation or auminis-

17 trative commitment ma.y he maue only when 

18 amounts are maue available. 'rhe letter of intent 

19 shall state that the contingent e.ommitment is not an 

20 obligation of the Federal Govenunent, emu is snl~jcct 

21 to the availability of fimus nnuer Feueral law aml to 

22 Feueral laws in force or enacteu after the <.late of 

23 the contingent commitment. 

24 "(e) FEDERAL SIL\RE OF NET PRO.TECT COHT.-

•HR 974 m 
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1 "(l) EH'fli\L\'rl<~ OF ~E'l' PRO.m< 'T <'OHT .-Based 

2 011 engineering stmlies7 studies of ecouomic feasi-

3 hility7 e:md iuformation 011 the e.x-pected use of t•quip-

4 mcnt ot· facilities, the Sccrctmy shall estimate the 

5 net prqject cost. 

6 "(2) Ji"I<~DERAL SIL\.HE.-The Ji,etlm·al share of a 

7 grant for the project shall not exceed HO percent of 

8 the prqject net capital cost. 

9 "(H) PHIOH.I'rY.-The Secretm:v shall gwe pn-

1 0 ority in allocating future obligations ami conting-L•nt 

11 commitments to incur obligations to g-rant request'\ 

12 seeking a lower Ji,ederal share of the project net t~a.p-

13 ital t•ost. 

14 "(f) COOPEIL\TIVE Atm.EJ<~)IE~TS.-

15 "( 1) 1:-.J OE:\BILU.~.-An applice:.mt may t•ntet· 

16 into an agreement with any public, private, or non-

17 pi'Ofit entity to t•ooperatively implenwnt any pr~ject 

18 fimdcd with a grant under this suhelwpter. 

19 "(2) Ji,OR:m.; 01<"' P.ARTH.'IPATIO~.-Particitwti(Hl 

20 hy an eutity nndet· pat·agraph ( 1) may consist of-

21 "(A) owuership or operation of any laml, 

22 facility7 vehiclc7 or other physical asset m;so<.'i-

23 ated with the project; 

•HR 974 IH 
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1 "(B) cost sharing of any project t•xpense or 

2 non-li.,ederal share of the pr~ject cost, inrlnding 

3 in-kind contributions; 

4 " (C) carrying out administration, eonstl11C-

5 tion management, project management, prqject 

6 operation, m· any other management m· oper-

7 ational duty associated with the project; am] 

8 " (D) any other· form of partit'ipation ap-

9 proved by the Secretmy. 

10 "(g) 0VERSIGIIT PROURA .. "\1:.-

11 "( 1) ESTABI.JISIIME~T.-

12 "(A) I~ OENERAL.-rrhe Secretary shall 

13 estahlish an oversight program to monitor the 

14 effective and efficient use of funds authorized to 

15 carry out this section. 

16 "(B) 1\h~IMlTM REQl'IRE:\IE:-:1'.-At a min-

17 imum, the program shall he responsive to all 

18 areas 1·elating to financial integrity and prqject 

19 delive1y. 

20 "(2) FINA .. '\l'L\L I~TEGHITY.-

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

"(A) li.,l~A~l'L\L :\L\NAHE~IENT HYR

TE.:\IS.-1.'he Secreta1y shall perform annual re

views that address elements of the appli<.•ant's 

finaneia I management systems that affect 

prQjects approved nuder subsection (a). 
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1 " (B) PIH>.nx 'T co:-;'r:-;.- 'l'hc Rcen•tmy 

2 shall ucv~top minimum stamlanh; for estimating 

3 pr~ject costs ami shHII periodically evaluate the 

4 prHcticcs of applieants for Pstimating project 

5 costs, awarding contnu.·t.s, and reducing projeet 

6 costs. 

7 "(:-~) PHO.JECT DI~LIVEHY.-rrlw Recret.ary slwll 

8 perfm·m annual reviews that m.ldt·css elements of the 

9 project delivery system of jlll applicant, whid1 l'lc-

1 0 ment."i include one or more <-tetivitics that cu·c in-

11 volvt•d in the life l'Yl'le of a p1·qjl>ct fmm eOJlCl'ption 

12 to com plction of the prqject. 

13 "(4) REHPO~HIBIIJI'rY 01" 'rilE APPI~ICA~TH.-

14 "(A) I~ m~~ERJU ... -Each applit~ant shall 

15 submit to the Hccrctaty for H ppl'Oval snth 

16 plans, specifieations, ami estimates for each 

17 pt•oposcd project as the HeeJ·ctmy mcty require. 

18 " (B) AJ>PLil'.A~T Hl 'BHE<'IPIE~TR.-Thc 

19 applieant shall he responsihle for determining 

20 that a snhrceipit•nt of Ji,edt•J·al 1inHls under this 

21 scetion has-

22 "(i) adt•qmttc pl'Ojcet delivery systems 

23 for prqjl>l'ts HJl)li'OYl'd nmll'r this section; 

24 and 
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1 "(ii) sufficient accounting controls to 

2 propedy mauage such Federal t\uu.ls. 

3 "(C) PERIODIC REVIEW.-'fhe Secrcta1y 

4 shall pcriouically review the monitoring of snb-

5 recipients hy the applirant. 

6 "(5) SPI~CIFIC OVI<~HHIGII'f REHPO~~IBIL-

7 I'l'IEK-Not.hing in this section shall affect or dis-

8 charge any oversight responsibility of the Seeretmy 

9 specifically pmvideu for nnueJ' this title or other 

10 Federal law. 

ll "(h) lVL\.JOH PHO.JB("rH.-

12 "(1) IN OENEHAL.-A recipient of a grant for 

13 a project under this section with an estimateu total 

14 cost of $500,000,000 or more, anu a ret•ipient for 

15 such other projects as may he identifieu hy the Sec-

16 J'etmy, shall ~mhmit to the Secreta1y for· earh 

17 project-

IS "(A) a project management plan; emu 

19 "(B) all annual fi11ancial plan. 

20 "(2) PHO.JEt'T M.A .. ~Acm;\IE~T Pl.J.A~.-A project 

21 mauagement piau shall docnment-

22 "(A) the proceuurcs and processes that are 

23 m effect to provide timely iltformation to the 

24 projert derisiommtlwrs to effectively mamtge the 
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1 scope, costs, srhedules, quality of, ami the I~\~ll-

2 et·al requirements applieahle to, the pl'Ojcet; allll 

3 "(B) the role of the agency leadership and 

4 managcmeut team in the delivery of the prQject. 

5 "(8) ~,INA~CL\1~ Pl.u.\...\!.-A fimmcial plan 

6 shall-

7 "(A) he hased on detailed estimates of tht• 

8 cost to complete the project; cllld 

9 " (B) }wovide fm· the amma I snhm ission of 

10 updates to the Rccrctmy that art• based on n•a-

11 sonahle assumptions, as determined hy the Rec-

12 rebuy, of future inereases in the cost to l'Oill-

13 plcte the project. 

14 "(i) O•rnER Pno.JBl"l'H.-A recipient of 14,edcml fi-

15 nancial assistance fm· a JWnjcct under this section with an 

16 estimated total cost of $100,000,000 or more that is not 

17 cowt·etl hy snhscrtion (h) shH II prepare an clllmml fimmcial 

18 plan. Ammal fimmcial plans prepHred uuder thi:-; :mh-

19 seetion shall he mHde availahk• to the Relwetmy for rc\~t·w 

20 upon the J•cqtwst of the Scl'rctary. 

21 "{i) 0TIIER TEHi\IH A~D CO:'\DJTIO::o\H.-'fhc Hcc-

22 rctary shHII determine what additiona I gr·ant terms aud 

23 condition:-; arc Hccc.•ssaJy and appmpriat.e to meet the J'C-

24 qnircments of this section. 
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1 "(k) REUUI..u\'riONH.-Not later than 1 year after the 

2 date of ena<!tment of this section, the Secretmy shall pre-

3 scribe regulations to implement this section. 

4 "(1) APPLil'A.~T DEFINED.- ln this section, the term 

5 'applie~mt' iuclmics a State, a politk·al suhdhision of a 

6 Rtate, govcr·nmeut-sponsorcd authorities and corporHtions, 

7 ami t.he District of Columbia. 

8 "(m) SEL'HE'rARL\L OVERRIUH'r.-

9 "( 1) CONRTRlTC'riON OVERSIUIIT.-rflte Rl'C-

10 rctmy may use no more than l percent of amount.'; 

11 made available in a fiscal year for capital pmjects 

12 mu:ler this section to enter into contracts to ove1·sec 

13 the constntction of such projects. 

14 "(2) CO:\IJ>LIAXCE IUJVIEW~ AND AUDITH.-Thc 

15 Secrcbuy may usc amounts available under para-

16 graph (1) to mHke contracts for safety, procurement, 

17 management, ami financial compliance re\iews and 

18 audits of a recipient of amounts maier patctgraph 

19 (1 ). 

20 "(:i) FEDERAL COHTS.-The l~edcral Govcrll-

21 meut shall pay the entire cost of can)ing- out a con-

22 tract under this subsection." . 

23 (b) CONI''ORlll:-\0 A.'IEND~lENT.-The analysis for 

24 chHpter 55 of title 4B, United States Code, is amemicd 

25 by adding at the cud the following: 
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"Sl'Hl'IIAPTER 111-FJN.\l':l'L\L .\S."i!ST.\.'\;t'E 

";;;;tn. X ntiuunl th•ig-ht infi'U!;tl'lwhu·t• iuwstnwnt J.,'l'llllt!;,". 

0 
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... ~over.nm.ents 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884·8276 Fax: 1909) 885·4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority tor Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _1_3 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: State and Federal Legislative Platform Update 

Recommendation: • Adopt the proposed schedule and process for an update to the State and Federal 
Legislative Platforms 

BackgroU11d: SANBAG's 2013-2014 State and Federal Legislative Platforms were adopted on 
November 7, 2012 in preparation for the 2013-2014 State Legislative Session and 
the 1131h Congress. In recognition of the two-year legislative cycle, the platfonns 
were adopted with the intent to guide staffs analyses and recommendations on 
legislative and regulatory items under consideration through November 2014. 

• 

Check all that apply. 
BRDt307b-wvs 

The platforms have served as the foundation for understanding the perspective of 
the SANBAG Board of Directors on various key issues that are anticipated to be 
considered during the course of the legislative session. A number of issues have 
arisen in the current session that may require some updates to the platforms so 
that they can continue to guide staff recommendations on policy items. 
To conduct this update, staff proposes the following process for consideration. 

Staff would work internally to prepare revised, draft State and Federal Legislative 
Platforms to be presented to the General Policy Committee (Conunittee) for 
feedback. After making changes requested by the Committee, staff will distribute 
the draft documents to additional stakeholders for input. As part of this update, 
SANBAG plans to outreach to Local, State and Federal Elected Officials; 
the City/County Technical Advisory Committee (TAC); and the Public and 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: --------------

hnp://portal. san bag. ca. govlmgmt/committeeldirectors/brd20 13/brd 1307 I Agendaltems!BRD 1307b 1-wvs.doc 
http://portal.sanbag. ca. go vim gmt/committeeldirectorslbrd20 13/brd 13 07 I Agendaltems/BRD 13 07b2-wvs.doc 
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Specialized Transportation Advisory and Coordination Council (PASTACC). 
This process will allow for feedback on existing platform items and for 
consideration of any new proposed additions to the platforms. 

Following this outreach, Proposed Final Platforms will be presented to the 
General Policy Committee and Board of Directors for consideration. 

ln order to ensure that the platforms are revised and updated in time for the 
second half of the legislative sessions, staff is proposing the update occur with the 
following schedule in mind. 

June 12 

July 10 

August 14 

August 14-
September 13 

October 9 

November6 

General Policy considers adoption of update schedule and 
process. 

Board of Directors considers adoption of update schedule 
and process. 

Present Draft Revised Platforms to the General Policy 
Committee for review and comment. Request General 
Policy Committee approval for distribution for stakeholder 
feedback. 

Distribute Draft Platforms to stakeholders for feedback. 

Present Proposed Final Platforms to the General Policy 
Committee. 

Present Proposed Final Platforms to the Board of Directors. 

The 2013·2014 State Legislative Platform is included as Attachment I and the 
2013·2014 Federal Legislative Platform is included as Attachment 2. 

Fillmtciallmpact: This item has no fiscal impact on the FY20 13/2014 SANBAG Budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Wendy Strack, Director of legislative Affairs 

BRD 1307h-wvs 
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Attachment #l 

SANBAG 2013-2014 State Legislative Platform 

Funding 

SANBAG will advocate for stable State funding, indexed for population growth, for 
transportation projects in San Bernardino County; and request that the State honor all of its 
previous commitments without imposing unfunded mandates: 

• Support priority state funding for projects supported by voter-approved transportation local 
sales tax measures. 

• Oppose the diversion of transportation revenues for non-transportation purposes. 
• Support budget and California Transportation Commission (CTC) allocations to fully fund 

projects for San Bernardino County included in the State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP), State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), bond programs, and the 
Measure I Expenditure Plan. 

• Support continued regional decision making governing the use of all current funding sources. 
• Oppose legislative or regulatory actions that rely on regional transportation agencies to sponsor 

ballot measures to raise revenue for transportation or planning purposes. 
• Oppose legislative or regulatory actions that require the payment of interest on State General 

Obligation (GO) bonds out of the State Highway Account. 
• Participate in studies of market-based pricing measures to relieve traffic congestion, improve 

air quality and/or fund transportation alternatives. 
• Support legislation to provide funding for innovative, intelligent/advanced transportation, 

goods movement, demand management and air quality programs which relieve congestion, 
improve air quality and enhance economic development. 

• Support efforts for Council of Government development and funding. 

Goods Movement 

• Support legislation that reduces freight-related impacts to San Bernardino County, including 
disparate impacts to disadvantaged communities (e.g. grade separations and clean fuel or 
Tier IV locomotives). 

• Monitor any state container fee legislation to ensure: 
o San Bernardino County goods movement projects are funded; and 
o San Pedro Bay Ports are not placed at a competitive disadvantage that would harm the 

overall Southern California economy. 
• Oppose legislation that allows triple trailers in urbanized areas of San Bernardino County 

because of safety concerns with the exception of border cities and/or bump stations, or 
dedicated truck lanes (e.g. Barstow/Needles). 

• Support legislation to reduce road damage from heavy trucks by reduced axle loading rather 
than an exclusive focus on gross vehicle weight. 

Local Control on Ontario International Airport 

The Inland Empire has taken a large economic hit over the past three years as air service and 
passenger traffic at the Ontario International Airport has plummeted to levels not seen since the 
1980s. Under absentee ownership, the severe decline in activity has cost our region $400 million 
annually and 8,000 jobs. The City of Ontario proposes to return the airport to local control to 
work towards improved operations and protect the local economy. 

• Support local control of the Ontario International Airport in recognition of its goods movement 
and passenger impacts on San Bernardino County and the Inland Empire. 

BRDI307bl·WVS 
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Attachment # t 
Self-Help Counties 

SANBAG will actively participate with the 18 other "self-help" counties in California: 

• Support continuance of the statutory 1.5 percent of revenue cap on administrative fees levied 
by the Board of Equalization (BOE) for the collection and administration of county 
transportation sales tax measures. 

• Support legislation that will incentivize counties without a voter approved tax. measure for 
transportation to become "self-help" counties. 

• Oppose any redistribution of funds away from Self-Help Counties. 
• Seek state preference of projects that ensure state funding equity for self-help counties, thus 

ending the indirect subsidization of the thirty-nine non self-help counties. 

Project Delivery. Finance, Innovation & Maintenance 

SANBAG will advocate that innovative financing opportunities remain available for county 
transportation commissions to leverage local dollars, accelerate construction and job creation, 
and provide mobility options for the traveling public: 

• Support state policies that assure timely allocation of transportation revenue, including 
allocations of new funds available to the STIP and SHOPP major rehabilitation projects as soon 
as they are available. 

• Support the consideration of public-private partnerships (P3s) in the development of 
transportation improvements. 

SANBAG will work to ensure that existing innovative project delivery tools are available and 
effective: 

• Support measures that expand the use of design-build and P3s. 
• Support continued delegation to Caltrans of National Environmental Policy Act {NEPA) 

oversight. 

SANBAG will advocate for reforms to ensure projects are delivered faster with more 
coordination: 

• Support legislation and/or administrative reforms to enhance Caltrans project delivery, 
including contracting out of appropriate activities to the private sector. 

In addition, SANBAG will: 

• Support current program funding for Freeway Service Patrol (FSP), ride-sharing and call boxes, 
consistent with the level of growth and utilization. 

• Support equitable funding and resources for San Bernardino County freeway landscaping and 
maintenance. 

Energy & Alternative Fuels 

SANBAG will support incentives to transition to alternative fuels and electric vehicles {EVs) that will 
clean our air and reduce our dependency on foreign oil: 

• Support tax benefits and incentives that encourage use of clean alternative fuel vehicles. 
• Support cost effective conversion and replacement of public transit fleets to alternative fuels 
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Attachment #I 
and EVs. 

• Support programs to provide refueling/recharging infrastructure for alternative fuel or electric 
vehicles. 

• Support Property Assessed Clean Energy (PACE) financing. 
• Support utility planning and upgrades to electrical infrastructure in support of fleet conversion 

and possible rail electrification programs. 
• Monitor regional proposals aimed at Cap and Trade and its focus on infrastructure impacts. 

Transit & Commuter Rail 

SANBAG will advocate that transit be funded as a vital service that improves mobility and helps 
meet federal and state mandates: 

• Support equitable distribution of the funding for bus and rail services in California. 

SANBAG will advocate for a safe, funded, and growing rail system in Southern California: 

• Support state funding for Positive Train Control (PTC). 
• Increase state funding recognizing Metrolink's high ridership from inland counties. 
• Support legislation and programs that facilitate (or remove obstacles to) transit oriented 

development near rail and bus rapid transit stations. 

SANBAG will advocate for high speed, and higher speed rail investment in San Bernardino 
County and connectivity with local and regional transit: 

• Support increased funding for higher speed commuter rail and improved transit connectivity as 
feeder services for High Speed Rail (HSR). 

• Assure a SANBAG role in the planning for HSR and advocate for the full evaluation of a 
1-215/HSR route that serves San Bernardino County. 

• Advocate priority for the L.A.-San Diego via the Inland Empire HSR route. 
• Advocate to secure regional funding for the completion of all connectivity projects 

complementary to the development of HSR. 

Air Quality 

• Continue to support the independence of the Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review 
Committee (MSRC), and the protection of AB 2766 funding. 

• Oppose legislative action that would reduce SANBAG's discretion in allocating Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds. 

• Support partnership with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), and 
the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD), and advocate to protect the 
health of residents in San Bernardino County. 

Coalitions 

Gain support for SANBAG's program through participation in the Southern California Consensus 
Group, Mobility 21, California Councils of Governments (CALCOG) in addition to the Self-Help 
Counties Coalition, the Southern California Regional Rail Authority, Southern California National 
Freight Gateway Collaboration, and the High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Authority. 
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Attachment #2 

SANBAG 2013-2014 Federal Legislative Platform 
Funding 

SANBAG will seek: 

• The highest level of federal transportation dollars to California and San Bernardino County. 
• Early action on extending and expanding the federal Surface Transportation bill (MAP-21 ). 

SANBAG will support funding including, but not limited to: 

• Federal investment in interstate highways, transit, and intercity, commuter, and higher speed 
rail. 

• Goods movement projects addressing community impacts and the environment. 
• Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) and new technologies that maximize the productivity 

of existing infrastructure. 
• The safe development and operation of all transportation modes in San Bernardino County. 
• Airport ground access and other airport development needs in San Bernardino County. 
• Support efforts for Council of Government development and funding. 

SANBAG will advocate for the protection of current transportation revenues and accelerated 
national investment in infrastructure: 

• Support regional consensus building efforts for potential new funding strategies for 
transportation, including strategies modeled on California State Local Partnership Program 
(SLPP). 

• Oppose efforts to eliminate or erode contract authority for the Highway Trust Fund and support 
efforts to maintain the principle that transportation-based revenue should be reserved only for 
transportation purposes. 

• Support the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) program which 
provides Federal credit assistance in the form of direct Treasury loans, loan guarantees, and 
lines of credit to finance highway, rail, and green energy projects of national and regional 
significance. 

• Support Build America Bonds program to help states and localities pursue needed capital 
projects which build infrastructure. 

Goods Movement 

• SANBAG will advocate for federal investment in goods movement infrastructure, and policies 
that properly recognize Southern California and San Bernardino County's role as the nation's 
premier containerized freight gateway. 

• Support targeted funding for goods movement projects of national significance that are beyond 
the funding capacity of local and state transportation programs and budgets (e.g. dedicated 
exclusive clean truck lanes). 

• Advocate that any federal goods movement program is funded at a level that is commensurate 
with national needs. 

• Ensure that revenues generated by any fee that is levied on freight be specifically designated to 
fund projects that mitigate congestion, air quality, and community impacts directly associated 
with the movement of freight, and a clear causal relationship should exist between the freight 
system on which fees are levied and the impacts to be mitigated. 
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• Ensure that revenue collected on freight be administered in partnership with local and regional 
elected officials and entities impacted by freight movement. SANBAG should be included in 
any governance structure dealing with revenue collected from freight moved through San 
Bernardino County. 

• Support development of a national/regional freight movement plan with clearly defined ports 
and corridors and inland improvement needs to provide for timely, reliable freight transport, 
timely implementation of freight-related strategies needed for attainment of federal health
based air quality standards and mitigation of freight-related impacts in communities. 

• Ensure that federal goods movement legislation imposes no unfunded mandates for 
administration or oversight regarding new revenue mechanisms. 

• Oppose legislation that allows triple trailers in urbanized areas of San Bernardino County 
because of safety concerns with the exception of border cities and/or bump stations, or 
dedicated truck lanes (e.g. Barstow/Needles). 

• Support legislation to reduce road damage from heavy trucks by reduced axle loading rather 
than an exclusive focus on gross vehicle weight. 

• Participate in national dialogue on freight policy and its focus on improving the performance of 
the freight network and advocate for improving Southern California's freight strategy. 

Project Delivery & Innovation 

SANBAG will advocate for reforms that will accelerate project procurement and promote 
nexibility and innovation in financing, while respecting local control: 

• Support the use of design-build project delivery. 
• Support the streamlining of federal reporting/monitoring requirements. 
• Support regional transportation entities implementing pricing measures on federal-aid 

highways. 
• Support local options to privatize various aspects of transportation that would maximize 

available federal funding (e.g. P3s). 
• Support continued delegation to Caltrans of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

oversight. 
• Support streamlined environmental revisions that remove duplication of state and federal 

processes when state regulations exceed federal requirements. 

Local Control on Ontario International Airport 

The Inland Empire has taken a large economic hit over the past three years as air service and 
passenger traffic at the Ontario International Airport has plummeted to levels not seen since the 
1980s. Under absentee ownership, the severe decline in activity has cost our region $400 million 
annually and 8,000 jobs. The City of Ontario proposes to return the airport to local control to 
work towards improved operations and protect the local economy. 

• SANBAG will work with the Congressional delegation and local stakeholders to aggressively 
advocate for legislation, budget actions or proposals that transfer Ontario International Airport 
to local control. 
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Energy 

• Support legislation and administrative actions that enable the implementation of the Property 
Assessed Clean Energy (PACE) program in San Bernardino County. 

• Advocate that any federal revenue generated from taxes or fees on energy products used for 
transportation are utilized for transportation purposes. 

• Support utility planning and upgrades of electrical infrastructure to support fleet conversion and 
possible rail electrification programs. 

• Monitor national Cap and Trade policies as they relate to infrastntcture impacts. 

Transit & Commuter Rail 

SANBAG will advocate for policies that keep our rail systems safe and increase federal 
investment in commuter rail services: 

• Support federal funding of Positive Train Control (PTC) and rail safety programs. 
• Advocate that the appropriate local or regional entity, such as SAN BAG, be partners in on

going federal policy discussions to alter the liability cap for commuter rail accidents. 
• Support legislation to change and/or exempt level boarding access requirements for existing 

commuter rail systems. 
• Support policies that recognize the importance and fund commuter rail and transit connectivity 

to High Speed Rail (HSR). 

Air Quality 

SANBAG will vigorously protect funding sources for congestion relief and pollution reduction 
related to the transportation sector: 

• Support efforts to secure funds to facilitate the conversion of public sector fleets to alternative 
fuels to meet local, state and federal fleet conversion mandates, and provide for the replacement 
of aging alternative fuel fleets. 

• Support tax benefits and/or incentives for private sector transportation demand management 
programs and alternative fuel programs. 

• Ensure that federal goods movement legislation considers and underscores federal 
responsibilities for facilitation of international trade and interstate commerce, and regulation of 
interstate commerce in ways consistent with attainment of federal air quality standards and 
NEPA. 

• Support efforts to increase the amount and proportion of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) funds received by SANBAG and the South Coast and Mojave Desert Air Basins. 

• Assure that CMAQ funding continues to be allocated directly to transportation commissions, 
such as SANBAG. 

• Participate in the development of livability and sustainability programs for the citizens of San 
Bernardino County. 

Coalitions 

SANBAG will continue to partner with public and private sector entities to support common 
objectives in Washington: 
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• Foster the unity of the Southern California Consensus Group. 
• Gain support for SANBAG's program through participation in the Coalition for America's 

Gateways and Trade Corridors (CAGTC), Mobility 21 on a national freight system, and the 
High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Authority. 
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Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 ~ Working Together 
Phone: (9091 884-8276 Fax: (9091 885·4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov ' 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 14 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Mitigation Agreement for the 1-1511-215 Devore Interchange Reconstruction 
Project (Devore Interchange) 

Recommendation: • 1. Approve Purchase and Sale agreement with the Riverside-Corona Resource 
Conservation District based on the standard format in the Attachment "A" for the 
purchase from Riverside-Corona Resource Conservation District of 8.9 Acres of 
Enhancement Credits from the Program and authorize payment of $1,361,700 per 
said agreement for impacts to the Waters of the U.S. that result from activities 
authorized under section 404 of the Clean Water Act for the Devore Interchange 
Project upon approval of final agreement language by General Counsel. This 
purchase will be funded by Cajon Pass Bond Funds authorized under previously 
approved Cooperative Agreement C11103 with the California Department of 
Transportation. 

Background: 

• 

2. Authorize the Executive Director to execute the purchase and sale agreement 
for the required waters mitigation based on the form in Attachment "A" upon 
approval of final language by General Counsel. 

The Devore Interchange Project is currently under design by the selected Design
Build firm and construction is anticipated to start within the next month. The 
project received environmental clearance in February, 2012. Part of the 
conditions of environmental approval includes the requirement to obtain a section 
404 permit from the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). This 404 
permit provides approval for limited impacts to jurisdictional waters of the United 
States provided such impacts are limited to a very small area. For the Devore 
project, there are a number of existing small drainage channels which convey 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ________ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I ere I x I crA I x I sAFE I I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRD1307a-ds 
Attachment: http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/directorslbrd20 13/brd 1307/ Agendaltems/B RD 1307 a1-ds.pdf 
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storm runoff from the mountains, under the freeway, and down to Cajon Wash. 
These channels are impacted by project construction as the widening of the 
freeway requires extending the underground channels below the widened freeway 
and reconstruction in many cases of the inlet and outlet structures. 

Recommendation 1: To mitigate for these impacts to U.S. jurisdictional waters, 
San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), acting as the San 
Bernardino County Transportation Commission is agreeing to purchase mitigation 
credits at the Riverside-Corona Resource Conservation District (RCRCD) bank. 
The mitigation bank for San Bernardino County did not have available credits. 
The mitigation ratio for credits to impacted acres is 5:1, meaning SANBAG is 
required to purchase five times the number of acres impacted to satisfy the 
requirements of the permit. This is a standard requirement by the USACE. The 
cost of the 8.9 acres of mitigation credit is $1,361,700. This cost has been 
approved and budgeted within cooperative agreement C11103 which was 
approved by the Board of Directors on June 1, 2011, and an amendment approved 
at the March 7, 2012, Board meeting which gave approval for expenditures up to 
$50,353,825. Per this agreement with Department of Transportation (Caltrans), 
SANBAG agreed to pay for all right of way, utilities, and mitigation costs using 
Measure I funding and to be the implementing agency for this phase of work. As 
a result, this agreement is between SANBAG and the RCRCD for the benefit of 
the overall project. 

Recommendation 2: The agreement in Attachment "A" is a standard purchase 
and sale agreement for these mitigation credits. General Counsel has reviewed 
the basic form of the agreement and will review the final version submitted for 
execution. Upon General Counsel acceptance of the fmal wording in the 
agreement, it will be provided for signature by the Executive Director. Since this 
project will be starting construction soon, it is important to complete the terms of 
the permit as soon as possible. The delegation of signature authority to the 
Executive Director will expedite execution of this agreement and payment of 
funds for purchase of these credits. Staff recommends approval of both 
recommendations. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the proposed SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 
budget. This agreement will be funded with Cajon Pass Bond funds under Task 
Number No. 0880. The total amount of the subject agreement is within with the 
programmed cost for the Right of Way phase and the approved project phase 
costs of cooperative agreement C11103. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) with a quorum 
of the Board present at the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study Session on 
June 13, 2013, and the Mountain Desert Policy Committee on June 21, 2013. 
SANBAG Contract Administrator and General Counsel have reviewed this item 
and the agreement. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 
BRD1307a-ds 
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A TI ACHMENT "A" 

AGREEMENT FOR SALE OF CREDITS FROM 
THE RIVERSIDE·CORONA RESOURCE 

CONSERVATION DISTRICT IN·LIEU FEE 
PROGRAM 

This Agreement is entered into this day of __ 2013, by and between 
Riverside-Corona Resource Conservation District ("RCRCD"), and the San Bernardino 
Associated Governments ( .. Project Proponent") (collectively the .. Parties"), as follows: 

RECITALS 

A. RCRCD has developed the RCRCD In-Lieu Fee Program (the .. Program"); 
and 

B. The Program was approved by the Los Angeles District of the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers ("USACE"), Region IX of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
("USEPA"), and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8 
( .. RWQCB") (jointly referred to as the Interagency Review Team (the "IRT") on July 26, 
2012 and is currently in good standing with the lRT; and 

C. RCRCD has received approval from the IRT to sell Credits from the 
Program to offset impacts; and 

D. Project Proponent is seeking to purchase Compensatory Mitigation Credits 
("Credits") from the Program for impacts to the Waters of the U.S. that result from 
activities authorized under section 404 of the Clean Water Act (Exhibft "A"). The number 
of ILF Credits to be acquired by the Propect Proponent for the Interstate 15/ Interstate 215 
Interchange Improvements Project (the "Project"), that would take place within unnamed 
tributaries to Cajon Creek near the community of Devore, San Bernardino County, 
California ("Impact Location") is 6.6 acres for the enhancement of wetlands, as described 
in Special Condition No. 3 of 404 Pennit No. SPL-2009-00460-VCC and an anticipated 
2.3 acres for the enhancement of wetlands in a too be issued pennit for the impacts to 
Cajon Creek for a total of 8.9 acres; and 

E. USACE is requiring Project Proponent to purchase 8.9 Enhancement 
Credits to mitigate for impacts to Waters of the U.S. at the Impact Location by the Project, 
which is described in Exhibit "B"; and 

F. Project Proponent desires to purchase from RCRCD and RCRCD desires to 
sell and convey to Project Proponent, Credits from the Program. 

24632.00029\7636514.3 1 
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NOW. THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

I. Subject to the terms and conditions herein, RCRCD agrees to sell to 
Project Proponent and Project Proponent agrees to purchase from RCRCD 8.9 Acres of 
Enhancement Credits from the Program (''Credits") for the purchase price of 
$1,361,700. The purchase price for said Credits shall be paid by means acceptable to 
RCRCD. The Parties shall mutually agree to a ''Closing Date" by which the Credit sale 
transaction will be completed, which shall be no later than the execution of this agreement. 
On the Closing Date, RCRCD shall transfer to Project Proponent evidence that the Credits 
have been allocated to the Project by Bill of Sale in the form attached as Exhibit "C", and 
Project Proponent shall pay the purchase price specified above. 

2. In the event Project Proponent has not delivered the Purchase Price 
to RCRCD on or before the Closing Date, this Agreement shall automatically terminate 
without need for any further action by RCRCD and RCRCD shall have no further 
obligations to Project Proponent under this Agreement. 

3. The sale and transfer herein is not intended as a sale or transfer to 
Project Proponent of a security, license, lease, easement, or possessory or non-possessory 
interest in real property, nor the granting of any interest of the foregoing. 

4. Project Proponent shall have no obligation whatsoever by reason of 
the purchase of the Credits, to support, pay, fix, monitor, report on, sustain. continue in 
perpetuity, or otherwise be obligated or liable for the success or continued expense or 
maintenance in perpetuity of the mitigation property associated with Credits sold, or the 
Program. 

5. The Credits herein sold and conveyed to Project Proponent shall be 
non-transferable and non-assignable, and shall be used as compensatory mitigation only in 
connection with the Project. 

6. All representations, warranties, and covenants embodied m this 
Agreement shall survive the transfer of the Credits hereunder. 

7. RCRCD shall cooperate and assist Project Proponent by providing 
documentation required by the IRT, and other regulatory agencies to establish that the 
Credits may be used to compensate for the Project's impacts described above. RCRCD 
shall provide USACE with a Statement of Sale of Credit in the form of the attached 
Exhibit "D" no later than 30 days after the Closing Date of a successful sale. 

8. Any notice or other written communication given pursuant to this 
Agreement shall be delivered to the other Party by first class U.S. mail, certified or 
registered U.S. mail or facsimile mail with mailed copy as follows: 
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Project Proponent: Garry Cohoe 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 West 3rd Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 9241 0-1715 
Telephone: 909.884.8276 
Facsimile: 909.885.4407 

RCRCD: Shelli Lamb, District Manager 
4500 Glenwood Dr, Bldg A 
Riverside, CA 92501-3042 
Telephone: (951) 683-7691 
Facsimile: (951) 683-3814 

Copy To: Steve Anderson, General Counsel, RCRCD 
Best Best & Krieger LLP 
3390 University Avenue, 5th Floor 
Riverside, CA 92501 
Telephone: (951) 686-1450 
Facsimile: (951) 686-3083 

9. It is agreed that all understandings and agreements heretofore had 
between the Parties respecting the transactions contemplated by this Agreement are 
merged in this Agreement, which fully and completely expresses the agreement of the 
Parties. There are no representations, warranties, or agreements except as specified and 
expressly set forth herein, in the exhibits annexed hereto, or to be set forth in the 
instruments or other documents delivered or to be delivered hereunder. 

I 0. Any corporation signing this Agreement, and each agent, officer, 
director, or employee signing on behalf of such corporation, but in his or her individual 
capacity, represents and warrants that said Agreement is duly authorized by and binding 
upon said corporation, duly adopted by said Board of Directors and transcribed in full in 
the minutes of said corporation. Any individual signing this Agreement on behalf of a 
partnership or business entity other than a corporation represents that such other entity has 
power and authority to enter into this Agreement, and by such person's act is bound 
hereby. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement the day and 
year first above written, 

RCRCD: 

By: --------------------

Its: -----------------------
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PROJECT PROPONENT: 

By: ---------------------
Its: ____________________ ___ 
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Regulatory Division 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
Las Angeles District Corps of Engineers 

P 0. Box 532711 
Las Angeles, CA 90017-3401 

February 4, 2013 

Scott Quinnell, Senior Environmental Planner 
California Department of Transportation, District 8 
464 West 4th Street, 6th Floor 
San Bernardino, California 92401-1400 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY NATIONWIDE PERMIT AUTHORIZATIONS 

Dear Mr. Quinnell, 

This correspondence is in reply to your application, datedApril30, 2012, for a 
Department of the Army Permit. Your proposed project, Interstate 215/15 Interchange 
Improvement Project, would result in discharges of permanent fill into approximately 1.231 acre 
and of temporary dredged or fill material into approximately 0.07 acre of non-wetland waters of 
the U.S. Therefore, pursuant to section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344; 33 C.F.R. 
parts 323 and 330), your proposed project requires a Department of the Army permit. The 
proposed work would take place within unnamed tributaries to Cajon Creek near the community 
of Devore, San Bernardino County, California (see attached figures). 

I have determined construction of Interstate 215/15 Interchange Improvement Project 
complies with Nationwide Permit (NWP) No. 14 Linear Transportation Projects, if conducted as 
described in your application. This letter covers multiple verifications, listed below. 

Specifically, you are authorized to (as shown on the enclosed figures): 

• Discharge permanent fill material into approximately 1.231 acre (1 0, 716 linear feet) and 
temporarily discharge dredged or fill material into approximately 0.070 acre (335 linear 
feet) of non-wetland waters of the U.S. to construct the Interstate 15/ Interstate 215 
Interchange Improvement Project at the following locations (also see attached tables): 

PCN Group 2 (South ofl-1511-215 Interchange Area, Cajon Creek Subwatershed): 
Permanent: 0.086 acre non-wetland waters ofthe U.S.; and Temporary: 0.006 acre 
non-wetland waters ofthe U.S. 
PCN Group 3 (North of Pittman Canyon): Permanent: 0.459 acre non-wetland waters 
of the U.S.; and Temporary: 0.023 acre non-wetland waters of the U.S. 
PCN Group 4 (Pittman Canyon Subwatershed): Permanent: 0.496 acre non-wetland 
waters of the U.S.; and Temporary: 0.029 acre non-wetland waters of the U.S. 
PCN Group 5 (Cable Creek Subwatershed): Permanent: 0.190 acre non-wetland 
waters of the U.S.; and Temporary: 0.012 acre (25 linear feet) of non-wetland waters 
of the U.S. 
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For this NWPNo. I4 verification letter to be valid, you must comply with all of the terms 
and conditions in Enclosure I. Furthermore, you must comply with the following non
discretionary Special Conditions listed below: 

1. The Permittee shall abide by the terms and conditions of the Clean Water Act (CWA) section 
40 I Water Quality Standards Certification, dated October I 0, 20 I2. 

2. Prior to initiating construction in waters of the U.S., the Permittee shall submit to the Corps 
Regulatory Division a complete set of final detailed grading/construction and drainage plans 
showing all work areas and structures in waters of the U.S. All plans shall be in compliance 
with the Final Map and Drawing Standards for the Los Angeles District Regulatory Division 
dated August 6, 20 I 2 
(http://www.spl. usace.army.mii/Portals/ I 7/ docs/regulatory /Permit_ Process/ 
SPD-RG_map-drawing-standards_fina1_20I20806v3.pdf). All plan sheets shall be signed, 
dated, and submitted on paper no larger than 8.5 xI I inches. No work in waters ofthe U.S. is 
authorized until the Permittee receives, in writing (by letter or e-mail), Corps Regulatory 
Division approval of the final detailed grading/construction plans. The Permittee shall ensure 
that the project is built in accordance with the Corps Regulatory Division-approved plans. 

3. Prior to initiating construction in waters of the U.S., and to mitigate for permanent impacts to 
1.23 I acre of non-wetland waters of the U.S. and for temporary impacts to 0.070 acre of non
wetland waters of the U.S., the Permittee shall provide documentation verifYing purchase of6.6 
acres credits for the enhancement of wetlands from a Corps-approved in-lieu fee program 
(SAWAArundo Removal Program). The Permittee shall not initiate work in waters ofthe U.S. 
prior to receiving written confirmation (by letter or e-mail) from the Corps Regulatory Division 
as to compliance with this special condition. The Permittee retains responsibility for providing 
the compensatory mitigation until the number and resource type of credits described above have 
been secured from a sponsor and the Corps Regulatory Division has received documentation 
that confirms that the sponsor has accepted the responsibility for providing the required 
compensatory mitigation. This documentation may consist of a letter or form signed by the 
sponsor, with the permit number and a statement indicating the number and resource type of 
credits that have been secured from the sponsor. 

4. The Permittee shall clearly mark the limits of the workspace with flagging or similar means to 
ensure mechanized equipment does not enter avoided waters of the U.S. areas shown in the 
attached figures. Adverse impacts to waters of the U.S. beyond the Corps Regulatory Division
approved construction footprint are not authorized. Such impacts could result in permit 
suspension and revocation, administrative, civil or criminal penalties, and/or substantial, 
additional, compensatory mitigation requirements. 

5. Upon project completion, all temporary fills shall be removed and all temporarily affected 
streams shall be re-contoured to pre-construction conditions. In addition, the Permittee shall 
hydroseed, where possible, the disturbed portions of the earthen stream banks with native, 
non-invasive species, as appropriate to the affected areas, to reduce the potential for erosion. 
The Permittee shall submit the proposed planting palette for review and approval by the 
Corps Regulatory Division prior to initiation of construction. The Permittee shall ensure the 
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hydroseeded areas are maintained and monitored for a period of two years after completing the 
seeding activities, such that less than 10 percent of the areas disturbed by the project are 
vegetated by non-native and invasive plant species. For each project drainage feature, the 
Permittee shall submit a memorandum by December I slh after completion of the two year 
maintenance and monitoring period. The memo shall indicate for each project crossing/impact 
area, when temporary construction areas were re-contoured to pre-construction conditions, 
when native seeding was completed, the species and percent cover (absolute) of invasive and/or 
non-invasive plant species that occur onsite each year prior to treatment, and when and how 
many/the extent of invasive and/or non-invasive plant species were removed that year. 

6. Within 45 calendar days of completing authorized work in waters of the U.S., the Permittee 
shall submit to the Corps Regulatory Division a memo including the following: 
A) Date(s) work within waters of the U.S. was initiated and completed; 
B) Summary of compliance status with each special condition of this permit (including any 

noncompliance that previously occurred or is currently occurring and corrective actions 
completed or being taken to achieve compliance); 

C) Color photographs taken at the project site before and after construction for those aspects 
directly associated with impacts to waters of the U.S.; and 

D) One copy of as-built drawings for the entire project (all sheets must be signed, dated, to
scale, and no larger than 8.5 x 1 I inches); and 

E) Signed Certification of Compliance. 

Endangered Species Act 

7. This Corps permit does not authorize you to take any threatened or endangered species, in 
particular the San Bernardino kangaroo rat (Dipodomys merriami parvus) and arroyo toad 
(Anaxyrus californicus), or to adversely modify designated critical habitat of any species. In 
order to legally take a federally listed species, you must have separate authorization under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) (e.g. ESA section 10 permit, or a Biological Opinion (BO) 
under ESA section 7, with "incidental take•• provisions with which you must comply). The 
enclosed U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) BO (FWS-SB-10B0097-I2FOOOI) 
contains mandatory terms and conditions to implement the reasonable and prudent measures 
that are associated with "incidental take" that is also specified in the BO. Your authorization 
under this Corps Regulatory Division permit is conditional upon your compliance with all of 
the mandatory terms and conditions associated with incidental take of the attached BO, terms 
and conditions of which are incorporated by reference in this permit. Failure to comply with 
the terms and conditions associated with the incidental take specified in the BO, where a take 
of the federally listed species occurs, would constitute an unauthorized take, and it would 
also constitute non-compliance with your Corps Regulatory Division permit. The Corps 
Regulatory Division and USFWS are the appropriate authorities to determine compliance 
with the terms and conditions of the referenced BO and with the ESA. 

Cultural Resources: 

8. Pursuant to 36 C.F.R section 800.13, in the event of any discoveries during construction of 
either human remains, archeological deposits, or any other type of historic property, the 
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Permittee shall notify the Corps' Regulatory Division and Archeology staff (Steve Dibble at 
213-452-3849 or John Killeen at 213-452-3861) within 24 hours. The Permittee shall 
immediately suspend all work within 100 feet of any area(s) where potential cultural resources 
are discovered. The Pennittee shall not reswne construction in the area surrounding the 
potential cultural resources until the Corps Regulatory Division re-authorizes project 
construction, per 36 C.F.R section 800.13. 

Your verification is valid through March 18, 2017. All nationwide permits will expire 
on March 18, 2017. It is incumbent upon you to remain informed of changes to the nationwide 
permits. A public notice of the change(s) will be issued when any of the NWPs are modified, 
reissued, or revoked. Furthermore, if you commence or are under contract to commence this 
activity before the date on which the relevant NWP is reissued, modified, or revoked, you will 
have twelve (12) months from the date of the reissuance, modification, or revocation of the NWP 
to complete the activity under the present terms and conditions of the relevant NWP. 

A preliminary jurisdictional determination (P JD) has been conducted to determine the 
extent ofU.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) geographic jurisdiction, upon which this NWP 
verification is based. A preliminary JD is advisory in nature and is a written indication that 
Corps geographic jurisdiction may be present on a particular site, but is not appealable. Please 
refer to the enclosed Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) fact sheet and Request for Appeal 
(RFA) form for more information. 

A NWP does not grant any property rights or exclusive privileges. Additionally, it does 
not authorize any injury to the property, rights of others, nor does it authorize interference with 
any existing or proposed Federal project Furthermore, it does not obviate the need to obtain 
other Federal, state, or local authorizations required by law. 

Thank you for participating in our regulatory program. If you have any questions, please 
contact Veronica Chan at 213-452-3292 or via e-mail at VeronicaC.Chan@usace.anny.mil. 

Please be advised that you can now comment on your experience with Regulatory 
Division by accessing the Corps web-based customer survey form at: 
http://per2.nwp.usace.army.millsurvey.html. 

"Building Strong and Taking Care of People!" 

Sincerely, 

Mark D. Cohen 
Deputy Chief, Regulatory Division 

Enclosure(s) 
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LOS ANGELES DISTRICT 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY NATIONWIDE PERMIT 

Permit Number: sP L-2009-00460-vee 

Name of Permittee: California Department of Transportation, District 8 (POC: Scott Quinnell) 

Date oflssuance: February 4, 2013 

Upon completion of the activity authorized by this permit and the mitigation required by this 
permit, sign this certificate, and return it to the following address: 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District 
Regulatory Division 
ATTN: CESPL-RG-SPL-2009-00460-VCC 
P.O. Box 532711 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401 

Please note that your permitted activity is subject to a compliance inspection by an Army 
Corps of Engineers representative. If you fail to comply with this Nationwide Permit, you may 
be subject to permit suspension, modification, or revocation procedures aS contained in 33 C.F.R. 
§ 330.5 or enforcement procedures such as those contained in 33 C.F.R. §§ 326.4 and 326.5. 

I hereby certify that the work authorized by the above referenced permit has been completed 
in accordance with the terms and conditions of the said permit, and required mitigation was 
completed in accordance with the permit condition(s). 

Signature of Permittee Date 
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Table 1 -Waters of the United States 

Feature Attributes . 
Drainage Number Description Jurisdictional 

Status 

Concrete and 
earthen-bottomed 

51 roadside drainage Jurisdictional 
channels, devoid of 

vegetation 

Earthen-bottomed. 

52 Flows easterly Jurisdictional 
under the 1-15 via a 

small aJivert 

Flows under the 1·15 
53 via a large RCB Jurisdictional 

culvert to 053 

Small earthen-
54 bottomed roadside Jurisdictional 

drainage ditch 

Small earthen-
55 bottomed roadside Jurisdictional 

drainage ditch 

Small earthen-
56 bottomed roadside Jurisdictional 

drainage ditch 

57 Large cona-ete Jurisdictional aprons 

Concrete-apron 73a devoid of vegetation Jurisdictional 

080 flows into 081, 
081 conveys flows 

80 under 1-15 via a Jurisdictional 
large RCB culvert to 

053 

080 flows into 081, 

81 
081 conveys flows 

Jurisdictional under 1-15 via a 
large RCB culvert to 

Concrete or earthen 
83 bottomed roadside Jurisdictional 

drainage 

97 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

lmgacts Alreadl! 
!n!ill!s!•!I!ID 

Drainage 41 •• 
98 Kimbark Canyon Jurisdictional 

California Oepanment of Transponatlon 

Group 2 

\/Vidlh I Length 
within BSA 

(feet) 

6/267 

2/993 

12/2D5 

1/340 

1/410 

2/432 

6/2615 

10/2213 

34/113 

B/578 

2/219 

0.5/157 

-

Impact Type 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 
Temoorarv 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temoorarv 

Permanent 

Group 2 
Pase 12 

199 

ProJect Impacts 

Habitat Type (acres) Approximate 

Non-Wetland 

D.D27 

D.DD5 

O.D03 

D.ODD 

D.056 

D.ODD 

D.OOD 

D.ODD 

O.OOD 

D.OOD 

D.OOD 

D.001 

D.OOD 
D.OOD 

O.OOD 

0.000 

O.ODO 

D.DDD 

O.OOD 

O.DOD 

O.DOD 

O.OOD 

D.OOD 

D.OOD 

O.DDO 

Total Impact 
Linear Feet of 

Wetland ~ (acres) · Impact .. -~ 

D.ODD OD27 152 

0 DOO OOD5 34 

O.DOO O.OD3 63 

0 DOD ODDO 0 

O.DOD 0056 205 

0 DOD OODO 0 

0 DOD O.DDO D 

0 DOD OODO 0 

0 DOO OODO 0 

O.DOO D.ODO 0 

0 DOO OODO 0 

0 DOO D OD1 15 

0 DOO 0.000 0 
0 DOO OODO 0 

0000 0.000 0 

0.000 O.DOO 0 

O.OOD O.DOD D 

D.DOD O.DOO 0 

D.DDO 0.000 D 

O.ODO O.ODD D 

0.000 OOOD 0 

O.DOD O.DOO 0 

O.DOO DODO 0 

0 DOO OODO 0 

0.000 0000 0 

Devore 1·15 /1·215 lnterchance Improvements 
Waters of the United States 



Feature Attributes 

'Mdth /length 
Drainage Number Oesaiplion Juisdlctional within BSA Impact Type 

status 
(feet) 

Drainage: natural, 
earthen·bottomed 

Temporary drainage 

Total Pennanent II 
Impacts 

Total Temporary II 
Impacts 

Group2 
California Department ofTransportation p!OU 

Project lmp_acts 

Habitat Type (acres) Approximate 

Non· Wetland 

0.000 

0.086 

0.006 

Total Impact Unear Feet of 
Wetland (acres) Impact 

0.000 0000 0 

0.000 0.086 420.000 

0.000 0.006 49.000 

Devore 1-lS /1·21S Interchange Improvements 
Waters of the United States 



Table 1 -Waters of the United States 

Feature Attributes -

Drainage Number DesalpUon 
Jurisdictional 

Sti!tUs 

Natural, earthen-
bottomed. Flows 

under the 1-15 via a 

15 
6-foot CSP and 

Jurisdictional 
flows under Cajon 
Blvd via a 3-fool 
CSP directly into 

Cajon Creek. 

17 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

18 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

19 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

20 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

21 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

22 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

Natural. earthen-

23 
bottomed flows 

Jurisdictional 
under Cajon Blvd. in 
a double box culvert 

24 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

Partially concrete-
lined and partially 

25 earthen-bottomed Jurisdictional 
roadside drainage 

ditches 

Partially concrete-
lined and partially 

26 earthen-bottomed Jurisdictional 
roadside drainage 

ditches 

28 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

California Department of Transportation 

Group 3 
-

Wdth I Length 
wlthlnBSA 

(feet) 

11/304 

2/589 

6/393 

2/204 

1/374 

7/472 

3/542 

9/464 

8/131 

1/480 

1/1238 

3/1121 

... 

Impact Type 

Permanent 

Temporal}' 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporaty 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Group 3 
Paje 14 
~01 

'· 
- Project Impacts 

Habitat Type (acres) 
Approximate 

Non-Walland 

0.051 

0.000 

0.027 

0.000 

0.004 

0.000 

0.003 

0.000 

0.005 

0.000 

0.053 

0.004 

0.006 

0.002 

0.058 

0.006 

0.003 

0.003 

0.011 

0 .000 

0.014 

0.000 

0.070 

Total Impact 
Linear Feet of 

Wetland (acres) 
Impact 

- -

0.000 0051 201 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0 .027 515 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.004 25 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.003 55 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.005 176 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.053 260 

0.000 0.004 26 

0.000 0.006 80 

0.000 0.002 25 

0.000 0.058 124 

0.000 0.006 28 

0.000 0.003 36 

0.000 0.003 16 

0 .000 0.011 480 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.014 1238 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.070 997 

Devore 1·15 /1·215 lnterchanse Improvements 
Waters of the United States 



. Feature Attributes 

Wdth I Length 
Drainage Number Desaiptlon 

Jurisdictional 
within BSA Status (feet) 

Earthen channel 
and large CSP 

32 draining Middleman Jurisdictional 2/1655 
Canyon drainage 

(033) 

Middleman Canyon-
natural, earthen-

bottomed drainage. 
Flows under 1-15 via 

33 a 6-foot CSP; a + Jurisdictional 8/265 
foot x 8-foot double 
box culvert conveys 
flows under Ca)on 

Blvd. 

Earthen-bottomed 

34 drainages. Flows Jurisdictional 4/722 
under the 1-15 via a 

4-footCSP 

Earthen-bottomed. 
35 Flows under the 1-15 Jurisdictional 4/80 

via a 4-foot CSP 

Natural, earthen-
bottomed. Flows 

under the 1-15 via a 

36 6-foot CSP and Jurisdic:tlonal 9/663 flows under Cajon 
Blvd via a 3-foot 
CSP direc:tly into 

Cajon Creek. 

Concrete or earthen 
82 bottomed Jurisdic:tional 5/933 

87 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 2/411 

99 Earth-Bottom Jurisdic:tional 1/184 

100 Earth-Bottom Jurisdic:tlonal 0.5/93 

101 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 0.5/64 

102 
Earth-Bottom with 

Jurisdictional 1/147 
Pipe Outfall 

Earth-Bottom with 
103 

Pipe Outfall 
Jurisdictional 2/51 

104 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/431 

California Department of Tn~nsportation 

Impact Type 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 
Temporary 
Permanent 
Temporary 
Permanent 
Temporary 
Permanent 
Temporary 
Permanent 
Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Group 3 

p~~ 

Project Impacts 

Habitat Type (acres) 
Approximate 

Non-VVetland 

0.003 

0.060 

0.001 

0.000 

0.000 

0.004 

0.000 

0.007 

0.000 

0.037 

0.003 

0.000 

0.000 

0.018 
0000 
0004 
0000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.001 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 

0.002 

0.001 

0.010 

0.000 

Total Impact Linear Feet of 
VVetland (acres) 

Impact 

0.000 0.003 50 

0.000 0.060 1302 

0.000 0.001 30 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.004 36 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.007 80 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.037 181 

0.000 0.003 15 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.018 354 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.004 112 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.001 58 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.002 40 

0.000 0.001 11 

0.000 0.010 431 

0.000 0.000 0 

Devore 1·15 /1·215 Interchange Improvements 
Waters of the United States 



Feature Attributes 
..._ __ -

~ - - -
Jurisdictional VVid_lh /Length 

Drainage Number Description within BSA Status (feet) 

105 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/174 

106 Earth-Bottom Jurlsdictlonal 1/313 

107 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/263 

108 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/103 

109 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/163 

Outside BSA, 
connects to 023 y 

120 Natural, earthen- Jurisdictional bottomed flows -
under Cajon Blvd. In 
a double box culvert 

Total Permanent 
Impacts -

Total Temporary - ... .- ..... 
Impacts 

; __ 
.!~ ~. ·- .-:. 

California Department of Transportation 

~- -

Impact Type 

Permanent 

Temperarv 
Permanent 
TemPOrarY 
Permanent 
Temporarv 
Permanent 
Temperarv 

Permanent 

Temporary 

Permanent 

Temporary 

-

~' 

~-

--· 

Proiectlmpacts 
.. 

H~bitat Type (acres) 
~. 

Approximate 

Non-\!Vedand 

0.004 

0.000 
0.007 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.459 

0.023 

Totallmpact 
Wetland (acres) Linear Feet of 

Impact 

0.000 0 .004 174 

0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0 .007 313 
0000 0.000 0 
0000 0.000 16 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.459 7284.000 

0.000 0.023 201.000 

Devore 1·15 I 1·215 Interchange Improvements 
Waters of the United States 



Table 1 -Waters of the United States 

Group 4 

Feature Attributes 

Wdlh I Length 
Drainage Number Desaiplion Jurisdictional wllhlnBSA Impact Type 

Status (feet) 

Pennanent 
29 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 30/466 

Temporary 

Pennanent 
30 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 9/677 

Temporary 

Pennanent 
31 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 5/1534 

Temporary 

Poonanent 
74 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/592 

Temporary 

Permanent 
75 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/281 

Temporary 

Penn anent 
76 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 2/472 

Temporary 

Pennanent 
77 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/436 

TemporafY 

Permanent 
78 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/250 

Temporary 

Permanent 
79 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 2/278 

Temporary 

Pennanent 
89 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 3/135 

Temporary 

Pennanent 
90 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 4/242 

Temporary 

Pennanent 
91 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 5/182 

Temporary 

Penn anent 
92 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 3/137 

Temporary 

110 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 10/116 Penn anent 
T 

111 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/208 
Permanent 
Temporary 

Permanent 
112 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 1/191 

Temporary 

Group 4 
Callromla Department of Transportation PfOlf 

Project Impacts 

Habitat Type (aaes) 
Approximate 

Non-Wetland 

0.203 

0.028 

0.140 

0.000 

0.130 

0.000 

0000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0 .000 

0 .000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.007 

0.001 

0.007 
0.000 
0.004 
0.000 

0.002 

0.000 

Total Impact Linear Feet of 
Wetland (acres) 

Impact 

0.000 0.203 295 

0.000 0.028 41 

0.000 0.140 677 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.130 1134 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0 ODD 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.007 96 

0.000 0.001 19 

0.000 0.007 29 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.004 176 
0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.002 68 

0.000 0.000 0 

Devore 1·15 I 1·215 Interchange Improvements 
Waters of the United Stlltes 



113 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

Earth-Bottom 
114 Extension to Jurisdictional 

drainage 90 

115 
Earth-Bottom 

Jurisdictional 
Outside of BSA 

116 
Pipe System along 

Jurisdictional 
dralange 

117 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

118a Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

118b Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

119 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 

Total Permanent 
Impacts 

•;. t: .. 
Total Temporary i 

Impacts ~ ~ 

California Oepanment of Transportation 

0.5/47 
Permanent 

TemporaiY 

Permanent 
1/175 

TemporafY 

Permanenl - TemporaiY 

1/179 
Permanenl 
TemporaiY 

0.5/431 
Permanent 
TemporafY 

0.5/12 
Permanent 
Temporary 

0.5/170 
Permanent 
TemporaiY 

2/13 
Permanent 
TemporafY 

,,.. 
.... ,..T 

. -: ~ . 

Group4 

Pa~b~ 

0.000 

0.000 

0.002 

0.000 

0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 
0.000 

0.496 

0.029 

0.000 0.000 35 

0.000 0.000 0 

0 .000 0.002 88 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 
0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.496 2598.000 

0.000 0.029 60.000 

Devore 1-15 / 1·215 lntercnange Improvements 
Waters of tne United States 



Table 1 -Waters of the United States 

Group 5 

Featun~ Attributes 

Wdth I Length 
Drainage Number Oesaiptlon 

Jurisdictional 
wlthlnBSA Impact Type 

Status 
(feet) 

45 Earth-Bottom Jurisdictional 20/3146 
Pennanent 
Temporary 

Cable Creek (047-
049,085,086,and Permanent 

47 088) Is a larger Jurisdictional 20/47 
natural, earthen-

bottomed drainage Temporary 

Cable Creek (047- Pennanent 
049, 085, 086, and 

48 088) Is a larger Jurisdictional 3/467 
natural, earthen-

bottomed drainage Temporary 

Cable Creek (047- Permanent 
049, 085, 086, and 

49 088) is a larger Jurisdictional 2/1468 
natural, earthen- Temporary 

bottomed drainage 

Cable Creek (047- Permanent 
049, 085, 086, and 

85 088) is a larger Jurisdictional 1/198 
natural, earthen-

bottomed drainage 
Temporary 

Cable Creek (047· 
Permanent 

049, 085, 086, and 
86 088) Is a larger Jurisdictional 2/518 

natural, earthen-
Temporary bottomed drainage 

Cable Creek (047· Pennanent 
049, 085, 086, and 

88 088) Is a larger Jurisdictional 10 /1278 
natural, earthen-

bottomed drainage Temporary 

Total Permanent 
Impacts 

Total Temporary 
Impacts 

California Department ofTransportation 206 

Ptoiect Impacts 

Habitat Type (acres) 
Approximate 

Non-INedand 

0.190 
0 012 

0.000 

0 ,000 

0,000 

0.000 

0000 

0000 

0.000 

0,000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 

0.190 

0.012 

Total Impact 
Linear Feet of 

INeUand (acres) 
Impact 

0.000 0.190 414 
0000 0 .012 25 

0.000 0 .000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 DODO 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0000 0.000 0 

0 .000 0.000 0 

0.000 0 000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0.000 0.000 0 

0000 0.000 0 

0.000 0000 0 

0.000 0.190 414.000 

0.000 0.012 25.000 

Devore i-15 /1·215 Interchange Improvements 
Waters of the United States 
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Enclosure 1: NATIONWIDE PERMIT (NWP) NUMBER(S) 14 Linear Transportation Projects. TERMS 
AND CONDITIONS 

1. Nationwide Pennit(s) (NWP) No. 14 Linear Transportation Projects. Terms: 

Your activity is authorized under Nationwide Permit (NWP) Number(s) 14 Linear Transportation Projects. 
subject to the following terms: 

14. Linear Transportation Projects. Activities required for the construction, expansion, modification, or 
improvement of linear transportation projects (e.g., roads, highways, railways, trails, airport runways, and 
taxiways) in waters of the United States. For linear transportation projects in non-tidal waters, the discharge 
cannot cause the loss of greater than 1/2-acre of waters of the United States. For linear transportation projects in 
tidal waters, the discharge cannot cause the loss of greater than 1/3-acre of waters of the United States. Any 
stream channel modification, including bank stabilization, is limited to the minimum necessary to construct or 
protect the linear transportation project; such modifications must be in the immediate vicinity of the project. 
This NWP also authorizes temporary structures, fills, and work necessary to construct the linear transportation 
project. Appropriate measures must be taken to maintain normal downstream flows and minimize flooding to 
the maximum extent practicable, when temporary structures, work, and discharges, including cofferdams, are 
necessary for construction activities, access fills, or dewatering of construction sites. Temporary fills must 
consist of materials, and be placed in a manner, that will not be eroded by expected high flows. Temporary fills 
must be removed in their entirety and the affected areas returned to pre-construction elevations. The areas 
affected by temporary fills must be revegetated, as appropriate. This NWP cannot be used to authorize non-
linear features commonly associated with transportation projects, such as vehicle maintenance or storage 
buildings, parking lots, train stations, or aircraft hangars. Notification: The permittee must submit a pre-
construction notification to the district engineer prior to commencing the activity if: ( 1) the loss of waters of the 
United States exceeds 1/I 0 acre; or (2) there is a discharge in a special aquatic site, including wetlands. (See 
general condition 27.) (Sections 10 and 404) Note: Some discharges for the construction of farm roads or 
forest roads, or temporary roads for moving mining equipment, may qualify for an exemption under Section 
404(f) of the Clean Water Act (see 33 CFR 323.4). 

Note: To qualify for NWP authorization, the prospective permittee must comply with the following general 
conditions, as appropriate, in addition to any regional or case-specific conditions imposed by the division 
engineer or district engineer. Prospective permittees should contact the appropriate Corps district office to 
determine if regional conditions have been imposed on an NWP. Prospective permittees should also contact the 
appropriate Corps district office to determine the status of Clean Water Act Section 401 water quality 
certification and/or Coastal Zone Management Act consistency for an NWP. 

2. Nationwide Permit General Conditions: The following general conditions must be followed in order for 
any authorization by an NWP to be valid: 

I. I. Navigation. (a) No activity may cause more than a minimal adverse effect on navigation. 
(b) Any safety lights and signals prescribed by the U.S. Coast Guard, through regulations or otherwise, 
must be installed and maintained at the permittee's expense on authorized facilities in navigable waters 
of the United States. 
(c) The permittee understands and agrees that, if future operations by the United States require the 
removal, relocation, or other alteration, of the structure or work herein authorized, or if, in the opinion of 
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the Secretary of the Army or his authorized representative, said structure or work shall cause 
unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation of the navigable waters, the permittee will be required, 
upon due notice from the Corps of Engineers, to remove, relocate, or alter the structural work or 
obstructions caused thereby, without expense to the United States. No claim shall be made against the 
United States on account of any such removal or alteration. 

2. Aquatic Life Movements. No activity may substantially disrupt the necessary life cycle movements of 
those species of aquatic life indigenous to the waterbody, including those species that normally migrate 
through the area, unless the activity's primary purpose is to impound water. All permanent and 
temporary crossings of waterbodies shall be suitably culverted, bridged, or otherwise designed and 
constructed to maintain low flows to sustain the movement of those aquatic species. 

3. Spawning Areas. Activities in spawning areas during spawning seasons must be avoided to the 
maximum extent practicable. Activities that result in the physical destruction (e.g., through excavation, 
fill, or downstream smothering by substantial turbidity) of an important spawning area are not 
authorized. 

4. Migratory Bird Breeding Areas. Activities in waters of the United States that serve as breeding areas for 
migratory birds must be avoided to the maximum extent practicable. 

5. Shellfish Beds. No activity may occur in areas of concentrated shellfish populations, unless the activity 
is directly related to a shellfish harvesting activity authorized by NWPs 4 and 48, or is a shellfish 
seeding or habitat restoration activity authorized by NWP 27. 

6. Suitable Material. No activity may use unsuitable material (e.g., trash, debris, car bodies, asphalt, etc.). 
Material used for construction or discharged must be free from toxic pollutants in toxic amounts (see 
Section 307 of the Clean Water Act). 

7. Water Supply Intakes. No activity may occur in the proximity of a public water supply intake, except 
where the activity is for the repair or improvement of public water supply intake structures or adjacent 
bank stabilization. 

8. Adverse Effects From Impoundments. If the activity creates an impoundment of water, adverse effects 
to the aquatic system due to accelerating the passage of water, and/or restricting its flow must be 
minimized to the maximum extent practicable. 

9. Management of Water Flows. To the maximum extent practicable, the pre-construction course, 
condition, capacity, and location of open waters must be maintained for each activity, including stream 
channelization and storm water management activities, except as provided below. The activity must be 
constructed to withstand expected high flows. The activity must not restrict or impede the passage of 
normal or high flows, unless the primary purpose of the activity is to impound water or manage high 
flows. The activity may alter the pre-construction course, condition, capacity, and location of open 
waters if it benefits the aquatic environment (e.g., stream restoration or relocation activities). 

10. Fills Within 100-Year Floodplains. The activity must comply with applicable FEMA-approved state or 
local floodplain management requirements. 
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11. Equipment. Heavy equipment working in wetlands or mudflats must be placed on mats, or other 
measures must be taken to minimize soil disturbance. 

12. Soil Erosion and Sediment Controls. Appropriate soil erosion and sediment controls must be used and 
maintained in effective operating condition during construction, and all exposed soil and other fills, as 
well as any work below the ordinary high water mark or high tide line, must be permanently stabilized at 
the earliest practicable date. Permittees are encouraged to perform work within waters of the United 
States during periods of low-flow or no-flow. 

13. Removal of Temporary Fills. Temporary fills must be removed in their entirety and the affected areas 
returned to pre-construction elevations. The affected areas must be revegetated, as appropriate. 

14. Proper Maintenance. Any authorized structure or fill shall be properly maintained, including 
maintenance to ensure public safety and compliance with applicable NWP general conditions, as well as 
any activity-specific conditions added by the district engineer to an NWP authorization. 

15. Single and Complete Project. The activity must be a single and complete project. The same NWP cannot 
be used more than once for the same single and complete project. 

16. Wild and Scenic Rivers. No activity may occur in a component of the National Wild and Scenic River 
System, or in a river officially designated by Congress as a "study river" for possible inclusion in the 
system while the river is in an official study status, unless the appropriate Federal agency with direct 
management responsibility for such river, has determined in writing that the proposed activity will not 
adversely affect the Wild and Scenic River designation or study status. Information on Wild and Scenic 
Rivers may be obtained from the appropriate Federal land management agency responsible for the 
designated Wild and Scenic River or study river (e.g., National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, 
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service). 

17. Tribal Rights. No activity or its operation may impair reserved tribal rights, including, but not limited to, 
reserved water rights and treaty fishing and hunting rights. 

18. Endangered Species. (a) No activity is authorized under any NWP which is likely to directly or 
indirectly jeopardize the continued existence of a threatened or endangered species or a species proposed 
for such designation, as identified under the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), or which will 
directly or indirectly destroy or adversely modify the critical habitat of such species. No activity is 
authorized under any NWP which "may affect" a listed species or critical habitat, unless Section 7 
consultation addressing the effects of the proposed activity has been completed. 
(b) Federal agencies should follow their own procedures for complying with the requirements of the 
ESA. Federal permittees must provide the district engineer with the appropriate documentation to 
demonstrate compliance with those requirements. The district engineer will review the documentation 
and determine whether it is sufficient to address ESA compliance for the NWP activity, or whether 
additional ESA consultation is necessary. 
(c) Non-federal permittees must submit a pre-construction notification to the district engineer if any 
listed species or designated critical habitat might be affected or is in the vicinity of the project, or if the 
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project is located in designated critical habitat, and shall not begin work on the activity until notified by 
the district engineer that the requirements of the ESA have been satisfied and that the activity is 
authorized. For activities that might affect Federally-listed endangered or threatened species or 
designated critical habitat, the pre-construction notification must include the name(s) of the endangered 
or threatened species that might be affected by the proposed work or that utilize the designated critical 
habitat that might be affected by the proposed work. The district engineer will determine whether the 
proposed activity "may affect" or will have "no effect" to listed species and designated critical habitat 
and will notify the non-Federal applicant ofthe Corps' determination within 45 days of receipt of a 
complete pre-construction notification. In cases where the non-Federal applicant has identified listed 
species or critical habitat that might be affected or is in the vicinity of the project, and has so notified the 
Corps, the applicant shall not begin work until the Corps has provided notification the proposed 
activities will have "no effect" on listed species or critical habitat, or until Section 7 consultation has 
been completed. If the non-Federal applicant has not heard back from the Corps within 45 days, the 
applicant must still wait for notification from the Corps. 
(d) As a result of formal or informal consultation with the FWS or NMFS the district engineer may add 
species-specific regional endangered species conditions to the NWPs. 
(e) Authorization of an activity by a NWP does not authorize the ''take" of a threatened or endangered 
species as defined under the ESA. In the absence of separate authorization (e.g., an ESA Section 10 
Permit, a Biological Opinion with "incidental take" provisions, etc.) from the U.S. FWS or the NMFS, 
The Endangered Species Act prohibits any person subject to the jurisdiction of the United States to take 
a listed species, where "take" means to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or 
collect, or to attempt to engage in any such conduct. The word "harm" in the defmition of "take" means 
an act which actually kills or injures wildlife. Such an act may include significant habitat modification 
or degradation where it actually kills or injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral 
patterns, including breeding, feeding or sheltering. 
(f) Information on the location of threatened and endangered species and their critical habitat can be 
obtained directly from the offices of the U.S. FWS and NMFS or their world wide web pages at 
http://www.fws.gov/ or http://www.fws.gov/ipac and http://www.noaa.gov/fisheries.htrnl respectively. 

19. Migratory Birds and Bald and Golden Eagles. The permittee is responsible for obtaining any "take" 
permits required under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's regulations governing compliance with the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act or the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. The permittee should contact 
the appropriate local office ofthe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to determine if such "take" permits are 
required for a particular activity. 

20. Historic Properties. (a) In cases where the district engineer determines that the activity may affect 
properties listed, or eligible for listing, in the National Register of Historic Places, the activity is not 
authorized, until the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
have been satisfied. 
(b) Federal permittees should follow their own procedures for complying with the requirements of 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Federal permittees must provide the district 
engineer with the appropriate documentation to demonstrate compliance with those requirements. The 
district engineer will review the documentation and determine whether it is sufficient to address section 
106 compliance for the NWP activity, or whether additional section 106 consultation is necessary. 
(c) Non-federal permittees must submit a pre-construction notification to the district engineer if the 
authorized activity may have the potential to cause effects to any historic properties listed on, 
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determined to be eligible for listing on, or potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of 
Historic Places, including previously unidentified properties. For such activities, the pre-construction 
notification must state which historic properties may be affected by the proposed work or include a 
vicinity map indicating the location of the historic properties or the potential for the presence of historic 
properties. Assistance regarding information on the location of or potential for the presence of historic 
resources can be sought from the State Historic Preservation Officer or Tribal Historic Preservation 
Officer, as appropriate, and the National Register of Historic Places (see 33 CFR 330.4(g}}. When 
reviewing pre-construction notifications, district engineers will comply with the current procedures for 
addressing the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The district 
engineer shall make a reasonable and good faith effort to carry out appropriate identification efforts, 
which may include background research, consultation, oral history interviews, sample field 
investigation, and field survey. Based on the information submitted and these efforts, the district 
engineer shall determine whether the proposed activity has the potential to cause an effect on the historic 
properties. Where the non-Federal applicant has identified historic properties on which the activity may 
have the potential to cause effects and so notified the Corps, the non-Federal applicant shall not begin 
the activity until notified by the district engineer either that the activity has no potential to cause effects 
or that consultation under Section 106 of the NHP A has been completed. 
(d) The district engineer will notify the prospective permittee within 45 days of receipt of a complete 
pre-construction notification whether NHP A Section I 06 consultation is required. Section 106 
consultation is not required when the Corps determines that the activity does not have the potential to 
cause effects on historic properties (see 36 CFR §800.3(a}}. IfNHPA section 106 consultation is 
required and will occur, the district engineer will notify the non-Federal applicant that he or she cannot 
begin work until Section 106 consultation is completed. If the non-Federal applicant has not heard back 
from the Corps within 45 days, the applicant must still wait for notification from the Corps. 
(e) Prospective permittees should be aware that section I IOk ofthe NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470h-2(k}} 
prevents the Corps from granting a permit or other assistance to an applicant who, with intent to avoid 
the requirements of Section 1 06 of the NHPA, has intentionally significantly adversely affected a 
historic property to which the permit would relate, or having legal power to prevent it, allowed such 
significant adverse effect to occur, unless the Corps, after consultation with the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation (ACHP}, determines that circumstances justify granting such assistance despite the 
adverse effect created or permitted by the applicant. If circumstances justify granting the assistance, the 
Corps is required to notify the ACHP and provide documentation specifying the circumstances, the 
degree of damage to the integrity of any historic properties affected, and proposed mitigation. This 
documentation must include any views obtained from the applicant, SHPOffHPO, appropriate Indian 
tribes if the undertaking occurs on or affects historic properties on tribal lands or affects properties of 
interest to those tribes, and other parties known to have a legitimate interest in the impacts to the 
permitted activity on historic properties. 

21. Discovery ofPreviously Unknown Remains and Artifacts. If you discover any previously unknown 
historic, cultural or archeological remains and artifacts while accomplishing the activity authorized by 
this permit, you must immediately notify the district engineer of what you have found, and to the 
maximum extent practicable, avoid construction activities that may affect the remains and artifacts until 
the required coordination has been completed. The district engineer will initiate the Federal, Tribal and 
state coordination required to determine if the items or remains warrant a recovery effort or if the site is 
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 
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22. Designated Critical Resource Waters. Critical resource waters include, NOAA-managed marine 
sanctuaries and marine monuments, and National Estuarine Research Reserves. The district engineer 
may designate, after notice and opportunity for public comment, additional waters officially designated 
by a state as having particular environmental or ecological significance, such as outstanding national 
resource waters or state natural heritage sites. The district engineer may also designate additional critical 
resource waters after notice and opportunity for public comment 
(a) Discharges of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States are not authorized by NWPs 7, 
12, 14, 16, 17, 21, 29, 31, 35, 39, 40, 42, 43, 44, 49, 50, 51, and 52 for any activity within, or directly 
affecting, critical resource waters, including wetlands adjacent to such waters. 
(b) For NWPs 3, 8, 10, I3, 15, 18, 19, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28, 30, 33, 34, 36, 37, and 38, notification is 
required in accordance with general condition 31, for any activity proposed in the designated critical 
resource waters including wetlands adjacent to those waters. The district engineer may authorize 
activities under these NWPs only after it is determined that the impacts to the critical resource waters 
will be no more than minimal. 

23. Mitigation. The district engineer will consider the following factors when determining appropriate and 
practicable mitigation necessary to ensure that adverse effects on the aquatic environment are minimal: 
(a) The activity must be designed and constructed to avoid and minimize adverse effects, both temporary 
and permanent, to waters of the United States to the maximum extent practicable at the project site (i.e., 
on site). 
(b) Mitigation in all its forms (avoiding, minimizing, rectifying, reducing, or compensating for resource 
losses) will be required to the extent necessary to ensure that the adverse effects to the aquatic 
environment are minimal. 
(c) Compensatory mitigation at a minimum one-for-one ratio will be required for all wetland losses that 
exceed 1/1 0-acre and require pre-construction notification, unless the district engineer determines in 
writing that either some other form of mitigation would be more environmentally appropriate or the 
adverse effects of the proposed activity are minimal, and provides a project-specific waiver of this 
requirement. For wetland losses of 1/10-acre or less that require pre-construction notification, the district 
engineer may determine on a case-by-case basis that compensatory mitigation is required to ensure that 
the activity results in minimal adverse effects on the aquatic environment. Compensatory mitigation 
projects provided to offset losses of aquatic resources must comply with the applicable provisions of 33 
CFR part 332. 

(1) The prospective permittee is responsible for proposing an appropriate compensatory mitigation 
option if compensatory mitigation is necessary to ensure that the activity results in minimal adverse 
effects on the aquatic environment. 
(2) Since the likelihood of success is greater and the impacts to potentially valuable uplands are 
reduced, wetland restoration should be the first compensatory mitigation option considered. 
(3) If permittee-responsible mitigation is the proposed option, the prospective permittee is 
responsible for submitting a mitigation plan. A conceptual or detailed mitigation plan may be used 
by the district engineer to make the decision on the NWP verification request, but a fmal mitigation 
plan that addresses the applicable requirements of 33 CFR 332.4( c )(2)- ( 14) must be approved by 
the district engineer before the permittee begins work in waters of the United States, unless the 
district engineer determines that prior approval of the final mitigation plan is not practicable or not 
necessary to ensure timely completion of the required compensatory mitigation (see 33 CFR 
332.3(k)(3)). 
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(4) If mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program credits are the proposed option, the mitigation plan only 
needs to address the baseline conditions at the impact site and the number of credits to be provided. 
(5) Compensatory mitigation requirements (e.g., resource type and amount to be provided as 
compensatory mitigation, site protection, ecological performance standards, monitoring 
requirements) may be addressed through conditions added to the NWP authorization, instead of 
components of a compensatory mitigation plan. 

(d) For losses of streams or other open waters that require pre-construction notification, the district 
engineer may require compensatory mitigation, such as stream rehabilitation, enhancement, or 
preservation, to ensure that the activity results in minimal adverse effects on the aquatic environment. 
(e) Compensatory mitigation will not be used to increase the acreage losses allowed by the acreage 
limits ofthe NWPs. For example, if an NWP has an acreage limit of l/2-acre, it cannot be used to 
authorize any project resulting in the loss of greater than 1/2-acre of waters of the United States, even if 
compensatory mitigation is provided that replaces or restores some of the lost waters. However, 
compensatory mitigation can and should be used, as necessary, to ensure that a project already meeting 
the established acreage limits also satisfies the minimal impact requirement associated with the NWPs. 
(f) Compensatory mitigation plans for projects in or near streams or other open waters will normally 
include a requirement for the restoration or establishment, maintenance, and legal protection (e.g., 
conservation easements) of riparian areas next to open waters. In some cases, riparian areas may be the 
only compensatory mitigation required. Riparian areas should consist of native species. The width of the 
required riparian area will address documented water quality or aquatic habitat loss concerns. Normally, 
the riparian area will be 25 to 50 feet wide on each side of the stream, but the district engineer may 
require slightly wider riparian areas to address documented water quality or habitat loss concerns. If it is 
not possible to establish a riparian area on both sides of a stream, or if the waterbody is a lake or coastal 
waters, then restoring or establishing a riparian area along a single bank or shoreline may be sufficient. 
Where both wetlands and open waters exist on the project site, the district engineer will determine the 
appropriate compensatory mitigation (e.g., riparian areas and/or wetlands compensation) based on what 
is best for the aquatic environment on a watershed basis. In cases where riparian areas are determined to 
be the most appropriate form of compensatory mitigation, the district engineer may waive or reduce the 
requirement to provide wetland compensatory mitigation for wetland losses. 
(g) Permittees may propose the use of mitigation banks, in-lieu fee programs, or separate permittee
responsible mitigation. For activities resulting in the loss of marine or estuarine resources, permittee
responsible compensatory mitigation may be environmentally preferable if there are no mitigation banks 
or in-lieu fee programs in the area that have marine or estuarine credits available for sale or transfer to 
the permittee. For permittee-responsible mitigation, the special conditions of the NWP verification must 
clearly indicate the party or parties responsible for the implementation and performance of the 
compensatory mitigation project, and, if required, its long-term management. 
(h) Where certain functions and services of waters of the United States are permanently adversely 
affected, such as the conversion of a forested or scrub-shrub wetland to a herbaceous wetland in a 
permanently maintained utility line right-of-way, mitigation may be required to reduce the adverse 
effects of the project to the minimal level. 

24. Safety oflmooundment Structures. To ensure that all impoundment structures are safely designed, the 
district engineer may require non-Federal applicants to demonstrate that the structures comply with 
established state dam safety criteria or have been designed by qualified persons. The district engineer 
may also require documentation that the design has been independently reviewed by similarly qualified 
persons, and appropriate modifications made to ensure safety. 

230 



25. Water Oualitv. Where States and authorized Tribes, or EPA where applicable, have not previously 
certified compliance of an NWP with CW A Section 401, individual 401 Water Quality Certification 
must be obtained or waived (see 33 CFR 330.4(c)). The district engineer or State or Tribe may require 
additional water quality management measures to ensure that the authorized activity does not result in 
more than minimal degradation of water quality. 

26. Coastal Zone Management. In coastal states where an NWP has not previously received a state coastal 
zone management consistency concurrence, an individual state coastal zone management consistency 
concurrence must be obtained, or a presumption of concurrence must occur (see 33 CFR 330.4(d)). The 
district engineer or a State may require additional measures to ensure that the authorized activity is 
consistent with state coastal zone management requirements. 

27. Regional and Case-By-Case Conditions. The activity must comply with any regional conditions that 
may have been added by the Division Engineer (see 33 CFR 330.4(e)) and with any case specific 
conditions added by the Corps or by the state, Indian Tribe, or U.S. EPA in its section 401 Water 
Quality Certification, or by the state in its Coastal Zone Management Act consistency determination. 

28. Use of Multiple Nationwide Permits. The use of more than one NWP for a single and complete project 
is prohibited, except when the acreage loss of waters of the United States authorized by the NWPs does 
not exceed the acreage limit of the NWP with the highest specified acreage limit. For example, if a road 
crossing over tidal waters is constructed under NWP 14, with associated bank stabilization authorized by 
NWP 13, the maximum acreage loss of waters of the United States for the total project cannot exceed 
1/3-acre. 

29. Transfer of Nationwide Permit Verifications. If the permittee sells the property associated with a 
nationwide permit verification, the permittee may transfer the nationwide permit verification to the new 
owner by submitting a letter to the appropriate Corps district office to validate the transfer. A copy of 
the nationwide permit verification must be attached to the letter, and the letter must contain the 
following statement and signature: 

"When the structures or work authorized by this nationwide permit are still in existence at the time the 
property is transferred, the terms and conditions of this nationwide permit, including any special 
conditions, will continue to be binding on the new owner(s) of the property. To validate the transfer of 
this nationwide permit and the associated liabilities associated with compliance with its terms and 
conditions, have the transferee sign and date below." 

(Transferee) 

(Date) 

30. Compliance Certification. Each permittee who receives an NWP verification letter from the Corps must 
provide a signed certification documenting completion of the authorized activity and any required 
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compensatory mitigation. The success of any required permittee-responsible mitigation, including the 
achievement of ecological performance standards, will be addressed separately by the district engineer. 
The Corps will provide the permittee the certification document with the NWP verification letter. The 
certification document will include: 
(a) A statement that the authorized work was done in accordance with the NWP authorization, including 
any general, regional, or activity-specific conditions; 
(b) A statement that the implementation of any required compensatory mitigation was completed in 
accordance with the permit conditions. If credits from a mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program are used 
to satisfy the compensatory mitigation requirements, the certification must include the documentation 
required by 33 CFR 332.3(1)(3) to confirm that the permittee secured the appropriate number and 
resource type of credits; and 
(c) The signature of the permittee certifying the completion of the work and mitigation. 

31 . Pre-Construction Notification. (a) Timing. Where required by the terms of the NWP, the prospective 
permittee must notify the district engineer by submitting a pre-construction notification (PCN) as early 
as possible. The district engineer must determine if the PCN is complete within 30 calendar days of the 
date of receipt and, if the PCN is determined to be incomplete, notify the prospective permittee within 
that 30 day period to request the additional information necessary to make the PCN complete. The 
request must specify the information needed to make the PCN complete. As a general rule, district 
engineers will request additional information necessary to make the PCN complete only once. However, 
if the prospective permittee does not provide all of the requested information, then the district engineer 
will notify the prospective permittee that the PCN is still incomplete and the PCN review process will 
not commence until all of the requested information has been received by the district engineer. The 
prospective permittee shall not begin the activity until either: 

(1) He or she is notified in writing by the district engineer that the activity may proceed under the 
NWP with any special conditions imposed by the district or division engineer; or 
(2) 45 calendar days have passed from the district engineer's receipt of the complete PCN and the 
prospective permittee has not received written notice from the district or division engineer. 
However, if the permittee was required to notify the Corps pursuant to general condition 18 that 
listed species or critical habitat might be affected or in the vicinity of the project, or to notify the 
Corps pursuant to general condition 20 that the activity may have the potential to cause effects to 
historic properties, the permittee cannot begin the activity until receiving written notification from 
the Corps that there is "no effect" on listed species or "no potential to cause effects" on historic 
properties, or that any consultation required under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (see 33 
CFR 330.4(f)) and/or Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation (see 33 CFR 330.4(g)) has 
been completed. Also, work cannot begin under NWPs 21, 49, or 50 until the permittee has received 
written approval from the Corps. If the proposed activity requires a written waiver to exceed 
specified limits of an NWP, the permittee may not begin the activity until the district engineer issues 
the waiver. If the district or division engineer notifies the permittee in writing that an individual 
permit is required within 45 calendar days of receipt of a complete PCN, the permittee cannot begin 
the activity until an individual permit has been obtained. Subsequently, the permittee's right to 
proceed under the NWP may be modified, suspended, or revoked only in accordance with the 
procedure set forth in 33 CFR 330.5(d)(2). 

(b) Contents of Pre-Construction Notification: The PCN must be in writing and include the following 
information: 

(1) Name, address and telephone numbers of the prospective permittee; 
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(2) Location of the proposed project; 
(3) A description of the proposed project; the project's purpose; direct and indirect adverse 
environmental effects the project would cause, including the anticipated amount of loss of water of 
the United States expected to result from the NWP activity, in acres, linear feet, or other appropriate 
unit of measure; any other NWP(s), regional general permit(s), or individual permit(s) used or 
intended to be used to authorize any part of the proposed project or any related activity. The 
description should be sufficiently detailed to allow the district engineer to determine that the adverse 
effects of the project will be minimal and to determine the need for compensatory mitigation. 
Sketches should be provided when necessary to show that the activity complies with the terms of the 
NWP. (Sketches usually clarify the project and when provided results in a quicker decision. Sketches 
should contain sufficient detail to provide an illustrative description of the proposed activity (e.g., a 
conceptual plan), but do not need to be detailed engineering plans); 
(4) The PCN must include a delineation of wetlands, other special aquatic sites, and other waters, 
such as lakes and ponds, and perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral streams, on the project site. 
Wetland delineations must be prepared in accordance with the current method required by the Corps. 
The permittee may ask the Corps to delineate the special aquatic sites and other waters on the project 
site, but there may be a delay if the Corps does the delineation, especially if the project site is large 
or contains many waters of the United States. Furthermore, the 45 day period will not start until the 
delineation has been submitted to or completed by the Corps, as appropriate; 
(5) If the proposed activity will result in the loss of greater than 1110-acre ofwetlands and a PCN is 
required, the prospective permittee must submit a statement describing how the mitigation 
requirement will be satisfied, or explaining why the adverse effects are minimal and why 
compensatory mitigation should not be required. As an alternative, the prospective permittee may 
submit a conceptual or detailed mitigation plan. 
(6) If any listed species or designated critical habitat might be affected or is in the vicinity of the 
project, or ifthe project is located in designated critical habitat, for non-Federal applicants the PCN 
must include the name(s) of those endangered or threatened species that might be affected by the 
proposed work or utilize the designated critical habitat that may be affected by the proposed work. 
Federal applicants must provide documentation demonstrating compliance with the Endangered 
Species Act; and 
(7) For an activity that may affect a historic property listed on, determined to be eligible for listing 
on, or potentially eligible for listing on, the National Register of Historic Places, for non-Federal 
applicants the PCN must state which historic property may be affected by the proposed work or 
include a vicinity map indicating the location of the historic property. Federal applicants must 
provide documentation demonstrating compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. 

(c) Form of Pre-Construction Notification: The standard individual permit application form (Form ENG 
4345) may be used, but the completed application form must clearly indicate that it is a PCN and must 
include all of the information required in paragraphs (b)(I) through (7) of this general condition. A letter 
containing the required information may also be used. 
(d) Agency Coordination: (1) The district engineer will consider any comments from Federal and state 
agencies concerning the proposed activity's compliance with the terms and conditions of the NWPs and 
the need for mitigation to reduce the project's adverse environmental effects to a minimal level. 

(2) For all NWP activities that require pre-construction notification and result in the loss of greater 
than 112-acre of waters of the United States, for NWP 21, 29, 39, 40, 42, 43, 44, 50, 51, and 52 
activities that require pre-construction notification and will result in the loss of greater than 300 
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linear feet of intermittent and ephemeral stream bed, and for all NWP 48 activities that require pre
construction notification, the district engineer will immediately provide (e.g., via e-mail, facsimile 
transmission, overnight mail, or other expeditious manner) a copy of the complete PCN to the 
appropriate Federal or state offices (U.S. FWS, state natural resource or water quality agency, EPA, 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO), and, if 
appropriate, the NMFS). With the exception ofNWP 37, these agencies will have 10 calendar days 
from the date the material is transmitted to telephone or fax the district engineer notice that they 
intend to provide substantive, site-specific conunents. The comments must explain why the agency 
believes the adverse effects will be more than minimal. If so contacted by an agency, the district 
engineer will wait an additional 15 calendar days before making a decision on the pre-construction 
notification. The district engineer will fully consider agency comments received within the specified 
time frame concerning the proposed activity's compliance with the terms and conditions of the 
NWPs, including the need for mitigation to ensure the net adverse environmental effects to the 
aquatic environment of the proposed activity are minimal. The district engineer will provide no 
response to the resource agency, except as provided below. The district engineer will indicate in the 
administrative record associated with each pre-construction notification that the resource agencies' 
concerns were considered. For NWP 37, the emergency watershed protection and rehabilitation 
activity may proceed immediately in cases where there is an unacceptable hazard to life or a 
significant loss of property or economic hardship will occur. The district engineer will consider any 
comments received to decide whether the NWP 37 authorization should be modified, suspended, or 
revoked in accordance with the procedures at 33 CFR 330.5. 
(3) In cases of where the prospective permittee is not a Federal agency, the district engineer will 
provide a response to NMFS within 30 calendar days of receipt of any Essential Fish Habitat 
conservation recommendations, as required by Section 305(b)(4)(B) of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act. 
( 4) Applicants are encouraged to provide the Corps with either electronic files or multiple copies of 
pre-construction notifications to expedite agency coordination. 

3. Regional Conditions for the Los Angeles District: 

In accordance with General Condition Number 27, "Regional and Case-by-Case Conditions," the 
following Regional Conditions, as added by the Division Engineer, must be met in order for an 
authorization by any Nationwide to be valid: 

1. For all activities in waters of the U.S. that are suitable habitat for federally listed fish species, the 
permittee shall design all road crossings to ensure that the passage and/or spawning offish is not 
hindered. In these areas, the permittee shall employ bridge designs that span the stream or river, 
including pier- or pile-supported spans, or designs that use a bottomless arch culvert with a natural 
stream bed, unless determined to be impracticable by the Corps. 

2. Nationwide Permits (NWP) 3, 7, 12-15, 17-19,21,23,25, 29, 35, 36, or 39-46,48-52 cannot be used to 
authorize structures, work, and/or the discharge of dredged or fill material that would result in the "loss" 
of wetlands, mudflats, vegetated shallows or riffle and pool complexes as defined at 40 CFR Part 
230.40-45. The defmition of "loss" for this regional condition is the same as the definition of "loss of 
waters of the United States" used for the Nationwide Permit Program. Furthermore, this regional 
condition applies only within the State of Arizona and within the Mojave and Sonoran (Colorado) desert 
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regions of California. The desert regions in California are limited to four USGS Hydrologic Unit Code 
(HUC) accounting units (Lower Colorado -150301, Northern Mojave-180902, Southern Mojave-
181001, and Salton Sea-181002). 

3. When a pre-construction notification (PCN) is required, the appropriate U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(Corps) District shall be notified in accordance with General Condition 31 using either the South Pacific 
Division PCN Checklist or a signed application form (ENG Form 4345) with an attachment providing 
information on compliance with all of the General and Regional Conditions. The PCN Checklist and 
application form are available at: http://www.spl.usace.army.mil/regulatory. In addition, the PCN shall 
include: 
a. A written statement describing how the activity has been designed to avoid and minimize adverse 

effects, both temporary and permanent, to waters of the United States; 
b. Drawings, including plan and cross-section views, clearly depicting the location, size and 

dimensions of the proposed activity as well as the location of delineated waters of the U.S. on the 
site. The drawings shall contain a title block, legend and scale, amount (in cubic yards) and area (in 
acres) of fill in Corps jurisdiction, including both permanent and temporary fills/structures. The 
ordinary high water mark or, if tidal waters, the mean high water mark and high tide line, should be 
shown (in feet), based on National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD) or other appropriate 
referenced elevation. All drawings for projects located within the boundaries of the Los Angeles 
District shall comply with the most current version of the Map and Drawing Standards for the Los 
Angeles District Regulatory Division (available on the Los Angeles District Regulatory Division 
website at: www.spl.usace.army.mil/regulatoryD; and 

c. Numbered and dated pre-project color photographs showing a representative sample of waters 
proposed to be impacted on the project site, and all waters proposed to be avoided on and 
immediately adjacent to the project site. The compass angle and position of each photograph shall be 
documented on the plan-view drawing required in subpart b of this regional condition. 

4. Submission of a PCN pursuant to General Condition 3 I and Regional Condition 3 shall be required for 
all regulated activities in the following locations: 
a. All perennial waterbodies and special aquatic sites within the State of Arizona and within the 

Mojave and Sonoran (Colorado) desert regions of California, excluding the Colorado River in 
Arizona from Davis Dam to River Mile 261 (northern boundary of the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe 
Reservation). The desert region in California is limited to four USGS HUC accounting units (Lower 
Colorado -150301, Northern Mojave-180902, Southern Mojave- I 8 1001, and Salton Sea-181 002). 

b. All areas designated as Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) by the Pacific Fishery Management Council 
(i.e., all tidally influenced areas- Federal Register dated March 12, 2007 (72 FR I 1092)), in which 
case the PCN shall include an EFH assessment and extent of proposed impacts to EFH. Examples of 
EFH habitat assessments can be found at: http://www.swr.noaa.gov/efh.htm. 

c. All watersheds in the Santa Monica Mountains in Los Angeles and Ventura counties bounded by 
Calleguas Creek on the west, by Highway 101 on the north and east, and by Sunset Boulevard and 
Pacific Ocean on the south. 

d. The Santa Clara River watershed in Los Angeles and Ventura counties, including but not limited to 
Aliso Canyon, Agua Dulce Canyon, Sand Canyon, Bouquet Canyon, Mint Canyon, South Fork of 
the Santa Clara River, San Francisquito Canyon, Castaic Creek, Piru Creek, Sespe Creek and the 
main-stem of the Santa Clara River. 
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5. Individual Permits shall be required for all discharges of fill material in jurisdictional vernal pools, with 
the exception that discharges for the purpose of restoration, enhancement, management or scientific 
study of vernal pools may be authorized under NWPs 5, 6, and 27 with the submission of a PCN in 
accordance with General Condition 31 and Regional Condition 3. 

6. Individual Permits shall be required in Murrieta Creek and Temecula Creek watersheds in Riverside 
County for new permanent fills in perennial and intermittent watercourses otherwise authorized under 
NWPs 29, 39, 42 and 43, and in ephemeral watercourses for these NWPs for projects that impact greater 
than 0.1 acre of waters of the United States. In addition, when NWP 14 is used in conjunction with 

residential, commercial, or industrial developments the 0. 1 acre limit would also apply. 

7. Individual Permits (Standard Individual Permit or 404 Letter of Permission) shall be required in San 
Luis Obispo Creek and Santa Rosa Creek in San Luis Obispo County for bank stabilization projects, and 
in Gaviota Creek, Mission Creek and Carpinteria Creek in Santa Barbara County for bank stabilization 
projects and grade control structures. 

8. In conjunction with the Los Angeles District's Special Area Management Plans (SAMPs) for the San 
Diego Creek Watershed and San Juan Creek/Western San Mateo Creek Watersheds in Orange County, 
California, the Corps' Division Engineer, tluough his discretionary authority has revoked the use of the 
following 26 selected NWPs within these SAMP watersheds: 03, 07, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 25, 
27, 29, 31, 33, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 49, and 50. Consequently, these NWPs are no longer available 
in those watersheds to authorize impacts to waters ofthe United States from discharges of dredged or fill 
material under the Corps' Clean Water Act section 404 authority. 

9. Any requests to waive the 300 linear foot limitation for intermittent and ephemeral streams for NWPs 
29, 39, 40 and 42, 43, 44, 51 and 52 or to waive the 500 linear foot limitation along the bank for NWP 
13, must include the following: 
a. A narrative description of the stream. This should include known information on: volume and 
duration of flow; the approximate length, width, and depth of the waterbody and characters observed 
associated with an Ordinary High Water Mark (e.g. bed and bank, wrack line, or scour marks); a 
description of the adjacent vegetation community and a statement regarding the wetland status of the 
associated vegetation community (i.e. wetland, non-wetland); surrounding land use; water quality; issues 
related to cumulative impacts in the watershed, and; any other relevant information. 
b. An analysis of the proposed impacts to the waterbody in accordance with General Condition 31 and 
Regional Condition 3; 
c. Measures taken to avoid and minimize losses, including other methods of constructing the proposed 
project; and 
d. A compensatory mitigation plan describing how the unavoidable losses are proposed to be 
compensated, in accordance with 33 CFR Part 332. 

10. The permittee shall complete the construction of any compensatory mitigation required by special 
condition(s) of the NWP verification before or concurrent with commencement of construction of the 
authorized activity, except when specifically determined to be impracticable by the Corps. When 
mitigation involves use of a mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program, the permittee shall submit proof of 
payment to the Corps prior to commencement of construction of the authorized activity. 
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4. Further information: 
1. Congressional Authorities: You have been authorized to undertake the activity described above 

pursuant to: 
() Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403). 
(X) Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344). 
() Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (33 U.S.C. 1413). 

2. Limits of this authorization. 
(a) This permit does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, state, or local authorizations 

required by law. 
(b) This permit does not grant any property rights or exclusive privileges. 
(c) This permit does not authorize any injury to the property or rights of others. 
(d) This permit does not authorize interference with any existing or proposed Federal project. 

3. Limits of Federal Liability. In issuing this permit, the Federal Govenunent does not assume any liability 
for the following: 

(a) Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of other permitted or unpermitted 
activities or from natural causes. 
(b) Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of current or future activities 

undertaken by or on behalf of the United States in the public interest. 
(c) Damages to persons, property, or to other permitted or unpermitted activities or structures caused 

by the activity authorized by this permit. 
(d) Design or construction deficiencies associated with the permitted work. 
(e) Damage claims associated with any future modification, suspension, or revocation of this permit. 

4. Reliance on Applicant's Data: The determination of this office that issuance of this permit is not 
contrary to the public interest was made in reliance on the information you provided. 

5. Reevaluation of Permit Decision. This office may reevaluate its decision on this permit at any time the 
circumstances warrant. Circumstances that could require a reevaluation include, but are not limited to, 
the following: 

(a) You fail to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit. 
(b) The information provided by you in support of your permit application proves to have been false, 

incomplete, or inaccurate (See 4 above). 
(c) Significant new information surfaces which this office did not consider in reaching the original 

public interest decision. 
Such a reevaluation may result in a determination that it is appropriate to use the suspension, 
modification, and revocation procedures contained in 33 CFR 330.5 or enforcement procedures such as 
those contained in 33 CFR 326.4 and 326.5. The referenced enforcement procedures provide for the 
issuance of an administrative order requiring you to comply with the terms and conditions of your 
permit and for the initiation of legal action where appropriate. You will be required to pay for any 
corrective measure ordered by this office, and if you fail to comply with such directive, this office may 
in certain situations (such as those specified in 33 CFR 209.170) accomplish the corrective measures by 
contract or otherwise and bill you for the cost. 
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6. This letter of verification is valid for a period not to exceed two years unless the nationwide permit is 
modified, reissued, revoked, or expires before that time. 

7. You must maintain the activity authorized by this permit in good condition and in conformance with the 
tenns and conditions ofthis permit. You are not relieved of this requirement if you abandon the 
permitted activity, although you may make a good faith transfer to a third party in compliance with 
General Condition H below. Should you wish to cease to maintain the authorized activity or should you 
desire to abandon it without a good faith transfer, you must obtain a modification of this permit from 
this office, which may require restoration of the area. 

8. You must allow representatives from this office to inspect the authorized activity at any time deemed 
necessary to ensure that it is being or has been accomplished with the terms and conditions of your 
permit. 
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Applicant: California Department of Transportation District 8 I File Number: SPL-200900460-vee Date: 2-4-13 
(POC: Scott Quinnell) 

Attached is: See Section below 

INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A 

PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) B 
PERMIT DENIAL c 
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D 

X PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E 

SECTION I w 11ie follow;ing Identifies yoqt rigntS and oP.tions regarding an aamiriisttafive {ll)~ of tlie above ~ 
decision. Additibnal1 infotination may 1le ffipnq at httQ://www.usace.1Ullf~.miltcec.wft5aa:esl.teiZ materi~.a..spx 
or Corps regulations atS3 CFR. Part 331. 
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A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit. 

• ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for fmal 
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your 
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights 
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit. 

• OBJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that 
the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the district engineer. 
Your objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right 
to appeal the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your Jetter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a) 
modifY the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modifY the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not modifY 
the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the 
district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below. 

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit 

• ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final 
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your 
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights 
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit. 

• APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you 
may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section II of this 
form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the 
date of this notice. 

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process 
by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division 
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 

D : APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or 

provide new infonnation. 

• ACCEPT: You do not need to notifY the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notifY the Corps within 60 days of the 
date of this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD. 

• APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps ofEngineers Administrative 
Appeal Process by completing Section 11 of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received 
by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps 

regarding the preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an 
approved JD (which may be appealed), by contacting the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may 

provide new infonnation for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD. 
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SECTION II - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS-TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT 
REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an 
initial proffered pennit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional infonnation to this form to clarifY where your reasons 
or objections are addressed in the administrative record.) 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the 
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to 
clarifY the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new infonnation or analyses to the record. However, 

_you may provide additional information to claritY the location of information that is already in the administrative record. 

POINT OF CONTACT F0R QUESIT'IONS OR INFORMATION: ~ 
If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal 
process you may contact: 

If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may 
also contact: Thomas J. Cavanaugh 

Administrative Appeal Review Officer, 
U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers 
South Pacific Division 
1455 Market Street. 20528 
San Francisco, California 94103-1399 
Phone: ( 41 5) 503-6574 Fax: ( 41 5) 503-6646 
Email: thomas.i .cavanau~tMi:usace.armv.mil 

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government 
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day 
notice of any site investigation, and will have the op))<)rtunity to participate in all site investigations. 

Date: Telephone number: 

Signature of appellant or agent. 

SPD version revised Dcccmbcrl7, 2010 
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Exhibit B 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project provides operational improvements to the I -15 and I-215 Interchange 
near the unincorporated community of Devore in southwestern San Bernardino County. 
The project limits extend along 1-15 from approximately 0.8 mile south of the Glen Helen 
Parkway undercrossing to 1.4 miles north of the Kenwood A venue undercrossing, and 
along 1-215 from 1.2 miles south of the Devore Road overcrossing to the 1-15 junction, as 
shown in the attached Figure 1. The project also includes the reconnection of Cajon 
Boulevard and local roadway changes. 

246320002917636514 3 5 
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Exhibit C 

BILL OF SALE 

Contract No. -------

In consideration of the payment of $1,361,700, receipt of which is hereby 
acknowledged, RCRCD does hereby recognize that Interstate 15 I Interstate 215 
Interchange Improvements Project (the "Project Applicant"), has acquired 8.9 
Enhancement Credits from the RCRCD In-Lieu Fee Program (the "Program"), developed 
and approved by the Los Angeles District of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Region IX 
of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and the California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, Region 8. 

RCRCD, administrator of the Program, represents and warrants that it has good 
title to the credits, has good right to sell the same, and that they are free and clear of all 
claims, liens, or encumbrances. 

DATED: ____________________ __ 

By: 
District Manager 

24632.00029\7636514 3 
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RCRCD letterhead 

June 5, 2013 

U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers 
Los Angeles District - Regulatory Division 
915 Wilshire Blvd. 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Subject: Statement of Sale for 8.9 Credits from the RCRCD In-Lieu Fee Program to the 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 

The Riverside-Corona Resource Conservation District has an agreement with the U.S. 
Anny Corps of Engineers - Los Angeles District to operate an In-Lieu-Fee Program. This 
letter confirms the sale of 8.9 credits of enhancement. These credits are being used as 
compensatory mitigation for 1.697 acres of impact to Cajon Creek and its tributaries in the 
Impact HUC 18070203 as authorized by DA permit SPL-2009-00460-VCC. By selling 
credits to the above permittee, RCRCD is the party responsible for fulfilling the mitigation 
aspect of Special Condition 3 of the Permit(s) listed above. 

Signed 

24632.00029\76365 14.3 8 
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Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410·1715 
Phone: (909) 88.4-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4.407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov Working Together NBPORTATION 

MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: __..,15'--_ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Lenwood Road Grade Separation Project Assignment and Assumption Agreement 

Recommendation:· Approve a new Assignment and Assumption Agreement CI3127 between the San 
Bernardino County Transportation Commission (COMMISSION)) and the City of 
Barstow (CITY) assigning to and being assumed by COMMISSION the CITY's 
rights and obligations under the Overpass Agreement between BNSF Railway 
Company and CITY that are necessary for construction of the Lenwood Road 
Overpass Structure. 

Background: This is a required approval to allow the Lenwood Road Grade Separation 
project to proceed to construction. In May 2011, the County of San 
Bernardino, the City of Barstow (CITY), and the San Bernardino Associated 
Governments, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Coinmission 
(SANBAG) entered into an Agreement Cl1199 to fully fund the construction of 
the grade separation over BNSF tracks at Lenwood Road. This project will grade 
separate Lenwood Road and the BNSF Railway tracks, increasing safety and 
eliminating the delay at the existing at-grade crossing. In February 2012, this 
agreement was amended to swap Congestion Management and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) funds with Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds. As we 
approach the construction phase, the City of Barstow has been working with 
BNSF to finalize the Overpass Construction & Maintenance (C&M) Agreement 

• 

I coo I I ere I x I erA I SAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRD1307a-bmf 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ________ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

http://portal.sanbag.ca.!!ov/mgmt/APOR·Mgmnt/Shared%20Documents/C13127 .doc 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/APOR-Mgmnt/Shared%20Documents/lenwood%20GS%200verpass%20Agreement.pdf 
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(Overpass Agreement). The document was fully executed in May, 2013. The 
Public Utilities Coounission (CPUC) application has been approved. 

The project is scheduled to go to the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) on June 11, 2013, for the allocation of $8,885,000 of Trade Corridor 
Improvement Funds (TCIF) funds. Once these funds are allocated, the project has 
six months to award a construction contract. 

Construction will start in November, 2013. To construct the Lenwood Road 
Overpass Structure, the CITY must assign the obligations of the Overpass 
Agreement to COMMISSION and COMMISSION must assume the obligations 
of the Overpass Agreement by approving Assignment and Assumption 
Agreement C13127. Staff recommends approval of Cl3127. Under the 
Assignment and Assumption Agreement COMMISSION will assume all of 
CITY's obligations under the Overpass Agreement related to and during the 
construction phase of the construction of the overpass structure. CITY will retain 
all of its obligations under the Overpass Agreement that arise out of maintenance 
of the Overpass Structure and occupancy and use of BNSF right-of-way after 
construction of the Overpass Structure is completed. This Assignment and 
Assumption Agreement does not change any of the funding obligations of the 
parties to C11199. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. Task 
No. 0881, the Len wood Grade Separation Project. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and recommended for approval by the Mountain Desert 
Policy Coounittee on June 21, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have reviewed this item and the Contract as to fonn. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13127 Amendment No. 0 ------
By and Between 

San Bernardino County T ransportatfon and City of Barstow 
Commission 

Contract Description Assignment and Assumption Agreement for the Lenwood Grade 
Separation Project 

Board of Director'• Meeting Date: July 3, 2013. 
Overview of BOD Action: Approval of a new Assignment and Assumption Agreement C13127. City of 
Barstow assigns and Commission assumes rights and obligations under the BNSF Overpass Agreement. 

Ia this a Soi•Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

Conb'act Start Date j Current Contract Expiration Datej Revised Contract Expiration Data 
July3 2013 Decernber31,2017 
Has the contract term been amended? 1:81 No []Yes· please explain. 

r.t~:~~~ 1

: ", • • • • ~} "'.·:: :-:!~~.~: ~- ~-~ ·-:;- .~ --~(~- : ·,~~-~·_ , ~3 ~ ~·_,·· :-;·~·,·,~:~:r~,:~::·~:~··::;.• ,:{:•(:4 _;~~-.: .... :. 
- - - -

181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists In Task No. 2§.§.1. 
D A Budget Amendment Is required. 
How are we funding current FY? 

0 Federal Funds _I D State Funds I 0 Local Funds I D TOA Funds l D Measure I Funds 
Provide Brief pverview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
t~Tcte~Qib;aa;:1' 
D Payable 0 Receivable 

Check all applicable boxaa: 

0 Retention? If yes, Indicate%_. 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal_ o/o 

Contract Summary Sheet 11 16/12 
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ASSIGNMENT AND ASSUMPTION AGREEMENT 

CONTRACT NO. Cl3127 

BY AND BETWEEN 

Tim SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

AND 

THE CITY OF BARSTOW 

LENWOOD ROAD/BNSF GRADE SEPARATION 

This Assignment and Assumption Agreement Contract No. C13127 (Contract) is by and 
between the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission (hereinafter called 
COMMISSION) and the City of Barstow (hereinafter called CITY). 

RECITALS: 

A. CITY and BNSF Railway Company (BNSF) have entered into an Overpass 
Agreement (AGREEMENT), BNSF File No. BF10001915, Lenwood Road Overpass, 
U.S. DOT No. 026062X, LS 7600, MP5.77, Cajon Subdivision. effective as of 
\-!la..?:fw

1
·U\Q to construct the Lenwood Road Overpass (STRUCTURE), including but 

not limited to, any and all changes to telephone, telegraph, signal, and electrical lines and 
appurtenances, temporary and permanent track work, fencing, grading, alterations to or 
new construction of drainage facilities, preliminary and construction engineering, and 
contract preparation. 

B. BNSF consented to the assignment to and assumption by COM:MISSION of a 
portion of the CITY's rights and obligations under the AGREEMENT (See Article IV, 
Paragraph 17). 

C. It is the intent of the Parties to assign the CITY's obligations to perform 
construction work under the AGREEMENT during the STRUCTURE's construction 
phase to the COMMISSION. It is further the intent of the parties that upon completion of 
the STRUCTURE the CITY will be responsible for the ownership and maintenance of 
the STRUCTURE and shall retain all obligations related thereto as set forth in the 
AGREEMENT. 

NOW THEREFORE, THE PARTIES HEREBY AGREE: 

1. CITY hereby assigns to COMMISSION and COMMISSION hereby assumes all 
of the CITY's rights and obligations under the AGREEMENT that are necessary 
to construct the STRUCTURE The rights and obligations assigned to and 
assumed by CO:MMISSION include the following: 

(a) All CITY obligations under AGREEMENT Article ill entitled 
"Agency Obligations" with the exception of Paragraph 9 related to future 
inspection and maintenance of the STRUCTURE, and of Paragraph 16 related to 
indemnification ofBNSF. 

1 
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(b) All CITY obligations under AGREEMENT Article IV entitled 
"Joint Obligations,. with the exception of Paragraphs 10, 11, 14 and 15. 

(c) The COMMISSION is specifically assigned the power but not the 
obligation to enforce any of the terms of the AGREEMENT, including but not 
limited to BNSF's obligations under the AGREEMENT. 

2. CITY retains all of CITY's rights and obligations under the AGREEMENT that: 

(a) are applicable after completion of the construction of the 
STRUCTURE; and 

(b) arise out of occupation and use of BNSF's property or right-ofway, 
and ownership or maintenance of the STRUCTURE. 

3. COMlvfiSSION agrees to incorporate into the "San Bernardino Associated 
Govemments Special Provisions for Construction of the Len.wood Road Grade 
Separation over the BNSF Railroad in the City of Barstow, San Bernardino 
County" all conditions of the AGREEMENT that are required by the 
AGREEMENT to be so incorporated. 

4. COMMISSION agrees to assume CITY's obligations that may arise under 
AGREEMENT Paragraph 16 from the Effective Date of this Contract through the 
date COMMISSION files a Notice.ofComp1etion of the Structure. 

5. The parties further agree that the payment from BNSF required under 
AGREEMENT Article IV Paragraph 5 will be made payable to the 
COMMISSION. 

6. The AGREEMENT is attached to this Contract as Exhibit A and is incorporated 
herein by this reference. 

7. The Recitals set forth above in this Contract are incorporated into and made a part 
of this Contract. 

8. This Contract is not intended to amend, supersede or modify in any way funding 
obligations set forth in the Cooperative Agreement No. Cl1199 between CITY, 
COMMISSION and the County of San Bematdino entered into May 2011, and 
amended in February 2012. 

--------SIGNATIJRES ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE----
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' . 

IN WI1NESS WHEREOF, the authorized parties have executed this Contract below, and the 
Contract is effective as of the date executed by COMMISSION. 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

By: 

Date: 

Janice Rutherford 
President 
SANBAG Board of Directors 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

By: 

Date: 

Eileen Monaghan Teichert 
General Counsel 
SANBAG 

251 

CITY OF BARSTOW: 

By: 

Date: 

Charles C. Mitchell 
City Manager 
City of Barstow 

APPROVED AS TO FORM 

By= '7utaVf.~ 
?eresa Highsmith~ 
Interim City Attomey 
City of Barstow 

Date: 

3 



Governments 
SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 9241 0-1715 Working Together 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 fox: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sonbog.co.gov 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bemotdlno County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernadino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _M. 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: I-15 Base Line Road Interchange Project 

Recommendation: • Acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

Background: 

• 

1. Approve award of Contract No. C13033 with Arcadis US for Construction 
Management services for the I-15 Base Line Road Interchange Improvement 
Project in an amount not-to-exceed $6,634,739.00, provided that the award of the 
contract and the authorization to execute the contract are contingent upon 
Caltrans' issuance of a Conformance Letter and correction of any noted 
deficiencies, as required by Cal trans' Local Assistance Procedures Manual. 

2. Approve a contingency amount for Contract No. C13033 of $663.473.00 and 
authorize the Executive Director or designee to release contingency as necessary 
for the project. 

3. Approve issuance of a Purchase Order in the amount of $100,000.00 to cover 
the cost of the preconstruction services so that work can commence prior to the 
issuance of the federal funds for construction. 

Recommendations 1 & 2 are for a new contract. On March 6, 2013, 
San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) Board approved a budget 

Approved 
Board of Dirtcton 

Dati!: -------

Moved: St!COnd: 

In Favor. Opposed: Abstaint!d 

Wimtssed: -------------

I coo I I ere I x I erA I x I sAFE I CMA I 
Ch4ck all tluzt apply. 

BRD1307c-mb 
Attachment: hnp://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmtl APOR-Mgmnt1Shared%20Documents/C13033 .docx 

hUp://oortal.sonbag.ca.gov/mgmt/APOR-Mgmnt/Sh!IJ'ed%20Document.siC13033%20Attochment%208%20-
'&20Arcadis%20US%20115%20Busc%20Line%201nlerchnnge.PDF 

252 



Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page2 

BRD1307c-mb 

amendment to add a new task number 0892, amend the current fiscal year budget 
to include $100,000 for construction management fees and authorized Staff to 
release a Request for Proposals (RFP) No. Cl3033 for Construction Management, 
Materials Testing, Source Inspection, Construction Surveying and Public 
Outreach services associated with the construction of the 1-15 Baseline Road 
Interchange Improvement Project. 

On April 18, 2013, staff received seven (7) proposals. The firms who submitted 
are, in alphabetical order, Arcadis US, Caltrop, Ghirardelli Associated, Harris&. 
Associates, Mendoza & Associates, PreScience Engineering Corporation and 
RailPros Inc. Staff assembled a selection panel consisting of members from the 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and 
SANBAG. Following review of the proposals, three (3) firms were shortlisted to 
participate in interviews: Arcadis US, Harris &. Associates, and Mendoza &. 
Associates. Interviews were held on Wednesday, May 15, 2013. 

All three (3) fums were very qualified to manage this project. Arcadis US' 
thorough knowledge of the project, proposed staffing for work on the project, 
including their choice of sub-consultants, and their work plan distinguished it 
from the other firms. The selection panel unanimously agreed that Arcadis US 
was the most qualified and most available team to provide the services requested. 
Staff verified not only the references of the firm and the principal, but also called 
on and received positive references for the Resident Engineer and Structure 
Rep/Inspector. 

Staff recommends approval of Contract No. C13033 with Arcadis US, for 
Construction Management services on the I-15 Base Line Interchange Project for 
a total not-to-exceed amount of $6,634,739.00; establishment of a contingency 
amount for Contract No. C13033 of $663,473; and authorization of the Executive 
Director or designee to release contingency funds as necessary for the project. 

The award and execution of the contract is contingent upon Caltrans' Audits &. 
Investigations issuance of a Conformance Letter which indicates that Cal trans has 
reviewed the proposed contract and the financial information submitted by 
Arcadis and its subconsultants; and have found the contract terms and the 
consultant's cost and price information compliant with state and federal 
requirements. This is a new Caltrans' procedure implemented in May 2013, 
impacting Architects and Engineering Contracts of $150,000 or more. 

Recommendation 3. Federal authorization to proceed is not expected until 
sometime in the fall 2013 (September/October). In anticipation of the project 
being released for advertisement and awarded prior to the end of the 2013 
calendar year, Staff is requesting approval to issue a Purchase Order to Arcadis 

253 



Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page3 

US in the amount of $100,000.00 to cover the cost of the preconstruction services 
and a constructability review that would commence prior to the issuance of the 
federal funds for the construction phase. These funds are in addition to those 
identified in Recommendation 1 and 2 and will utilize local funds. 

Financillllmpact: This item is consistent with the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget under Task 
No. 0892. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) with a quorum 
of the Board present at the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study Session on 
June 13, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract Administrator have 
reviewed this item and the Contract. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 

BRD1307c-mb 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13033 Amendment No. ----
By and Between 

San Bernardino County Transportation Authority and ...:A;..;:r:..:c=ad:.:i::.s..:U:..:S~I;.:.;:nc=----------

Contract Description __ eo_n_st_ru_ctl_o_n_M_a_n_ag .... e_m_e_n_t_s_e_rvf_c_e_s_I1_5_B_a_s_e_u_n_e_l_n_te_rc_h_a_ng_e ___ _ 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 3, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: Approve Award of Constnuctlon Management Contract, and establish a 
contingency. 

Ia thla a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yea 181 No 

Contract Start Date J Current Contract Expiration Date 1 Ravlaed Contract Expiration Date 
7/3/13_~nd_!lg_&7e&Audlt) 6/30/2018 
Has the contract term been amended? ~ No LJ Yes - please explain. 

~ Budget authority for this contract currently exists In Task No. ~. 
0 A Budget Amendment Is required. 
How are we funding current FY? Local Fund- City of Rancho Cucamonga 

0 Federal Funds I 0 State Funds I 181 Local Funds I D TDA Funds I D Measure I Funds 
Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: See C13030 Advance 
Expenditure Agreement with City of Rancho Cucamonga. City Is to pay for Construction Management. 

' SANBAG to reimburse City of Rancho Cucamonga at 50% at a later date. 
181 Payable 0 Receivable 

Check all applicable boxes: 

181 Retention? If yes, Indicate % 1Q. 
181 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal ~ % 

eontrae A;:]As tor Print Nama) 
). ~Vl 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) 

Contract SummaJY Sheet 11/6112 
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A'ITACHMENT A 

SCOPE OF WORK 

C13033 1-1 5/Base Une CM Services Page27 
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INDEX 

A. DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES 

B. PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS 

C. DUTIES AND RESPONSIBR.ITIES 

1. Pre-construction Services 
2. Bid Process 
3. Project Administration 
4. Construction Coordination 
5. Construction Inspection 
6. Project Support 
7. Cost and Schedule 
8. Change Orders and Claims 
9. Safety 
10. Project Close Out 

D. DELIVERABLES 

E. EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS TO BE PROVIDED BY CONSULTANT 

F. MATERIALS TO BE FURNISHED BY SANBAG 

G. ST~AJUDS 

H. AVAR.ABILITY AND WORK HOURS 

I. LIMITATIONS TO AUTHORITY 

J. THIRD PARTY RELATIONSHIPS 

K. CONSTRUCTION SITE SAFETY 

L. BASIS FOR SURVEY AND MONUMENT MARKING 

M. PERSONNEL OUALIFICA TIONS 
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A. DESCRIPTIQN OF SERVICES 

The San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SANBAG) will utilize the services of 
CONSULTANT to support the construction activities for the Project. The CONSULTANT will 
provide construction management. materials testing, construction surveying and public outreach 
for the Project. A description of the Project is given below. 

1-15 Baseline Road Interchange Project 

The construction project is located along Baseline Road at Interstate 15 (1-15) in the City of 
Rancho Cucamonga and the City of Fontana. The purpose of this project is to reduce congestion 
and improve traffic flow on Baseline Road and also the adjoining ramps for the interchange. To 
achieve this goal, the project proposes to widen Baseline Road and East A venue to its ultimate 
configuration to conform to the General Plans for both the City of Rancho Cucamonga and the 
City of Fontana, to modify the four diamond interchange ramps, and to construct the southbound 
loop on-ramp. 

The proposed improvements consist of reconstructing the interchange as a partial cloverleaf 
configuration. Modifications are to be made to the southbound (SB) and northbound (NB) on
ramps to accommodate the projected 2030 peak hourly traffic. The NB on-ramp is to be modified 
to two lanes to receive dual left tum lanes from the eastbound (EB) Baseline Road. The 
southbound off-ramp would be reconstructed as a two-lane exit at 1-15 to expand to a four lane 
ramp at its terminus at Baseline Road. This ramp is being realigned northerly to accommodate a 
new southbound loop on-ramp. The northbound off-ramp, that utilizes the existing East Avenue 
Undercrossing Bridge, is to be widened to accommodate the two-Jane off-ramp. Two new bridges 
and one bridge widening will be required. 

Baseline Road will be widened from two lanes in each direction to three lanes in each 
·direction. East A venue will be widened from one lane in each direction to two lanes in each 
direction. This widening of Baseline Road is to its ultimate configuration. This widening will 
require tie-back retaining walls below the l-15 Bridge. 

SANBAG intends to advertise, award and administer one construction contract for this project. . 

Services 

Services are anticipated to generally include, but are not limited to the following: participation in 
the evaluation of scheduling of the proposed project; constructability review; construction project 
advertising, bid analysis, and award; construction inspection; construction surveying, materials 
testing, source inspection, landscape inspection, contractor interface and contract administration; 
office engineering; public outreach services and other assorted duties as appropriate in managing 
construction of the improvement project. 

SANBAG anticipates issuing a Purchase Order to the Consultant to complete a Constructability 
Review. A full Notice to Proceed (NTP) will be issued upon receipt of the approved funding 
agreement from Caltrans. 

It is expected that the Consultant will assign a full-time Resident Engineer to coordinate all 
contract and personnel activities for all phases of construction. Other Resident Engineer(s) and 
inspection personnel may be assigned to direct and coordinate all project specific field activities 
and responsibilities as needed for satisfactory performance on the project. The Resident Engineer 
and every Resident Engineer assigned for this project shall be licensed as a Professional Civil 
Engineer in the State of California at the time of proposal submittal through the duration of the 
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contract. The Consultant is expected to provide a Survey Project Manager, Materials 
Testing/Source Inspection Project Manager, and Landscape Architect to administer the 
construction support services requested herein and to assign qualified field personnel to perfonn 
the requested services. Furthermore, the Consultant shall provide a public outreach liaison to 
assist the Authority's Public lnfonnation Office, the City of Rancho Cucamonga and the City of 
Fo~tana in implementing the Public Outreach Program established for this project. 

CONSULTANT shall provide qualified construction management and inspection, materials 
testing, construction surveying and public relations personnel to perform a wide variety of 
construction management, support and contract administration duties as outlined in this Scope of 
Services for the Project. 

SANBAG has designated a Project Manager to coordinate all construction activities. 

Mr. Mike Barnum, Construction Manager 

The CONSULTANT shall report to and receive direction from SANBAG through the Project 
Manager, or his designees. The SANBAG Project Manager is responsible for coordination of all 
SANBAG construction activities and for coordinating the efforts of the total construction team. 
The SANBAG Project Manager will be the main contact and primary source of infonnation 
between SANBAG, cities, outside agencies, supporting consultants and the public for the 
construction projects. 

B. PERFORMANCE REOUIREMENTS 
Construction Management: CONSULT ANT shall furnish a Project Manager to coordinate 
CONSULTANT operations with SANBAG. The Project Manager shall be responsible for all 
matters related to CONSULTANT personnel and operations. The Project Manager may also serve 
as the Resident Engineer. The Resident Engineer shall be assigned to direct and coordinate 
construction activities under this contract. Other Assistant Resident Engineers may be assigned 
to each specific project responsibilities as needed. The Resident Engineer shall be a Civil 
Engineer registered in the State of California and shall be in responsible charge of construction 
management and construction activity within the Project. 

The number of CONSULT ANT personnel assigned to the Project will vary throughout the 
duration of the contract. CONSULTANT personnel will be assigned, in varying levels of 
responsibility, as needed by the CONSULT ANT to meet the Project schedule, Project 
requirements, and construction activities. 

Resumes of personnel must be submitted to SANBAG for review and approval prior to 
assignment to the Project. SANBAG and CONSULTANT will jointly determine the quality and 
quantity of services that are required by CONSULTANT personnel. Personnel selected for 
assignment by CONSULT ANT shall be made available for personal interviews prior to 
acceptance by SANBAG. If, in the opinion of SANBAG, an individual lacks adequate 
experience, the individual may be rejected or may be accepted on a trial basis until such time the 
individual's ability to perform the required services has been demonstrated. If, at any time, the 
performance of CONSULT ANT personnel is unsatisfactory to SANBAG, SANBAG may release 
him/her by written notice and may request another qualified person be assigned. 

H CONSULT ANT personnel are on leave of absence, the Project Manager shall provide equally 
qualified replacement personnel until the assigned personnel returns to the Project approved by 
SANBAG. 

The typical workday includes all hours worked by the construction Contractor. H necessary, 
overtime for CONSULTANT personnel may be required. The construction Contractor's 
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operations may be restricted to specific hours during the week, which shall become the normal 
workday for CONSULT ANT personnel. The Project Manager, with prior concurrence from 
SANBAG, shall have the authority to increase, decrease, or eliminate CONSULTANr personnel 
work hours dependent on the schedule and requirements of the construction Contractor. All 
overtime required by CONSULTANT personnel shall be approved and authorized by SANBAG 
prior to each occurrence. 

CONSULTANT personnel shall be knowledgeable of and comply with all applicable local, state, 
and federal regulations. CONSULTANT personnel shall cooperate and consult with SANBAG, 
State, and City officials during the course of the Project. CONSULTANT personnel shall 
perform duties as may be required to assure that construction is being performed in accordance 
with the Project plans and specifications. CONSULTANT personnel shall keep accurate and 
timely records and document all work performed by the Contractor and CONSULTANT. 

CONSULTANT shall monitor for Contractor's compliance with the labor standards provisions of 
the projects and the related wage determination decisions of the Secretary of Labor. 

CONSULTANT personnel shall assist SANBAG and local agencies in obtaining compliance with 
the safety and accident prevention provisions of the Project. Local agencies will retain 
jurisdictional control for traffic control. 

All services required herein shall be performed in accordance with California Department of 
Transportation guidelines, regulations. policies, procedures, manuals, and standards, except as 
noted in the special provisions. 

Materials Testing & Source Inspection: The number of field testing and source inspection 
personnel assigned to the Project will vary throughout the duration of the construction contract. 
CONSULTANT certified materials testing and source inspection personnel will be assigned as 
needed by the Resident Engineer to meet the required numbers and frequencies of testing based 
on schedule of the construction contractor. 

Materials Testing /Source Inspection Services will be provided on an on--call basis. The duration 
of assignments could vary from a minimum of a few hours to the full term of the Project. 
CONSULTANT personnel will be available within one (1) day of written notification by 
SANBAG. 

It is the intent of SANBAG to maintain a consistency of material testing/source inspection quality 
throughout each phase of each project. CONSULT ANT is therefore encouraged to provide, 
where ever and whenever possible, the same personnel for the duration of construction of each 
project. 

On days when work is not performed by the construction contractor, such as rainy or unsuitable 
weather days, CONSULT ANT will not provide services unless authorized by the SANBAG 
Construction Manager. 

Resumes of materials testing/source inspection personnel must be submitted to SANBAG for 
review and approval prior to assignment to the Project. If, at any time, the level of performance 
of any testing personnel is below expectations, SANBAG may .release that field person and 
request that another be assigned as needed. 

A sample of the project Source Inspection Quality Management Plan (SIQMP) outlining the 
SANBAGS approach to source inspection and the roles and responsibilities of the source 
inspection personal is provided in Attachment C. Consultant shall be responsible for finalizing the 
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SIQMP to match the project requirements, assist SANBAG in gaining Caltrans approval and 
manage the SIQMP. Consultant shall provide Structural Materials Representative (SMR), Steel 
inspectors, Non-destructive Steel Inspectors, Coating Inspectors, Precast Concrete Inspectors and 
other source inspectors as needed. 

If a member of CONSULTANT's materials testing/source inspection personnel is on a leave of 
absence, CONSULTANT's Project Manager will provide an equally qualified replacement 
employee until the original member returns to work. The replacement employee will meet all the 
requirements of a permanently assigned employee. 

All CONSULTANT personnel will be knowledgeable of, and comply with, all applicable local, 
state, and federal regulations. All personnel shall cooperate and consult with SANBAG during 
the course of the contract; and perform other duties as may be required to assure that the 
construction is being performed in accordance with the Project plans and specifications. 
CONSULTANT's personnel will keep records and document the work as directed by the 
Resident Engineer. 

All services required herein will be performed in accordance with Caltrans regulations, policies, 
procedures, manuals, and standards. 

Construction Surveying: CONSULTANT will furnish surveying crew(s) to perform 
construction surveys for the Project. The number of survey crew(s) assigned to the Project may 
vary throughout the duration of the construction contract to meet the Project needs. 
CONSULTANT personnel will be assigned as needed by the Resident Engineer to meet the 
schedule of the construction contractor. 

Construction surveying services will be provided on an on-call basis. It is the intent of SANBAG 
to maintain a consistency of construction survey quality throughout each phase of each project. 
Therefore, CONSULT ANT is encouraged to provide the same field personnel for the duration of 
construction. It is important that the Field Party Chief(s) assigned to a project be completely 
familiar with the survey requirements and the assignments for the Project. 

On days when work is not performed by the construction contractor, such as rainy or unsuitable 
weather days, CONSULTANT will not provide services unless authorized by the Resident 
Engineer. 

Construction surveying will not be performed when conditions such as weather, traffic, and other 
factors prevent safe and efficient operation. 

Resumes of CONSULTANT personnel and certifications must be submitted to SANBAG for 
review. CONSULTANT personnel must be approved by SANBAG prior to assignment to a 
project. SANBAG and CONSULTANT will have the responsibility of determining the quality 
and quantity of work performed by CONSULTANT personnel. If, at any time, the level of 
performance of any CONSULTANT survey personnel is below expectations, SANBAG may 
release the survey crew member and request that another be assigned. 

If CONSULTANT's survey crew personnel assigned to the Project is on a leave of absence, the 
Project Manager will provide an equally qualified replacement(s) until the original employee(s) 
returns to work. The replacement(s) will be required to meet all the requirements of the 
permanently assigned employee(s). 
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CONSUL TANI' personnel will: 

• Be knowledgeable of. and comply with all. applicable local. Caltrans. state. and federal 
regulations. 

• Cooperate and consult with SANBAG officials during the course of the contract. 
• Perform duties as may be required to assure consbUction is performed in accordance with 

the Project plans and specifications. 
• Keep records and document work as directed by the Resident Engineer. 

All services required herein will be performed in accordance with Caltrans regulations. policies. 
procedures. manuals. and standards. 

C. DUTIES AND RESPONSffiiLITIES 

1. Pre-consbUction Services 

a. Schedule 

CONSULT ANT shall review the proposed Project schedule. compare it to the 
Project plans and specifications. and provide recommendations to SANBAG. as 
appropriate, to ensure efficiency of Contractor and CONSULTANI' operations 
and safe and expeditious completion of the Project. 

b. Budget 

CONSULT ANT shall review the Project estimate. quantities and provide 
recommendations to SANBAG. as appropriate. to ensure efficient utilization of 
funds and control of project costs. 

c. ConsbUctability Review 
CONSULT ANI' shall review Project plans and special provisions for possible 
errors and deficiencies and report such findings to SANBAG in a format provide 
bySANBAG. 

2. Bid Process 

C13033 

a. Bid Documents 

CONSULTANT shall assist SANBAG, as requested, with the following tasks: 

1) Review of bid documents 
2) Preparation of bid tabulations 

b. Pre-construction Meetings 

CONSULTANT shall assist SANBAG in conducting one, or more, pre
consbUction meetings with all involved parties on the Project. Parties may 
include. but are not limited to. the Contractor. design engineer. Caltrans. County 
and City staff. utility companies. and developers. 

c. Contract Award 

CONSULT ANT shall assist SANBAG, as requested. with the following tasks: 

1-15/Base Line CM Services Page 33 

262 



l) Review of bid for completeness and responsiveness 

2) Perform bid analysis 

3) Development of contractor payment schedules, and other procedural 
items. 

4) Checking Contractor references, licenses, insurance, and sureties. 

5) Coordination with prospective Contractor for award of construction 
contract(s). 

All processes will be consistent with procedures outlined by the California 
Department of Transportation for Special Funded Programs and Local Assistance 
Procedure Manuals. 

3. Project Administration 

a. CONSULT ANT shall administer Project construction contracts using Caltrans 
Construction Manual as a guideline. 

b. CONSULT ANT shall conduct regular Project coordination meetings with 
Contractor, SANBAG, local agencies, and design engineer, as appropriate. 

c. CONSULTANT shall prepare Contractor progress payments and maintain 
payment records and supporting documentation. All progress payments shall be 
reviewed by SANBAG for approval. 

d. CONSULTANT shall provide reports as needed to comply with specific funding 
requirements. 

e. CONSULTANT shall establish and maintain Project records in accordance with 
the Caltrans Construction Manual. Project record keeping shall include, but are 
not limited to, correspondence, memoranda, contract documents, change orders, 
claims, SANBAG and engineer directives, meeting minutes, shop drawings, 
supplementary drawings, and requests for payment. CONSULT ANT shall 
maintain a record of the names, addresses, and telephone and fax numbers of the 
Contractors, subcontractors, and principal material suppliers. 

f. CONSULT ANT shall establish and maintain a filing system in hard copies tiles 
and in electronic forms for each Project using the Caltrans Construction Manual 
as a guideline. Electronic data documentation will be required to be uploaded 
weekly to the SANBAG Major Projects Portal 

g. CONSULTANT shall monitor Contractors' construction schedules on an 
ongoing basis and alert SANBAG to conditions that may lead to delays in 
completion of the Project. 

h. CONSULTANT shall prepare and submit a monthly Activity Summary Report 
for the Project in a format approved by SANBAG. The activity report shall 
include among other items status of SWPPP issues, RFis, contract change orders, 
and notice of potential claims; construction activities completed, ongoing, and 
upcoming; status of Project budget and schedule, and other highlights and critical 
issues. 
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i. CONSULTANT shall review and ensure compliance with environmental 
requirements. 

j. CONSULTANT shall participate in partnering sessions with the Contractor, 
SANBAG. and Local Agencies, as required. 

k. CONSULT ANT shall ensure that the Project meets all provisions of the Caltrans 
Quality Assurance Program Manual. 

1. CONSULTANT shall review Contractors' certified payroll records and ensure 
compliance with the requirements of the construction contract. 

m. CONSULT ANT shall ensure that the Project meets all provisions of the Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

n. CONSULTANT shall assure that the Project meets all applicable regulations of 
the Air Quality Management District (AQMD) and State Water Resources 
Control Board (SWRCB). 

o . CONSULTANT shall maintain redlined as-built plans on an ongoing basis 
throughout the duration of the Project. Redlined plans shall show all changes 
made to the original contract plans, each change identified with the name of the 
approver, date of change approval ' and ceo number. if applicable 

4. Construction Coordination 

Cl3033 

a. CONSULTANT shall provide a minimum of one qualified Resident Engineer to 
effectively manage the Project. 

b. CONSULT ANT Resident Engineer shall act as a prime point of contact between 
Contractor, SANBAG, CONSULT ANT's construction surveyor, 
CONSULTANT's materials inspector, and utility companies. CONSULTANT 
may, when requested by SANBAG, act as point of contact between design 
engineers, cities, and the public. CONSULT ANT shall ensure coordination with 
property owners adjacent to Project right-of-way to ensure timely communication 
regarding property-condition survey and construction activities and scheduling. 

c. CONSULTANT shall maintain regular contact with SANBAG's 
Project/Construction Manager. 

d. CONSULT ANT shall coordinate utility relocations with utility companies and 
their designees, as well as the utility inspector. 

e. CONSULTANT shall proactively review Project plans and special provisions for 
possible errors and deficiencies prior to construction of any specific element and 
report such findings to SANBAG. Should SANBAG determine that changes are 
necessary, CONSULTANT shall assist in implementation and processing of 
change orders in accordance with contract documents. 

f. CONSULTANT shall proactively review Project plans and special provisions; 
monitor, coordinate, and track construction progress schedule and RFis; and 
communicate with various agencies prior to construction of any specific elements 
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to ensure the Project proceeds on schedule and according to the order of work in 
the plans and special provisions. CONSULT ANT shall expedite work, as 
required, to maintain schedule in conjunction with the overall construction 
staging program. 

g. CONSULTANT shall coordinate review of shop drawings and Requests for 
Information (RFI) with the Construction Manager. CONSULTANT shall log 
and track all submittals and requests. 

h. CONSULTANT shall provide a qualified SWPPP Coordinator who along with 
the Resident Engineer shall review and certify contractor prepared Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPP) and coordinate approval with SANBAG 
and the State Water Resource Control Board. The SWPPP Coordinator shall be 
at a minimum a Qualified Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 
Developer (QSD) and a Qualified SWPPP Practitioner (QSP). CONSULT ANT 
shall provide at a minimum weekly SWPPP monitoring and shall cooperate with 
all monitoring agency inspections and field reviews. 

i. CONSULT ANT shall coordinate the implementation of any changes with the 
Construction Manager and the design engineer. 

j . CONSULTANT shall review and approve falsework and shoring plans. 

k. CONSULTANT shall review and approve Traffic Control Plans and forward to 
SANBAG for Caltrans/City/County approvals, as necessary. 

I. CONSULT ANT shall coordinate all Project construction activities with other on
going projects within and adjacent to the Project limits. 

5. Construction Inspection 

a. CONSULTANT shall coordinate all required inspections necessary for the 
Project. CONSULTANT shall ensure that appropriate City and local agencies 
are notified and present as required throughout the Project. CONSULT ANT 
shall notify SANBAG immediately regarding any directives, recommendations, 
notices, etc. received from agencies other than SANBAG. 

b. CONSULTANT shall perform daily on-site observations of the progress and 
quality of construction to determine if the work being performed is in general 
conformance with the contract documents, all applicable laws, codes, and 
ordinances. 

c. CONSULTANT shall exercise reasonable care and diligence to discover and 
promptly report to SANBAG any and all defects or deficiencies in the materials 
or workmanship used in the Project. 

d. CONSULT ANT personnel assigned to the Project shall be thoroughly familiar 
with Caltrans Standard Specifications. Caltrans Standard Plans, Caltrans Erosion 
Control and Highway Planting requirements, safety standards and State Water 
Resources Control Board requirements. CONSULTANT personnel shall have 
the ability to read and interpret construction plans and specifications. 
CONSULTANT personnel shall also have knowledge of State of California 
Construction Safety Orders (CalOSHA) and traffic control practices as specified 
in the Work Area Traffic Control Handbook (WATCH). In addition, 
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CONSULTANT personnel shall be thoroughly familiar with the construction 
requirements of Cal trans' Storm Water Pollution Prevention Program. 

e. Assignments to be performed by CONSULTANT personnel shall include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

1) Paving and subgrade inspection, sub~surface & finish surface drainage 
inspection, structures and foundation inspection, electrical inspection for 
traffic, ramp meter and irrigation control equipment, signing and striping 
inspection, quantity calculations, checking grade and alignment, 
construction traffic control, soil amendments and plant material 
identification & quality control, hardscape inspection, trenching & 
irrigation inspection and duties that may be required to determine that 
construction of the Project is being performed in accordance with the 
contract documents. 

2) Identifying actual and potential problems associated with the Project and 
recommending sound engineering solutions. 

3) Identifying common plant diseases and/or pests together with their 
respective eradication techniques, directing of plant adaptability 
requirements along with proper planting & pruning techniques, and 
avoiding potential problems associated with the Project by 
recommending sound engineering solutions. 

4) Perform basic sampling of construction materials in the field per 
California Test Method 105 and 125 by both the prime and subconsultant 
personnel. 

5) Maintaining awareness of safety and health requirements. Monitoring 
Contractors' compliance with applicable regulations and construction 
contract provisions for the protection of the public and Project personnel. 

6) Preparing complete and accurate daily reports, calculations, project 
records, payment quantity documents, reports, and correspondence 
related to Project activities. 

7) Preparing construction sketches, drawings, and cross-sections, as 
necessary. 

8) Assisting in the preparation of as~built plans. 

9) Providing inspections for environmental compliance. 

1 0) Maintaining awareness of water discharge requirements. Monitoring 
Contractors' compliance with applicable regulations and construction 
contract provisions. 

11) Monitoring Contractors' compliance with applicable regulations required 
byAQMD. 

12) Other duties as may be required or reasonably requested. 
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6. Project Support 

a. Construction Surveys 

CONSULT ANT shall perform construction surveying services, field 
calculations, and home office calculations to support construction of the Project. 
CONSULTANT may be requested to review available survey data, construction 
plans, and right-of-way plans to confinn compatibility and to identify 
discrepancies prior to and during construction of proposed projects. The 
Resident Engineer will assign survey work to the CONSULT ANT by issuing a 
"Request for Survey Services". Requests may include, but not be limited to, the 
following types of surveys and related services: 

I) Construction Surveys 

CONSULTANT shall assist the Resident Engineer in all phases of 
construction staking and calculations as needed. 

a) Survey calculations and adjustments shall be performed with 
established and computed coordinates based on the California 
Coordinate System. 

b) Cross-section data collection shall be performed by conventional 
and terrain line interpolation survey methods. 

c) Survey data will include topography, cross-section, and other 
survey data in computer formats compatible with the Caltrans 
computer survey and design systems. 

d) Prepare and maintain survey documents. Survey documents 
include survey field notes, maps, drawings, and other survey 
documents. 

e) Perform construction staking, including but not limited to: 

1. Utility relocations 
ii. Clearing limits 
iii. Slope staking 
iv. Storm drain, sanitary sewer, and irrigation systems 
v. Drainage structures 
VI. Curbs, gutters, and sidewalk 
vii. Horizontal and vertical control for structures and 

portions of structures (bents, abutments, wingwalls, etc.) 
viii. Rough grade 
ix. Finish grade 

f) Monitor for settlement, if required. 

g) Global Positioning Satellite (GPS) equipment shall be made 
available if required by SANBAG 

2) Grid Grades 
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Grid grade data shall provide pavement elevations at the station line, the 
left edge of pavement, the right edge of pavement, and the right edge of 
travel way at 25 foot intervals for travel lanes. 

3) Open Ended Traverses and Profile Data Sheets 

Separate open-ended traverse calculations and point maps shall depict 
plan data for station lines, utility lines, wall layout lines, and 
abutment/bent alignment. Specific information to be shown will be part 
numbers, coordinates, bearings, and curve data. 

Profile data sheets are required for all profiles shown on the plans 
identifying vertical design elements such as grade, point of intersection 
(PI) location, beginning of vertical curve (BVC) location, end of vertical 
curve {EVC) location, and curve length. 

4) Three Line Profiles 

Separate profile plots are required for the left edge of pavement, the right 
edge of pavement, and the edge of shoulder for all travel lanes. 

5) Right of Way Lines 

Existing right of way and easements will be established from Local 
Agency's record information and existing monumentation. 

a) Right of way monumentation shall be renewed and restored in 
accordance with Section 10.4 of the Caltrans "Survey Manual" 
and the State of California Land Surveyor's Act. 

b) Comer records and records of surveys shall be prepared and filed 
in accordance with the applicable standards and the State of 
California Land Surveyor's Act and the California Subdivision 
Map Act. 

c) Perpetuate existing monumentation, which includes restoring, 
renewing, referencing, and resetting existing boundary related 
monumentation. In addition, stake areas where construction 
disturbs the existing right of way, preparing and filing required 
maps and records. 

New right of way and easements will be established from plans, right of 
way maps, utility drawings, and Local Agency record information, and 
existing monumentation. 

a) Right of Way Surveys, which includes research and preparation 
filing of required maps and records. In addition, locate and set 
monuments for right or way and easement lines, staking for right 
of way and easement fences. 

b) Final monumentation, which includes setting of centerline points 
of control upon completion of construction. 
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6) Special Design- Data Surveys 
Includes drainage, utility, and surveys required for special field studies. 

7) Control Survey 

Includes Project control surveys, aerial mapping control surveys, 
horizontal and vertical control surveys. In addition control surveys will 
include restoration, renewal, reference, relocation, and resetting of 
existing control monumentation. The CONSULTANT will be required 
to provide horizontal and vertical control at the end of each bridge. 

8) Topographic Surveys 

Topographic surveys will normally be compiled by ground survey 
methods only. 

CONSULT ANT will provide all necessary Project related surveys and 
construction staking, including horizontal and vertical control, right of 
way, and easements. CONSULTANT shall coordinate all staking and 
verify accuracy. CONSULTANT shall ensure timely coordination of all 
staking requests from the Contractor. 

b. Materials Testing, Source Inspection and Geotechnical Services 

l) CONSULTANT will provide experienced personnel, equipment, and 
facilities to perfonn various construction materials sampling and testing. 
Laboratory and field materials testing will be used to ensure that 
structure and roadway construction work confonns to California State 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) standards, specifications, and 
special provisions for material quality and workmanship. 

2) All field and laboratory testing is to be performed in accordance with 
California Test Methods. 

3) CONSULTANT will be responsible for the accuracy and completeness 
of all test data compilation and results. 

c. Public Outreach 

l) General Public Outreach Plan 
a) SANBAG's primary goal is to assure the public that SANBAG is 

a public agency that delivers quality transportation projects and 
trustworthy, accurate and timely public information. 

b) SANBAG will provide the primary outreach effort with 
supplemental support as requested from CONSULT ANT. This 
will be a targeted approach with incremental outreach based on 
construction schedule and staging. The primary target audiences 
identified for this Project include, but are not limited to: 

1. LOCAL AGENCY 
ii. SANBAG Board 
iii. LOCAL AGENCY and area Emergency Service 

Providers 
iv. School Transportation Coordinator(s) 
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v. Local Business Community 
i) Specific businesses with expanding priority based 

on proximity to work zone and detours 
ii) Chamber of Commerce 

vi. Commuters 
vii. Recreational Travelers 
viii. Trucking Industry 
ix. Local media 

i) Print 
ii) Radio 
iii) Television 

c) In the weeks prior to the selection of a construction contractor, 
SANBAG may coordinate an Emergency Responders Project 
Briefing to highlight the Project details and possible access 
challenges for consideration by the Project team. 

d) Following the emergency responders briefing, SANBAG may 
coordinate a Chamber of Commerce Project Briefing to highlight 
the Project benefits, possible construction schedule and traffic 
management plan. 

t) Just prior to the start of field construction activities, SANBAG 
and CONSULTANT (includes all PR subs) may coordinate a 
groundbreaking media event with the LOCAL AGENCY to 
ceremoniously open the Project. CONSULTANT will be called 
up on to develop (with input from SANBAG) and maintain a 
task list of deliverables for this event. CONSULTANT will 
acquire the necessary items authorized for the event. 
CONSULTANT will be responsible for set up and breakdown of 
the event site. 

g) Prior to construction beginning, SANBAG and CONSULTANT 
may coordinate a community meeting to share Project 
infonnation, construction scheduling, detour information and 
expected challenges with the general public. CONSULTANT 
will be called up on to develop (with input from SANBAG) and 
maintain a task list of deliverable& for this event. 
CONSULT ANT will acquire the necessary items authorized for 
the event. CONSULTANT will be responsible for set up and 
breakdown of the event site. Staffing this event will be 
detennined based on availability. 

h) Near the completion of the construction Project, SANBAG and 
CONSULT ANT will coordinate a ribbon ...cutting media event. 
CONSULT ANT will be called upon in a similar fashion to the 
groundbreaking event. 

i) At various stages throughout the Project, SANBAG will request 
support from CONSULTANT for the following items: 

i. Establish and maintain stakeholder and/or 'interested 
parties' list(s) -used for sharing Project updates during 
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Project construction. May need to be filtered to specific 
audiences (i.e. emergency responders, city government. 
etc.) 

ii. Development of a Project fact sheet (include Project 
description, Project budget. Project schedule, SANBAG 
contact infonnation, LOCAL AGENCY contact 
infonnation, photos, logos, etc.) 

iii. Weekly media advisories (use SANBAG template}. 
CONSULTANT (or sub) will make weekly contact with 
Project team to establish what road or lane closures (and 
associated detours if applicable} will be taking place, 
develop the advisory, send to SANBAG Public 
Infonnation Office for approval, submit to webmaster 
for posting, distribute to appropriate media and 
stakeholder list. 

iv. Emergency notices- when needed. 

v. Develop web content for project tab on SANBAG 
website. This page should include same elements of fact 
sheet with expanded detail when possible. If the 
infonnation is dynamic, please provide updates to 
SANBAG Public Infonnation Office for approval prior 
to submitting to webmaster. 

2} All requests for speaking to government councils, boards, chambers of 
commerce or similar business or social groups shall be directed to the 
SANBAG Public Information Office before agreeing to appear. 

3} All media inquiries shall be directed to the SANBAG Public Infonnation 
Office. 

d. Permits 

CONSULT ANT shall review the Project for permit compliance and coordinate 
with SANBAG and the design engineer to ensure that necessary permits are 
obtained. CONSULT ANT shall assist SANBAG in the coordination, timely 
processing and verification of approval for all permits. CONSULTANT shall 
maintain permits and permit documentation on site. 

7. Cost and Schedule 

a. CONSULT ANT shall monitor and track the following: 

1} Contract pay item quantities and payments 
2} Contract change orders 
3} Supplemental work items 
4) Agency furnished materials 
5) Contingency balance 
6} Project budget 

b. CONSULT ANT shall review and monitor Contractor's schedule and inform 
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SANBAG of any significant changes or deviations in the schedule. 

c. CONSULTANT shall provide and maintain a Project staffing plan of field office 
personnel based on the Contractor submitted baseline schedule update. In 
cooperation with SANBAG, the staffmg plan shall be periodically updated to 
reflect Project progress and needs. 

8. Contract Change Orders and Claims 

a. CONSULTANT shall receive and evaluate requests for changes and/or 
substitutions by the Contractor. Contract Change Orders submitted to SANBAG 
shall be accompanied by CONSULT ANT recommendations. Where applicable, 
CONSULT ANT shall convey proposed changes to design engineer, or other 
Project consultants. If the requested changes are accepted, CONSULT ANT shall 
negotiate and prepare appropriate Contract Change Orders. 

b. CONSULT ANT shall attempt to avoid unnecessary Contract Change Orders. 
When a Contract Change Order is necessary, CONSULTANT shall consult with 
SANBAG prior to its preparation. Unless directed otherwise by SANBAG, the 
preferred method of payment for Contract Change Orders should be as follows 

1) Agreed Price 
2) Adjustment in compensation to a bid item 
3) Time and materials or Force Account 

CONSULT ANT shall perform force account analysis to validate cost submitted 
by the Contractor for contract change orders with agreed unit price, lump sum 
price, and adjustment in components. Analysis shall be based on realistic 
production and resource needs to complete the work. 

c. CONSULT ANT shall attempt to identify all potential claims, track and monitor 
unresolved claims. The CONSULTANT shall implement appropriate claims 
avoidance processes where in the best interests of SANBAG as detennined by 
SANBAG's Construction Manager. 

d. CONSULTANT shall assist SANBAG, as requested, in the identification, 
resolution, and final disposition of claims filed by the Contractor or third parties 
against SANBAG or the Project. 

9. Safety 

C13033 

In addition to the requirements specified elsewhere in this contract. the following shall 
also apply: 

a. CONSULTANT shall implement and conduct a comprehensive safety program 
including regular tail-gate safety meetings for CONSULTANT personnel. 
CONSULT ANT shall provide SANBAG with monthly status of safety reports. 

b. CONSULT ANT shall comply with State of California Construction Safety 
Orders and provisions of the Caltrans Construction Manual. 

c. CONSULTANT shall provide appropriate safety training for all CONSULTANT 
field personnel. 
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d. CONSULT ANT shall provide all necessary safety equipment as required for 
CONSULT ANT personnel. 

10. Project Close Out 

a. CONSULT ANT shall prepare a list of items to be completed and/or corrected by 
the Contractor for final completion of the Project 

b. CONSULT ANT shall collect and furnish as-built information to the design 
engineer for preparation of as·built drawings including pre-stress drawings and 
pile logs, as applicable. 

c. CONSULTANT shall review and verify completeness of as-built drawings. 

d. CONSULTANT shall conduct a final walk-through with SANBAG, Local 
Agencies, Contractors, and design engineers. 

e. CONSULTANT shall prepare final construction reports including the Project 
Completion Report. 

f. CONSULT ANT shall prepare and deliver to SANBAG all Project files. 

g. CONSULT ANT shall assist SANBAG and Contractor in obtaining final release 
of all Project permits. 

h. Project closeout services will be completed within two months of project 
acceptance. 

D. DELIVEMBLES 

I. Inspector daily reports, extra work diaries and Resident Engineers' daily diaries. 

2. Monthly Project Activity Summary Reports. 

3. Monthly Contractor progress payments, back-up documentation, and Contractor payment 
records. 

4. Contractor final payment documents, delivered to SANBAG no later than ten ( 10) 
working days after acceptance by SANBAG of the completed construction Project. 

5. Project Completion Report documents per Local Assistance Procedure Manual and 
Caltrans Construction Manual. 

6. All Project files, Project reports, correspondence, memoranda, shop drawings, Project 
logs, change order data, claims and claim reports, and Contractor payment records. 

7. Certified payrolls and fringe benefit statements for all employees, CONSULTANT and 
Contractor, who are subject to the State and/or Federal prevailing wage rates. 

8. All material test results will be provided in accordance with the applicable Standard 
Specifications and Special Provisions, and test methods. Failing tests will be 
immediately reported to the Resident Engineer or Structures Representative. All test 
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results will be recorded on the appropriate forms. The test documents will be legible and 
show the identity of the tester where appropriate. A notebook containing all test results 
and reports will be maintained by CONSULTANT throughout the duration of the Project 
and delivered to SANBAG with the Project files. 

9. Unless otherwise specified in the survey request. the deliverables shall conform to the 
following: 

C13033 

a. Survey points, lines, and monuments shall be established, marked, identified, and 
referenced as required by survey request and requirements herein. 

b. Survey notes, drawings, calculations, and other survey documents and information 
shall be completed as required by the survey request and the requirements herein. 

c. All original survey documents resulting from this contract. including original field 
notes, adjustment calculations, final results, and appropriate intermediate 
documents, shall be delivered to the Resident Engineer and shall become the 
property of SANBAG. A copy of all survey documents furnished by SANBAG 
shall be retained by CONSULTANT for future reference. 

When the survey is performed with a total station survey system, the original field 
notes shall be a hard copy in a readable format of the data (observations) as 
originally collected and submitted by the survey party. The hard copy shall be 
signed by the Party Chief. If the Party Chief is not licensed, the person in 
"responsible charge" will be required to sign. 

d. Deliverables to the Resident Engineer shall follow the format specified below: 
1) Horizontal Control 
2) Alpha numeric hard copy point listing with adjusted California 

Coordinate System northing and eastings and the appropriate 
descriptions. 

3) Vertical Control 
4) Alpha numeric hard copy benchmark listing with adjusted elevations 

compatible with the design datum. 
5) Topography 
6) Alpha numeric hard copy listing, hard copy drawing, and computer aided 

drawing and design (CADD) digital drawing. The CADD drawing shall 
be compatible with the systems utilized by Caltrans. 

e. Data collection method used to collect cross-section data and the coding (feature 
description) of terrain data for cross-sections shall conform to the survey request 
requirements. Deliverables shall depend on the data collection method as 
follows: 

l) Conventional Cross- Sections (each cross- section): 
For each cross - section and alpha numeric listing, a hard copy drawing, 
and a computer formatted file compatible with the systems utilized by 
Cal trans. 

2) Terrain Line Interpolation Cross - Section Data {each terrain line 
interpolation survey): 
Terrain line interpolation cross - sections shall include an alpha numeric 
listing, a hard copy plan view drawing of the terrain lines, and a 
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computer input file. The computer input file shall be provided in a 
format compatible with the systems utilized by Caltrans. 

3) Data Collector Data 
If specified in the survey request. the raw data from the data collector 
shall be provided in a format confonning to the survey request 
requirements. 

4) Other--As specified in the survey request. 

E. EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS TO BE PROVIDED BY CONSULTANT 

1. CONSULT ANT shall provide all necessary equipment including software, materials, 
supplies, miscellaneous tools, phones, vehicles, and safety equipment required for its 
personnel to perform the services accurately, efficiently, and safely. The above noted 
items are not to be included in Attachment B of Consultants Cost Proposal and are part of 
the consultants overhead. Only those items authorized by SANBAG in Attachment B. 
CONSULTANT Cost Proposal, shall be reimbursed by SANBAG. 

2. CONSULTANT personnel shall be provided with vehicles suitable for the location and 
nature of the work involved. Vehicles shall be equipped with flashing yellow lights. 
either permanently or temporarily affixed. 

3. CONSULTANT personnel shall be provided with a mobile radio, cellular phone, or other 
means to assure full-time communication. If a radio system is to be used, 
CONSULTANT shall provide a base station at the field office. 

4. CONSULTANT personnel shall be provided with all applicable standard plans, 
specifications. and other standards as appropriate (see item G below). 

5. For Materials Testing, CONSULT ANT and its staff will be fully equipped at all times to 
perform the services required, including but not limited to the following: 

a. An on-site mobile laboratory or laboratory in close proximity to the Project will 
be required. The type and location of the lab should be such that it can meet the 
needs of the Project in an efficient. time effective manner. The laboratory is to 
be fully staffed. equipped. and supplied to conduct all required soils, materials. 
and concrete breaking tests in a timely manner. 

b. Field personnel will be provided with all necessary safety equipment to pennit 
work to be performed safely and efficiently within operating highway and 
construction zone environments. 

c. All equipment to be calibrated as per Section 3-10 and 3-11 of Caltrans' Quality 
Assurance Program Manual. 

6. For construction surveying. CONSULT ANf and staff shall have adequate equipment and 
supplies to complete the required survey work. Equipment and supplies shall, include, 
but not be limited to: 

a. Survey vehicles: 
Survey vehicles will be suitable to perform the required work in varying terrain 
and conditions encountered on the Project. Vehicles shall be fully equipped with 
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all necessary tools, instruments, supplies, and safety equipment required to 
perform the work accurately, efficiently, and safely. Vehicles shall be equipped 
with a flashing yellow beacon light. 

b. Data Processing Systems: 

Data processing systems shall include hardware and software to: 
1) Performing survey and staking calculations from the design plans and 

specifications; 
2) Reduce survey data collected with conventional and total station survey 

systems; 
3) Perform network adjustments for horizontal and vertical control surveys; 
4) Format survey data to be compatible with the Caltrans computer survey 

and data system. 

c. Drafting equipment and supplies. 

d. Digital calculators. 

e. Hand tools as appropriate for the requested survey work. 

f. Traffic cones (minimum 25). Traffic cones shall be 28 inches in height 
(minimum). 

g. Traffic control devices as required to perform the requested survey work. Traffic 
control devices include signs, sign bases, flags, and hand held signs. 

h. Leveling instruments and equipment: 
1) Self-leveling level. Precision: standard deviation in one mile of double 

run leveling 0.005 feet or less. 
2) Suitable level rods for the work to be performed. 

i. Distance measuring instruments and equipment: 
1) Electronic distance measurer (EDM). Precision: standard deviation 3 

mm plus 3 PPM, or less; Range: Minimum one mile under average 
atmospheric conditions. 

2) Prisms, sufficient to perform the required work. 
3) Tapes; steel, cloth. 

j. Angle measuring instruments and equipment: 
1) Theodolite for non-control surveys; Precision: direct circle reading to 

three seconds, or equivalent, horizontal and vertical. 
2) Targets as required to perform the work. 

k. When required for efficient survey operations, total station survey systems 
consisting of an electronic angle measuring instrument, EDM, and electronic data 
collector shalt be provided. The angle measuring instruments and EDM shall 
conform to the requirements for the equipment previously listed. 

I. Radio or cellular communications equipment for communication between field 
office and field crews. 
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m. Caltrans manuals, standards, fonns, and other policies and procedures to be 
followed to perform the required work. 

F. MA TER!ALS TO BE FURNISHED BY SANBAG 

1. SANBAG will provide three (3) copies of all Project construction documents including 
plans, and special provisions, and one (1) copy of all other reports, designer prepared 
resident engineer flies, and contracts. In addition, SANBAG will provide one (1) full 
size (24" x 36") sets of plans for use in the construction field office as record documents. 

2. SANBAG will provide copies of all previously secured permits and Project 
authorizations. 

3. Appropriate fonns for recording test data in accordance with Caltrans practices and 
procedures outlined in the "Manual of Test". 

G. STANDARDS 

All construction inspection, surveys, materials sampling and testing, and contract administration 
shall be in accordance with the Project bid documents, special provisions, plans, and current 
Caltrans Manuals including: 

1. Construction Manual and its revisions 

2. Bridge Construction Records and Procedures Manual 

3. Quality Assurance Program Manual 

4. Manual of Traffic Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work Zones 

S. Caltrans Standard Specifications and Standard Plans 

6. Caltrans Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Water Pollution Control 
Program (WPCP) Preparation Manual 

7. Manual of Test (3 volumes) 

8. Survey Manual 

9. District 8 Standard Staking Procedures Manual 

Work not covered by the manuals shall be performed in accordance with accepted professional 
standards. 

Surveys performed by CONSULTANT shall conform to the requirements of the Land Surveyor's 
Act. In accordance with the Land Surveyor' s Act. "responsible charge" for the work shall reside 
with the Licensed Land Surveyor or a pre-January 1, 1982, Registered Professional Civil 
Engineer in the State of California. 

Unless otherwise specified in the survey request, control surveys shall conform to second order 
(modified) accuracy standards as specified in the Caltrans "Survey Manual". 
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Additional standards for specific survey work may be included in the applicable request for 
survey. Such standards supplement the standards specified herein. If additional standards 
conflict with the standards specified herein, the "Survey Request's" standard shall govern. 

The Resident Engineer and SANBAG will decide all questions, which may arise as to the quality 
or acceptability of deliverables furnished and work performed for this contract. Any 
CONSULT ANT employee who does not perform adequately will be replaced if directed by the 
SANBAG Construction Manager. 

H. AV AILABU.JTY AND WORK HOURS 

The typical workday includes all hours worked by SANBAG's construction Contractor including 
nights and weekends. The construction Contractor's operations may be restricted to specific 
hours during the week, which will become the normal workday for CONSULTANT's persoMel. 
On days when work is not performed by the construction contractor, such as rainy or unsuitable 
weather days, CONSULTANT services will not be provided unless authorized by the SANBAG 
Construction Manager. 

Unless otherwise directed by SANBAG, the normal work week will consist of 40 hours. From 
time to time, overtime may be required. However, overtime will be worked only when approved 
in writing by SANBAG. 

I. LIMITATIONS TO AUTHORITY 

CONSULT ANT does not have the authority to: 

1. Authorize deviations from the contract documents. 

2. Approve substitute materials or equipment; except as authorized in writing by SANBAG. 

3. Conduct or participate in tests or third party inspections; except as authorized in writing 
bySANBAG. 

4. Assume any of the responsibilities of the Contractors, Contractors' Superintendent, or 
subcontractors. 

5. Exercise control over or be responsible for construction means, methods, techniques, 
sequences, procedures, or safety precautions. 

6. Communicate directly with subcontractors or material suppliers without the prior consent 
of the Contractor. 

7. Verbally authorize or approve change orders or extra work for the Project 

8. Offer or receive incentives, inducements, or other forms of enumeration to or from the 
Contractor to perform services or work outside the terms of any executed contracts for 
this Project. 
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I. THIRD PARTY RELATIONSHIPS 

This Contract is intended to provide unique services for a specific project. In the development of 
the Project, SANBAG has worked closely with various professional consultants, agencies, and 
others in the preparation of the construction documents and other Project related materials. 
SANBAG, however, is solely responsible for and will be the sole point of contact for all 
contractual matters related to the Project. CONSULTANT shall take direction only from 
SANBAG and shall regularly infonn only SANBAG of Project progress, outstanding issues, and 
all Project related matters. 

During the course of the Project, CONSULT ANT may find occasion to meet with Caltrans, City 
or County representatives, the design engineer, Project consultants, or other third parties who 
have assisted with the Project. These entities may, from time to time, offer suggestions and/or 
recommendations regarding the Project or elements of the Project While SANBAG enjoys a 
close relationship with and has considerable confidence in the capabilities of these other parties, 
CONSULTANT shall not act on any suggestions, solicited or unsolicited, without obtaining 
specific direction from SANBAG. All oral and written communication with outside agencies or 
consultants related to the Project shall be directed only to SANBAG. Distribution of Project 
related communication and information shall be at the sole discretion of SANBAG 
representatives. 

K. CONSTRUCTION SITE SAFETY 

In addition to the requirements specified elsewhere in this contract, the following also will apply. 

1. CONSULT ANT will conform to the safety provisions of the Caltrans Construction Manual. 

2. CONSULTANT's field personnel will wear white hard hats with proper suspension, orange 
vests with reflective tape, sleeved shirt, long pants, and leather boots with ankle support and 
rubber soled shoes at all times while working in the field. 

3. CONSULT ANT will provide appropriate safety training for all CONSULT ANT's 
personnel, including work on and near highways. 

4. All safety equipment will be provided by CONSULTANT. 

L. BASIS FOR SURVEY AND MONUMENT STAKING 

SANBAG will designate the existing horizontal and vertical control monuments that are the basis 
of CONSULT ANT performed surveys. SANBAG will provide the California Coordinate System 
values and/or elevation values for these monuments. CONSULTANT shall adjust 
CONSULT ANT performed surveys to be the designated control monuments and the values. 

Monuments established by CONSULTANT shall be marked by CONSULTANT with furnished 
disks, plugs, tags. In addition, CONSULT ANT shall identify CONSULT ANT established 
monuments by tagging or stamping the monuments with the license or registration number of 
CONSULTANT'S surveyor who is in "responsible charge" of the work. 

M. PERSONNEL OUALIFICA TIONS AND RESPONSffill..ITIES 

The quantity and qualifications of field personnel to be assigned will be determined by the scope 
of the Project and the degree of difficulty of required tasks to be performed. All personnel and 
personnel assignments are subject to approval by SANBAG. While some areas of responsibility 
may overlap, as a guideline, CONSULT ANT personnel assigned to the Project should have the 
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following qualifications: 

1. PrQject Manager 

a. A minimum of six (6) years' project management experience on similar 
construction projects is desired. 

b. Accessible to SANBAG at all times during normal working hours. 

c. A thorough understanding of Caltrans construction practices and procedures. 
The Project Manager will assume the following functional responsibilities: 

1) Review, monitor, train, and provide general direction for 
CONSULT ANT personnel. 

2) Assign personnel to projects on an aspneeded basis. 
3} Administer personal leave. 
4) Prepare monthly reports for delivery to SANBAG. 

2. Resident Engineer 

a. A minimum of eight (8) years' resident engineer experience on similar 
construction projects is desired. 

b. Licensed Professional Civil Engineer in the State of California. 

c. Ability to work independently, make effective decisions concerning construction 
work in progress, and solve field problems. 

d. Accessible to SANBAG at all times including weekends and holidays. 

e. Certified as a Qualified SWPPP Developer or Practitioner is desired. 

f. A thorough understanding of Caltrans field methods, practices, and construction 
office procedures. The Resident Engineer will assume the following functional 
responsibilities: 

1) Monitor and provide daily direction to CONSULTANT Resident 
Engineers and inspection personnel. 

2) Assign field personnel to specific project tasks. 
3) Monitor and track Contractor progress. 
4) Prepare daily, weekly and monthly reports as required. 
5) Coordinate utility relocations with appropriate agencies and the utility 

inspector. 
6) Act as prime field contact between various project Contractors and 

SANBAG's Construction Manager. 

3. Assistant Resident Engineer 

CI3033 

a. A minimum of four (4) years' experience on similar construction projects is 
desired. 

b. Licensed Professional Civil Engineer in the State of California. 
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c. Ability to work independently, make effective decisions concerning construction 
work in progress, and solve field problems. 

d. Accessible to SANBAG at all times including weekends and holidays. 

e. Certified as a Qualified SWPPP Developer or Practitioner is desired. 

f. Thorough understanding of Caltrans field methods. practices. and construction 
office procedures. The Assistant Resident Engineer shall act under the direction 
of the Resident Engineer and wiD assume the following functional 
responsibilities: 

1) Monitor and provide daily direction to CONSULTANT inspection 
personnel. 

2) Assign field personnel to specific project tasks. 
3) Monitor and track Contractor progress. 
4) Prepare daily, weekly and monthly reports as required. 
5) Coordinate utility relocations with appropriate agencies. 

4. Lead Field Inspector 

a. A minimum of six (6) years' construction inspection experience in public works 
or similar projects Q! a four-year degree in the field of civil engineering, 
transportation and four years of similar construction experience is desired. 

b. Knowledge of Caltrans construction practices, physical characteristics and 
properties of highway construction materials, and approved methods and 
equipment used in making physical tests of construction materials. 

c. Ability to work independently. make effective decisions concerning construction 
work in progress, and solve field problems. 

d. Ability to direct the efforts of subordinate inspectors. 

e. Ability to use an automatic level and transit for the purpose of verifying line and 
grade. 

f. Certified as a Qualified SWPPP Developer or Practitioner is desired. 

g. Understanding of Caltrans field and construction office procedures. The Lead 
Field Inspector will assume the following functional responsibilities: 

I) Assist in inspections to assure compliance with contract plans, 
specifications, and special provisions on all phases of construction. 

2) Assist in the preparation of contract change orders, contract estimates, 
progress pay estimates, and other documents or reports required for the 
Project. 

3) Coordinate field testing of materials to monitor compliance with Project 
specifications and Caltrans Quality Assurance Program. 

4) Maintain accurate and timely Project records. Perform quantity 
calculations for progress pay estimates. 

5) Perform analytical calculations such as basic earthwork. grading, 
profiles, and special staking procedures. 

6) Provide input for the redesign of facilities to fit existing field conditions. 
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7) Monitor and track Contractor progress. Prepare daily, weekly, and 
monthly reports as required. 

5. Field Inspector 

a. Two (2) years' construction inspection experience in public works or similar 
projects 2! a four-year degree in the field of civil transportation engineering is 
desired. 

b. Knowledge of construction practices, physical characteristics and properties of 
construction materials, and approved methods and equipment used in making 
physical tests of construction materials. 

c. Ability to work independently. Ability to make minor decisions concerning 
construction work in progress and to solve field and office problems. 

d. Ability to use an automatic level and transit for the purpose of verifying line and 
grade. 

e. Certified as a Qualified SWPPP Developer or Practitioner is desired. 

f. Understanding of Caltrans construction methods and practices. The Field 
Inspector will assume the following functional responsibilities: 

1) Assist in inspections to assure compliance with contract plans, 
specifications, and special provisions on all phases of project 
construction. 

2) Assist in preparation of contract change orders, contract estimates, 
progress pay estimates, and other documents or reports required for the 
Project. 

3) Coordinate field testing of materials to monitor compliance with Project 
specifications and Caltrans Quality Assurance Program. 

4) Perfonn quantity calculations for progress pay estimates and maintain 
Project records. 

5) Perfonn analytical calculations such as basic earthwork, grading, 
profiles, and special staking procedures. 

6) Provide input for the redesign of facilities to fit existing field conditions. 
7) Perfonn construction materials sampling. 
8) Perfonn labor compliance interviews of the Contractors' persoooel. 

6. Structural Representative or Lead Structural Inspector 

C13033 

a. A minimum of six (6) years' of bridge or structural construction inspection as 
related to major public works projects and a four-year degree in civil engineering 
is desired. 

b. Licensed Professional Civil Engineer in the State of California. 

c. Knowledge of stress analysis, structural mechanics, and strength of materials. 

d. Knowledge of Caltrans construction practices and the physical characteristics and 
properties of various bridge construction materials including concrete. 

e. Experience in the following areas: foundations, pile driving, concrete 
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prestressing, bridge deck construction, cast-in-place wall construction, falsework, 
and shoring. 

f. Ability to work independently. Ability to perfonn duties in the construction field 
office and effectively make decisions concerning construction work in progress 
and solving field problems. 

g. Ability to direct the efforts of subordinate inspectors. 

h. Ability to use an automatic level and transit for the purpose of verifying line and 
grade. 

1. Thorough understanding of Caltrans field methods, practices, and construction 
office procedures. The Structural Representative shall assume the following 
functional responsibilities: 

1) Assist in inspections to assure compliance with contract plans, 
specifications, and special provisions on all phases of structural 
construction such as bridges, foundations, walls, falsework, shoring, and 
drainage structures. 

2) Make grade, alignment, quantity, falsework, and shoring calculations. 
3) Assist in the preparation of contract change orders, contract estimates, 

progress pay estimates, and other documents or reports required for the 
Project. Coordinate the sampling and testing of construction materials to 
monitor compliance with contract specifications. 

4) Monitor and track Contractor progress. Prepare daily, weekly, and 
monthly reports as required. 

5) Coordinate with Resident Engineer, as well as the Construction Staking 
and Material Testing consultants. 

6) Direct the daily activities of subordinate inspectors. 

1. Structural Inspector 

a. A minimum of two (2) years' of bridge design or structural construction 
inspection as related to Caltrans or major public works projects !!!. a four-year 
degree in civil or structural engineering is desired. 

b. Knowledge of stress analysis, structural mechanics, and strength of materials. 

c. Knowledge of construction practices and the physical characteristics and 
properties of various highway bridge construction materials including concrete. 

d. Experience in one or more of the following areas: pile driving, concrete 
prestressing, bridge deck construction, retaining wall construction, falsework, 
and shoring. 

e. Ability to work independently and make minor decisions concerning construction 
work in progress and to solve field and office problems. 

f. Ability to use an automatic level and transit for the purpose of verifying line and 
grade. 

g. Understanding of Caltrans construction methods and practices. The Structural 
Inspector will assume the following functional responsibilities: 
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1) Assist in inspections to assure compliance with contract plans, 
specifications, and special provisions on all phases of structural 
construction such as bridges, foundation, walls, falsework, shoring, and 
drainage structures. 

2) Make grade, alignment, quantity, falsework, and shoring calculations. 

3) Assist in the preparation of contract change orders, contract estimates, 
progress pay estimates, and other documents or reports required for the 
Project. 

4) Sampling and testing of construction materials to monitor compliance 
with contract specifications and Caltrans Quality Assurance Program. 

8. Office Engineer 

a. A minimum of two (2) years' experience as an office engineer on similar 
construction projects is desired. 

b. Knowledge of Cal trans Office of Highway Construction forms used to administer 
construction projects. 

c. Knowledge of Cal trans system of document organization. 

d. Knowledge of construction records and accounting procedures. 

e. Knowledge of documentation, procedures, and reporting for federally funded 
projects. 

f. Knowledge of laws and regulations governing the payment of prevailing wages. 

g. The Office Engineer will assume the following functional responsibilities: 

1) Process monthly progress pay estimates, monthly status reports, extra 
work reports, and weekly statements of working days. 

2) Prepare and process contract change orders. 
3) Monitor construction budget and schedule. 
4) Prepare, maintain, and/or file project documents including labor and 

equipment records, correspondence, memoranda, meeting minutes, 
claims, personnel records, labor compliance reports, and daily, weekly, 
and monthly reports. 

5) Perform routine calculations and checking of quantities. 
6) Coordinate all office activities and functions with SANBAG 

representatives. 

9. Materials Testing/Source Inspection Project Manager 

Cl3033 

a. A minimum four ( 4) years' project management experience on a similar 
highway/bridge construction project is desired. 

b. Licensed Civil Engineer in the State of California. 
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c. Ability to use typical computer programs including word processing and 
spreadsheets. 

d. The materials testing/source inspection project manager will assume the 
following functional responsibilities: 

1) Review, monitor, train, and provide general direction for 
CONSULTANT's laboratory, field and source inspection personnel. 

2) Assign personnel to projects on an as-needed basis in coordination with 
the Resident Engineer. 

3) Administer personal leave, subject to approval of the Resident Engineer. 
4) Prepare monthly reports for delivery to the Resident Engineer. 
5) Provide direction, administration, and responsibility for Materials 

Certification per Caltrans Construction Manual, Section 8-01. 
6) Assist SANBAG and Resident Engineer in preparing the project specific 

Source Inspection Quality Management Plan (SIQMP) for Caltrans 
review and approval. (Reference Caltrans "Source Inspection Quality 
Management Plan (SIQMP Outline dated 04/17/12). 

7) Provide direction, administration, and responsibility for implementation 
of the approved SIQMP per Caltrans Construction Procedures Directive 
(CPD) 08-5 and FHW A Title 23 requirements. 

Material testing/source inspection personnel will be certified by a California Registered 
Civil Engineer as being experienced and competent in the test procedures required for the 
work involved (and possess a current certificate of proficiency (Form MR-0111) in 
accordance with Quality Assurance Program Manual (Section 3-5). lnd~pendent 
certification of Caltrans test procedures may be performed at the discretion of the 
SANBAG Project Manager. 

10. Materials Technicians 

CONSULTANT personnel provided under this contract will have a variety of skills and 
experience appropriate for the level of tasks to be assigned. Field personnel shall be 
certified by Caltrans and should have a minimum of two (2) years' experience in 
conducting material sampling and testing of the type required for the projects involved 
and possess the following additional capabilities: 

a. Have the ability to establish specific locations for appropriate tests when 
construction contract administration personnel are not available. 

b. Be familiar with construction practices and be fully aware of construction 
activities at the Project site. 

c. Have knowledge of and comply with safety and health regulations and 
requirements applicable to the Project. 

d. Specific qualifications for technicians are as follows: 

1) CONSTRUCTION TECHNICIAN I 

a) Performs a variety of semi-skilled activities. Examples of duties 
assigned to this classification are: 
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i. Conducting quality control tests such as soil densities, 
sieve analysis tests, operation scales and inspecting 
spread operations. 

ii. Sampling and transporting produced construction 
materials from point of application or production to 
testing laboratory. 

b) Knowledge and Skills Required 

i. Knowledge of tools, equipment and vehicles utilized in 
construction. 

ii. Knowledge of standard equipment and materials used 
for the sampling and testing of construction material. 

iii. Knowledge of basic mathematics used in the 
computation of a variety of construction items. 

iv. Knowledge of record keeping, preparing of documents 
and reports. 

2) CONSTRUcriON TECHNICIAN ll 

a) Performs a variety of skilled activities. Examples of duties 
assigned to this classification are: 

i. Inspecting minor construction items, sampling and 
inspection of steel reinforcement, sampling and 
inspection of concrete placing operation. 

ii. Collect and analyze soil samples of construction 
materials to determine compaction and moisture content. 

iii. Inspection and sampling of all phases of asphalt concrete 
and PCC paving operation, including plant inspection. 

iv. Confers with construction engineers and contractors 
regarding construction in progress and is conformance to 
specifications and construction plans. 

v. Answers questions and resolves problems. 
vi. Inspects construction in progress to ensure confonnance 

with specification, agreements, and established 
requirements. 

vii. Keeps daily diary of work progress. 
viii. Prepares reports on all field inspections and submits 

project quantities on a daily basis. 
ix. Keeps accurate documentation for force accounts and 

possible claims. 

b) Knowledge and Skills Required 

i. AU knowledge and skills required of lower 
classification. 

ii. Knowledge of currently accepted methods, procedures 
and techniques used in highway construction inspection, 
survey, materials testing, and quality control equipment. 

iii. Skill in interpersonal relations as applied to contact with 
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contractors, representatives of other governmental 
jurisdictions, and other SANBAG/Caltrans staff. 

3) CONSTRUCTION TECHNICIAN ill 

a) Exercises considerable independent judgment within general 
Caltrans standards and guidelines. Examples of duties assigned 
to this classification are: 

i. Inspect Project constnlction on an ongoing basis to 
assure compliance with contract and in accordance with 
State and local standards. 

ii. Perform a variety of stnlctural material tests and 
inspections. 

iii. Reviews construction plans and verified that these are in 
accordance with designated specifications and other 
requirements. 

iv. Participates in the preparation of completed work 
estimates, to calculate compensation due contractor. 

v. Examines and verifies numeric data and material 
specifications on project cost source documents, 
utilizing geometry and trigonometry calculations. 

vi. Supervises all work activities involved in construction 
projects, laboratory, and quality control work. 

vii. Recommends approval of proposed Project changes. 

b) Knowledge and Skills Required 

i. All knowledge and skills required of lower 
classifications. 

ii. Knowledge of the principles and practices of Civil 
Engineering as applied to the construction of state 
highways. 

iii. Skill in analyzing and evaluating a wide variety of 
highly technical engineering data, including construction 
plans, field survey and quality control documents. 

iv. Skill in interpreting and implementing Caltrans 
standards, policies, procedures and regulations. 

v. Skill in interpersonal relations, as applied to contacts 
with contractors, representatives of other governmental 
jurisdictions, and other SANBAG/Caltrans staff. 

11. Construction Surveying Project Manager 

a. A minimum four ( 4) years' project management experience on similar 
construction projects is desired. 

b. Licensed Surveyor or pre-January 1, 1982 Registered Professional Engineer in 
the State of California. 

c. Accessible to the Resident Engineer and SANBAG at all times during normal 
working hours as specified in this Scope of Services. 
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d. Under the direction of the Resident Engineer, the Project Manager will be 
responsible for: 

1) Review, monitor, train, and provide general direction for 
CONSULTANT survey personnel. 

2) Assign personnel to projects on an as-needed basis. 
3) Administer personal leave, subject to approval of the Resident Engineer. 
4) Prepare monthly reports for delivery to the Resident Engineer. 

12. Field Partv Chief{s) 

a. The person(s) holding the position of Party Chief shall meet at least one of the 
following licensing requirements: 

1) A licensed Land Surveyor in the State of California. 
2) A pre-January 1, 1982, Registered Professional Civil Engineer in the 

State of California. 
3) An experienced surveyor who serves as chief under the direction or 

supervision of a person who is a licensed Land Surveyor or pre-January 
1, 1982 Registered Professional Civil Engineer in the State of California. 
The direction or supervision shall place the supervisor in "responsible 
charge" of the work. "Responsible Charge" is defined in Chapter 15 of 
the Business and Professions Code (the Land Surveyor's Act) and Title 
16, Chapter 5, of the California Administrative Code (regulations 
adopted by the Board of Registration for Professional Engineers and 
Land Surveyors). 

b. The Party Chief(s) should have a minimum two (2) years• survey experience on 
similar construction projects and possess the following additional capabilities: 

1) Thorough knowledge of construction survey practices and the ability to 
read and interpret plans and specifications. 

2) Ability to make effective decisions concerning field problems and work 
in progress. 

3) Familiarity with typical coordinate geometry computer programs. 
4) Familiarity with safety requirements for surveying near traffic. 

c. The Party Chief(s) will assume the following responsibilities: 

1) Perform construction staking services for Project construction. 
2) Administer day to day activities for the survey party. 
3) Perform analytical survey calculations for items such as grading, 

horizontal and vertical control, right of way, and minor in-field design. 
4) Maintain continuous communication with the Resident Engineer, field 

personnel, and construction administration staff. 

13. Survey Crews 

Cl3033 

a. Qualifications for survey crew members should include the following: 

1) A minimum of one (1) year of survey experience on similar construction 
projects is desired. 
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2) Fundamental knowledge of construction survey practices and the ability 
to read and interpret plans and specifications. 

3) Ability to assist Party Chiefs and office personnel in all required 
surveying work. 

4) One survey crew member must have the ability to assume temporary 
leadership of the survey party in the absence of the Party Chief. 

b. Under the direction of the Resident Engineer and the Party Chief, the survey 
crew members will assume the following responsibilities: 

1) Perform basic calculations to support construction staking. 
2) Maintain continuous communication with Party Chiefs and office 

personnel. 
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C13033 ATTACHMENT •a• 
ARCADIS 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 
l-15 BASE UNE ROAD INTERCHANGE 

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
May31,2013 

I& giRI;~T LABQB ~QSTS 

SUfi cl ... lflcatlon 1n1u.1 D~rwct Hourly n• Houra Total 

Reeldent M $82.62 3384 $279588.08 
IUtHilY CooldnaiOr/RdWV. IneDRW 552.00 3040 $158080.00 
LMd Roedwav lniDec:tDr $58.85 3920 $230892.00 

'ln8aedor ., $51.00 3360 $171 380.00 

' lniCieC1Dr 12 $51.00 3380 $171 3150.00 
Offa $33.00 35e0 $117 <480.00 

lniOidof 13 (P.akl $51.00 twO $32840.00 
ClllfcaVAdmln A11I11Mt $14.00 3800 $50400.00 
Budaet IIIIMctlon OT/Shllt Pav $88.50 500 $34250.00 
Slluctln~r $52.02 1 920 $9D878.40 

Subtat81 Hounl & Direct Labor Co~ 27,284 S1~!z721.41 

Anticipated s.e.ty lnc:r.u. S32.&10.11 
Totlll onc:t lAbor com $1 ~11.211.17 (1) 

II. INgiRE~T ~QSTS 

J~jgJBiiln B6II 148.00 %x s 113781288.87 
SUbtotal (1) 

• Subtotal !2.1131.114.27 (2) 

!lb FEE(PRQFln 
8% X s 314181150.94 • SUbloCal $307.833.158 (3) 

Tolal (1) + (2) 

~ QTHER DIRECT ~QSTS 

I Item 
:Office S!!!e!lesiMiscelenoua I Amount I $281000.00 

Subtotal S $281000.00 {4) 

~ ~!Jg~QNI!JLIAND ~QIT 

Simon Wong Englneemg ( S1ructures Rep and Inspection) $784,935.00 
Falcon Engineering (Inspection) S2tl6,551 .00 
Dynamic Engineering Services Inc. (Eiectrlcallnspecllon & SWPPP) $250,188.00 
David Evans and Aaeoclates Inc. (Landscape Inspection & 1 year PE) $201 ,583.00 
Meadows Consulting (Labor Compliance) $79,083.00 
Leighton Conaultlng Inc. (Material Tlldng) 5330,592.00 
LelghPI Consulting Inc. (SOurce Inspection) $220,014.78 
Survev liblsllltS ISM Neal $750,000.00 
Towill Inc. (Survey) TBD 
Psomas (SUrvey) TBD 
Note: Arcadia will select services hom noted survey consullan1a 
as needed for on call seiVIces to match project demands. 

Sublotal S $~88~954.71 (5) 

VI. TQTAL AMQYNT $616341739 (Total 1-5) 
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ATTACHMENT 'B' 
SIMON WONG ENGINEERING 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

Baellne Project 
Construction Management, Conatructlon Surveying, Material• Testing and Public Outreach 

May29, 2013 

1. DIRE~ LABQA ~QIT§ 

Staff Claaalftcatlon ~ltlal Direct Hourly Rat Hours Total 

Slr\JettnS II"'ID8Ctee $56.70 2380 $133,812.00 
Slr\JettnS Repres.Uthote $88Z7 1880 $144933.60 
PWIIc Retatlona Manaaer $88.88 130 $8688.40 
Public Relations Uuon $31.00 208 $8448.00 
Public Relations Aaalat $18.00 208 $3 744.00 

Subtotal Houra a Dlreet Labor Coltl 4,588 $297.601.00 
Anticipated salary ~ncrea ... $41974.77 

Total Direct Labor C08ta $30!z510.77 (1) 

!Is INDIRECT COSTS 

I~QIBI;CT RAB 131.93 %X $ 302158o.n • Subtotal $399.194.81 (2) 
Subtotal ( 1) 

!!b FEE(PROfiD 

9 %X s 701 1n5.ss 
Total (1) + (2) 

"' SUbtotal $83.159.10 (3) 

rl: OTHER DIBECT ~QSTS 

I Item I Amount I Public Outreach ODC's $201000.00 

Subtotal S $20.000.00 (4) 

Y& SUBCONSULTANJS COST 

Subtotal $ $0.00 (5) 

VI. TOTAL ~QYH[ $7841935 (Total1-5) 
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N 
tO 
0') 

SIMON WONG ENGINEERING I I 
Baseline Project 

Construction Management, ConatrucUon Surveying, Materials Testing and Public OutrNch 

May29,2013 

Fully l.aMiecl Hourly Rille (Dftc:t Labor, ~l•llon. -rt!Md. and praftt) $141.01 P'lue $174JIII 

8tdN- S.W.Y•rgo Henry SWitz Noell Afualo 

• WBS J j = 
at.ff~ u .s !J PHASE ~c 

al I 
2360 1680 130 

TOTAL FOR PROJECT 

5 CONSTRUcnON 2360 1680 130 

6.270 CONSTRUCnON ENGINEERING & GENERAL CONTRACT 2310 1680 130 

ADMINISTRATION 
5.270.10 Constructlblllt Review A eo.t EatJmate, 4 month duration (PO Work) 0 
5.270.15 Bid and Awlltd Proceu, 2 months 80 

5.270.20 eon.trucdon and Po.t COMtructlon PhaM, 21 montha 2360 1600 130 

5.270.25 Conetruc:tlon contract Admkll8tratlon WOJk Inc Inc InC 

TOTAL FULLY LOADED LABOR COST PER CLASSIFICATlON $349,304A7 $366,397.50 $22.628.10 

I I I 

. 

$111.12 ...... 
180 ,., 

t/) 

j I 
a: 
~ 

I 
0 :c 
...1 

il jJ ~ 
208 208 4586 

208 208 4586. 
I 

201 201 4586 

0 
80 

208 208 4506 
Inc Inc 0 

$16,131.94 $9,773.31 



ATTACHMENT •a• 
Falcon 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

Baaellne Interchange Improvement ProJect 

Construction Management Servlc• 
May29,2013 

!& )21RECT ba~JQR ~QSlS 

Staff Cla8lflc8tlon Initial Dlrwcl Hourly R ... HOUI'II Total 

RoadwaY lnsDaCtor $58.00 1760 $102,080.00 

Subtotal Houra • Dlract labor eo.t. 1,760 $1~080.00 

AnUclpated S.luy lncreaaee S3a321.24 

Total Dlract Labor Coa .. !:!05.401.24 (1) 

!!:. IN)21RECT CQS1S 

lti!;IIBECT B!II 132.00 % X $ 105.408.24 .. Subtotal $131.138.23 (2) 
Subtotal (1) 

!!!:. FEI; 'PBQFID 

9 % X s 244.542.47 
Total (1) + (2) 

= Subtotal $~008.82 (3) 

~ QTH&A J21RI;~T ~QSlS 

I Item I Amount I NA $0.00 

Subtotal S $0.00 (4) 

v. TQTAI. AMQUNI $2661551 (Total1-4) 
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N 
ID 
ID 

Falcon 

PHASE 

5 

Baseline Interchange Improvement Project 

Construction Management Services 

0512912013 

Fully Loaded Hourty Rate (Diract Labor, Eac:alatlon, overhMd, Md profit) $151.45 

staffNanw 
Ibrahim 

M••IOUd,PE 

... 
WBS I Staff CIMalflcatlon 

I 
~ 

1760 
TOTAL FOR PROJECT 

CONSTRUCTION 1760 

5.270 CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING & GENERAL CONTRACT 1760 

ADMINISTRATION 
5.270.10 Conatructtblllty Review & Coat Estimate, 4 month (PO Work) NA 
5.270.15 Bid and Awn Procea. 2 months NA 
5.270.20 Con.tructlon and Poet Conatruction Pha-. 26 month8 1760 

5.270.25 Conatruction Contract Admlnlatration Work Inc 

TOTAL FULLY LOADED ~OR COST PER CLASSIFICAOON $266,551.29 

en a: I 

~ 
0 

I 2: _. I 

-c 
b 
~ 

1760 

1760, 

1760: 
I 
' 

0 
0 

1760 

0 

---



AlTACHMENT •a• 
D I E I I S leu •vnamc nglneer na erv 

San Bernardino Associated Govamma~ta (SANBAG) 
Buellne Interchange Improvement Project 

Conetructlon Manag.ment S.VIcu 
MayH1 2013 

L. r;;!IR§g laAIIQB ~QSTS 

Bblf Cl .. lllcatlon lnm.l Direct Hourly Rate Hourw Tobll 

Eleclltcal $58.00 1520 $88,160.00 
SWPPP(R..._} $55.00 40 52.200.00 

Subtot8l Houra • Direct Lllbor eo.t8 1,580 SIO.!!!!.OO 
Anticipated Balery lncr.a. 8144.31 
Tot.l Direct Lebar Coate -~.31 (1) 

lls INDIRECT COSD 

INDIRECJ: B~II 148.00 '%X $ 9:!1304.35 
SUt*rtal (1) 

• Subtotal S131a!.34 (2) 

~ FEE(PRQFm 

9 '%X $ 2291528.69 
Total (1) + (2) 

• Subtotal $20.857.151 (3) 

rl& QTH~R QIR§g ~Q§!§ 

I lt8m I Amount I NA $0.00 

Subtotal $ $0.00 (4) 

~ TQTAL AMQUffi $2501186 (Total1-4) 
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Dynamic Engineering Services 
Baseline Interchange Improvement Project 

Construction Management Services 

0512912013 

Fully Loaded Hourly Rata (Direct Labor, EscalaUon, ovel'head, and profit) $160.59 

StaffN8ma VIctor Moore 

.. 
WBS l PHASE Staff Claaslflc8tlon .s 

3 
I 
iii 

1520 
TOTAL FOR PROJECT 

5 CONSTRUCTION 1520 

5.270 CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING & GENERAL 1520 

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 
5.270.10 Constructibllity Review & Cost Estimate, 4 month (PO Work) 

5.270.15 Bid and Awatd Process, 2 months 

5.270.20 ConstrucUon and Post Construction Phase, 26 months 

5.270.25 Construct1on Contract Administration Work 1520 

TOTAL FULLY LOADED LABOR COST PER 
CLASSIFICAnON $244.094.97 ---·-

$152.28 

ChiaChiWq 

"C' UJ 

I a: ::» 
0 ::c - ..J a. :! a. a. 

I ~ 
40 1560 

40 1560 

40 1560 

0 
0 

40 40 
0 1520 

$6.091.30 



ATTACHMENT •a• 
David Evans & Aaaoclatea 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

BaaeiiM Interchange Improvement ProJect 

Construction Management Servlcee 
May29,2013 

Ia 121BECT LABQB CQSlS 

1--.. 1·----1 HOU18 I Total I 1,184 $88,327.88 !.and!!c!p! l!!p!C!!! $58.02 

Subtotal Hcxn 6 Dncl Ubor eo.t. 1,184 $111327.11 

Anticipated s.IIIY lnou• • 1!.111.21 
Teal Dl.-.ct Labor Coel8 $1114811.94 (1) 

!L INDIRECT CQSD 

IHWBECT 86!1 170.00 % X $ 881488.94 ~ SUbtotal !1111431.20 (2) 
SUbtotal (1) 

!Us FEECPROFm 

9 % X $ 1841920.1-4 • SubiOiat $181142.11 (3) 
Total (1) + (2) 

.Ill& QTHI;B giRI;CT CQ§!§ 

I Item I Amount I NA 12·00 
Subtotal $ $0.00 (4) 

Xs TQTAiz AMQUta $2011563 (Tolal1-4) 
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David Evans & Associates 
Baseline Interchange Improvement Project 

Construction Management Services 

0512912013 

Fully La.ded Hourty RMe (Direct Labor, E8calalion. ovem.cs, and profit) 

Staff Name 

was 

PHASE Staff Cluslftcallon 

TOTAL FOR PROJECT 

5 CONSTRUCTION 

5.100.20 PROJECTMANAGEMENT-CONSTRUCTIONCOMPONENT 

5.270 CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING It GENERAL CONTRACT 
ADMINISTRATION 

5.270.10 eon.tructlbUtty Review & Coat Eatlmate, 4 month (PO Work) 

5.270.15 Bid and Aw•td Procea, 2 months 

5.270.20 Construction •nd P08t ConstructJon Phue, 26 months 

5.270.25 Conmuctlon Contract Admlnlatmtlon Work 

5.270.30 PIMt Embll8hment period of 12 montha 

TOTAL FULLY LOADED LABOR COST PER CLASSIFICAOON 
----

$170.24 

Jimlnnda 

.. 
t en a: 
• ::::::t 
.s 0 

t 
:1: 
..... 
~ "CC 

~ e 
1184 1184 

1184 1184 

0 

1184 1184 

0 

0 
800 800 
Inc 0 

384 384 

$201,562.96 



AlTACHMENT 'B' 
M ud C II ow a onau t ng 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

1·1 S BaMIInelnterchange 

Construction Management .. Labor CompHance and Clerical 
May21, 2013 

L. QIR~T ~IQB ~Q§D 

1·--- 1-0-::1 Haute 

I 
ToW 

I 520 $27:966.80 

=-~ 640 $20480.00 

Subtotal Houra A Direct Ubor Coata 1,160 !!;!441.10 
Antlclpeled Saf.ry lncruaet~ $11571.51 

Total Direct Ubor Coata !!!024.11 (1) 

II. INDIRECT CQSJS 

ltii21Bii~ BAil 45.00 %X $ 501024.18 = Subtotal !S510.81 (2) 
Subtotal (1) 

!!b FEECPRQFID 

9 %X s ~535.08 = Subtotal Sl1521.11 (3) 
Total (1) + (2) 

~ OniER 121RE~T ~Q§J) 

I lam I Amount I NA $0.00 

Subtotal $ $0.00 (4) 

~ TQIAL aMOUNT $79,063 {Tolal1-4) 
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Meadows Consulting 
1·15 Baseline Interchange 

Construction Management· Labor Compliance and Clerical 

0512912013 

Fully Loaded Hourly RMe (Direct Labor, Escalation, overheld, Mel profit) $17.77 

StaffNIIna 
tc..r.l 

ll..towa 

was I 
:1 

PHASE Staff ClaaHicatlon Q, 

E 
0 u 

~ 
520 

TOTAL FOR PROJECT 

5 CONSTRUCnON 520 

5.100.20 PROJECTMANAGEMENT·CONSTRUCnONCOMPONENT 

5.270 CONSTRUCnON ENGINEERING & GENERAL CONTRACT 520 

ADMINISTRATION 
5.270.10 Conatructlblllty Review & Ca.t Estimate, 4 month (PO Work) 

5.270.15 Bid •nd Award Procea, 2 monllw 

5.270.20 ConatrucUon and Post Construction Phue, 26 months 520 

5.270.25 Conatruction Contract Admlnlatratlon Work Inc 

'----- -
TOTAL FULLY LOADED LABOR COST PER CLASSIFICATION $45,639.86 

$52.22 

TBD 

't: 
en 
a: 

8. :::) 

1: 0 
:a X: 

CD 

~ 1 
~ e 

640 1160 

640 1160 

0 

640 1160 

0 
0 

640 1160! 
Inc 0 

I 

$33,4_23.36 



ATTACHMENT •e• 
Leighton Coneu tlng, nc. 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

SANBAG 1·15/Buellne Road 

Source lnepectlon 
May29, 2013 

!& QIBECT LABQB ~Q§T§ 

Staff Clualftc:atlon Initial Dlrect Hourly Rate Hour. To~ 

Prolec:t Prlncklal $0.00 0 $0.00 

Structunll Materiel e(SMR) $51.44 480 $24681.20 

Material TestinG Manaaer $43.27 40 $1730.80 

Wold PI'OCHIDr $20.25 32 $648.00 
Project Administrator $18.70 32 $598.40 
Soun:e Inspector $23.86 340 $8109.00 

Source $29.48 280 $8.254.40 

Subtotal Howa • Direct Ubor Coat. 1,204 $441031.80 

Anticipated Salary lncreuee $533.20 

Total Direct Labor eoa £!!.615.00 (1) 

1!, INDIRECT COm 

IHQIBECT BAD 170.00 %X $ 441565.00 
Subtotal ( 1 ) 

Ill Subtotal m 1780.48 (2) 

Ill. FEE<PRQFID 

9 %X $ 1201325.49 • Subtotal $10.821.21 (3) 
Total (1) + (2) 

~ QTHgB DIRiiCI ~Q§D 

Item Amount 

Source lnsgectlon Laboratory Teatlna Budaet $85000.00 

Inspector MHeaae 0$0.57/mlle $1710.00 

MaWCouler $200.00 

Travel- Out of State with prior Approval $2000.00 

Subtotal S $81,810.00 (4) 

~ TQT~ AMQ!JNT $220,065 {Total1-4) 
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ATTACHMENT •a• 
L I h C HI e1g1 ton onau na, nc. 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

SANBAG 1·15/Buellne Road 

Speclallnlpectlon and Materiel Testing Service. 
May30, 2013 

~ QIB~I LABQB ~Q§D 

Sbff ctaulnc.tlon lnltlll DINct Hourly Rate ttour. TcMI 

Pnl~KtPrl~ $0.00 0 $0.00 

Pnltect Manaalt $51.44 28 $1 337.44 
MlllerW Teltlno Uenaoet $43.27 32 $1 384.64 
Flied BervlcM Ooerallon u.naaer $34.78 32 $1112.32 
WOld Procnlor $20.25 32 $848.00 
Proled Admlnlltlator $18.70 32 $698.40 
SoiiiAIDhelt Tedlnlc:len IP~aHina W1108) $38.18 960 $38652.80 
Concrete Tec:hnldUI fP~dlna W-) $39.98 840 $33568.40 

SUbtotal Houra a Direct Labor co ... 1,954 ~300.00 
Antlcl~ S.l•ry lncrauft S!z281.07 
Total Direct Labor Colla $771581.07 (1) 

JL INDIRECT CO§IS 

lf:121fm£[ 8&11 170.00 "' It $ n ,588.o7 
SUbtotal (1) - SubiDtal $131, • • 71 (2) 

!I!& FEE(PROFJD 

9 % X s 209.487.78 
Total (1) + (2) 

"' SubtolaJ S1!JI53.10 (3) 

~ QittliB J21BE~T ~Q~T§ 
Item Amount 

car Mlleaae (SamDies) $1140.00 

MaiVCourfer $100.00 

Materials laboratory Testing Budoet Per Lelahton Lab Fee Schedule 2012 • $101010.00 

SUbCotal s S1Si50.00 (4) 

~ TQTAb AMO!JNT $330,592 (Total1-4) 
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GEOTECHNICAL AND MATERIAL LABORATORY TESTING DURING CONSTRUCnON 

SANBAG•s 1-15 BASEUNE ROAD INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS 
Geotechnical and Materials Laboratory Tetts 

Concrete cylinder compression tests (13,000 cubic-yards) 
Flexural strength of concrete (CTM 523) 
Aggregate and soli sieve analyses (CTM 201 and 202) 
Caltrans wet density compaction curves (CTM 216) 
Sand Equivalent (SE, CTM 217) 
Corrosion suite {pH, minimum reaiallvity, soluble sulfate and chloride) 

A-value (untreated subgrade or base, CTM 301) 
Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) extraction by ignition oven (percent asphalt 
HMA theoretical maximum density and specillc gravity 
HMA Stabllometer Value (CTM 366) 
Abrasion resistance of coarse aggregate (CTM 211) 
Cleanness value of coarse aggregate (CTM 227} 
Aggregate Durability Index (01, CTM 229, June 2011 Version) 
Mise Subconsultant testing 
Mise Testing per Leighton 2012 Lab testing Schedule TBO 

Quantitv Unit Rate 
520 $25 
536 $65 
50 $135 
44 $250 
11 $105 
5 $245 
8 $310 
8 $200 
8 $130 
8 $265 
8 $190 
8 $210 
8 $200 

Various Various 
Various Various 

Laboratory Subtotal: 

Amount 
$13,000 
$34,840 

$6,750 
$11,000 

$1,155 
$1,225 
$2,480 
$1,600 
$1,040 
$2,120 
$1,520 
$1,680 
$1,600 
$1,000 

$20,000 
$101,010 

0512912013 



LEIGHTON CONSULTING, INC. 
LABORATORY FEE SCHEDULE, 2012 

GEOTECHNICAL LABORATORY TESTING 

MnHOD SITUT MIITHOD SfTI!ST 

CLASSIPICATION & INDI!X PROPI!RTII!S 
Molstura Content (ASTM D 2218) 
Molstura & Density (ASTM D 2937) ring samples 
Moisture & Density (ASTM D 2937) Shelby tube or cutting 
Atterberg Umita (ASTM D 4318) 3 points: 
-single point, non-plastic 
-Atterberg Umits (Organic ASTM 0 2487/4318) 
-Visual classification as non-plastic (ASTM D 2488) 

Particle Size 
-slave only 1%" tot200, (ASTM D 6913/CTM 202) 
-large slave - 6" to t200 (ASTM D 6913/C 136/CTM 202) 
-hydrometer only (ASTM 0 422) 
-slave+ hydrometer ($3" sieve, ASTM 0 422) 

Dispersive Characteristics of Clay SoH (double hydrometer, 
ASTM04221) 

Specific Gravity-fine (paBBing #4, ASTM D 854/CTM 207) 
Specific Gravtty-coa1118 (ASTM C 127/CTM 206) retained 

on#4 
-Total Porosity- on Shelby tube sample (calculated from 
density & specific gravity) 

-Total Porosity- on other sample 
Photograph of sample 
Shrinkage Umlts rN8x Method, ASTM D 4943) 
Pinhole Dispersion (ASTM 0 4647) 
Percent Paning t200 Sieve, wash only (ASTM D 1140) 
As-Received Molstura & Density (chunk/carved samples} 
Sand Equivalent (CTM 217) 

COMPACTION & PAVEMENT SUBGRADa TESTS 
Relative Compaction of Untreated & Traated Solis & 

Aggregates (CTM 216) 
Relative Density (0.1 ~mold, ASTM D 4253, D 4254) 
California Bearing Ratio (ASTM 0 1883) 
-3 point 
-1 point 

R-vatue (CTM 301) Untreated 
R-Value (CTM 301) Ume or cement treated sOils 
Standard Proctor Compaction, (ASTM D 898) 4 points: 
-4 inch diameter mold (Methods A & B) 
-8 Inch diameter mold (Method C) 

Modified Proctor Compaction (ASTM D 1557) 4 points: 
-4 Inch diameter mold (Methods A & B) 
-8 Inch diameter mold (Method C) 

Check Point (per point) 

CONSOLIDATION & !X.ANSION/SWI!!LL TI!STS 
Consolidation (ASTM D 2435) 
- Each additional time curve 
- Each additional load/unload w/o time reading 

Expansion Index (EI, ASTM 0 4829) 
Swell/Collapse - (ASTM D 4546-A, up to 10 load/unloads 

w/o time curves) 
Single load SWeii/Collapsa - (ASTM D 4546-B, seat, load 

& inundata only) 
Collapse Potential of Soils (ASTM D 5333) 
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$20 
30 
40 

150 
85 

180 
10 

110 
175 
110 
185 
90 

125 
100 

185 

155 
10 

128 
210 

70 
80 

105 

250 

235 

500 
185 
310 
340 

180 
215 

220 
245 

65 

195 
45 
40 

130 
290 

105 

220 

SOIL CHI!MISTRY & CORROSIVITY 
Soli pH (ASTM 4972 Of CTM 643 Method A) 
Electrical ResistiVIty- single point at as-received moisture 
Minimum Resistivity - 3 molstura content points (CTM 643) 
pH + Mlnlmt.m Resistivity (CTM 843) 
Sulfate Content- Gravimetric (CTM 417 B Part II) 
Sulfate Screen - HACH kit 
Chloride Content (AASHTO T291/CTM 422) 
Corrosion Suite: minimum rasistivlty, sulfate, chloride, pH 

(CTM643) 
Organic Matter Content (ASTM D 2974) 

SHI!AR STRI!NGTH 
Pocket Penetrometer 
Direct Shear (ASTM D 3080, mod., 3 points): 
-Consolidated Undrained - 0.05 inchlminuta 
-Consolidated Drained- <0.051nch/minute 

Residual Shear EM 111D-2-1906-IXA 
(price per each additional pass after shear) 

Remolding or hand bimmlng of specimens (3 points) 
Oriented or block hand trimming (per hour) 
Single Point Shear 
Torsional Shear (ASTM D 8467 I ASTM D 7608) 

TRIAXIAL TUTS 
Unconllnecl Compression Strength of Cohesive Soli (with 

stress/strain plot, ASTM D 2188) 
Unccnsoliclated Undrained Triaxial Compression Test on 

Cohesiw Soils (USACE Q test. ASTM D 2850, per · 
confining stress) 

Consolidated Undrained Triaxial Compression Test for 
Cohesiw Soils, (ASTM 0 4787, CU, USACE R-bar test) 
with back prassura saturatlori & pore water presaura 
measurament (par confining streBB) 

Consolidated Drained Triaxial Compression Test (CD, 
USACE S test. with volume change measurement. Price 
per soil type below EM 1110-2-1908(X): 

-Sand or silly sand soils (per confining stress) 
-Slit or clayey sand soils (per confining stress) 
-Clay soils (per confining stress) 
-Three-stage Triaxial (sand or silty sand soils) 
-Three-stage Triaxial (silt or clayey sand soils) 
-Three-stage Triaxial (clay soils) 

Remolding ofT est Specimens 

HYDRAULIC CONDUCTIVITY TI!STS 
Triaxial Penneablllty In Flexible-Wall Permeameter with 

backpressure saturation at one effective stress (EPA 
9100/ASTM D 5084, faiAng head Method C) 

-Each Additional Effective Stress 
- Hand Trimming of Soil Samples for Horizontal K 

Remolding of Test Specimens 
Penneablllty of Granular Solis (ASTM 0 2434) 

4 

$45 
45 
90 

130 
70 
3D 
70 

245 

85 

15 

285 
345 
so 

90 
65 

105 
820 

135 

170 

375 

375 
500 
705 
655 
875 

1,235 
65 

310 

120 
60 
65 

135 

Leighton 
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MI!THOD 

SOIL-CeMI!NT 
Soil Cement Moisture-Density Curw (ASTM D 558) 
Soli Cement Wet-Dry Ourabillty(ASTM D 559)
Molded Soil-Cement CyUnders Compreulve Strength 

(ASTM D 1633) per cylinder" 

$11'1!ST 

$240 
1,205 

eo 

MI!THOD 
Soil-Cement Remolded Specimen, each specimen 

(for shear strength, consolidation, etc.)-

$1TUT 
$235 

""Sol cement compaction curve (ASTM D 558) should also ba 
performed for each mix design; n9J lnduded In above unit rates 

CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS LABORATORY TESTING 

TeCHNICIAN SI!RVICI!S $/UNIT 
Pick-up & Delivery -(weekdays, per trip, <50 mile radius $80 

from Leighton office) 
Coring & Sizing (at Leighton laboratory per cora) 80 

MI!THOD $1TI!ST 

CONCRI!TI! STRI!NGTH CHARACTERISTICS 
Concrete CyUnders Compression (ASTM C 39) (6" x 12") 25 
Compression, Concrete or Masonry Cores (testing only) 40 
~Inch-diameter (ASTM c 42) 

Trimming concrete cores (per core) 20 
Flexural Strength of Concrete (Simple Beam with 3rd pt. 85 

Loading, ASTM C 7BICTM 523) 
Flexural Strength of Concrete (simple beam w1 canter 85 

point loading, ASTM C 293/CTM 523) 
Mix Design, (review of existing data) 215 
Non Shrink Grout Cubes, 2-lnch (ASTM C 109/C 1107) 25 
Drying Shrinkage (four readings, up to 90 days, 3 bars, 400 

ASTM C 157) 

ASPHALT CONCRI!TI!, HMA. SPI!CIMI!N TI!STING 
Extraction by Ignition OVen (CTM 382) 
Extraction by Ignition OVen, percent asphalt & gradation 

(CTM 382/CTM 202) 
Extraction, Pen:ent Asphalt & Gradation, Centrifuge 

(ASTM D 217210 5444) 
Extraction & Percent Asphalt, centrifuge (ASTM D 2172) 
Extraction & Gradation, centrifuge (ASTM D 2172/C 136) 
Stabilometer Value (CTM 388) 
Bituminous Mixture Preparation (CTM 304) 
Moisture Content of Asphalt (CTM 370) 
Bulk Specific Gravity - Molded Specimen or Cores 

(ASTM D 11B81CTM 308) 
Maximum Density~ Hveem (CTM 308) 
Theoretical Maximum Density & Specific Gravity of 

HMA, (CTM 309) 
Ignition Oven Conectlon/Corralation Values 
Compacted Bituminous Spedmen Height (ASTM 3549) 
Rubberized Asphalt (add to above rates) 

AGGRI!GATI! PROPeRTIES 

150 
195 

195 

155 
175 
265 
eo 
eo 
55 

125 
130 

quote 
40 

+25% 

Sieve Analysis (fine & coarse aggregate ASTM C 138) 135 
Sieve Analysls-(finer than 1200, Wash, ASTM C 117) 90 
LA RatUerwsmallercoarse aggregate <1.5" (ASTM C 131) 165 
LA RatUer~larger coa111e aggregaiB 1-3" (ASTM C 535) 190 
Durability Index (CTM 229) 200 
Cleanness Value of Coa111e Aggregate (CTM 227) 210 
Unit Weight of Aggregate (CTM 212) 50 

Page 2 of3 

316 

MBTHOD 5ni!ST 
Soundness Magnesium (ASTM C 88) 
Soundness Sodium 
Uncompaded Void Content -fine aggregate (CTM 234) 
Flat & Elongated Particles In Coarse Aggregate (CTM 235) 
Percent of Crushed Partldes (CTM 205) 
Organic Impurities in Concrete Sand (CTM 213) 
Apparent Specific GlliVity of Rne Aggregate (CTM 208) 
Moisture Content of Aggregates by Oven Drying (CTM 226) 
Clay Lumps, Friable ParUdes (ASTM C 142) 

MASONRY 

$225 
650 
130 
215 
135 
60 

130 
40 

175 

Mortar Cylinders (2" by 4", ASTM C 7eo) 25 
Grout Prisms (3" by 8", ASTM C 1019) 25 
Masonry Cores Compression, sa• diameter (testing only, 25 

ASTMC42) 
CMU Compression to size 8" x 8" x 18" (3 required, 40 

ASTMC 140) 
CMU Moisture Content, Absorption & Unit Weight (8 45 

required, ASTM C 140) 
CMU Unaar Drying Shrinkage (ASTM C 428) 175 
CMU Grouted Prisms (compression test s:a• x B" x 16", 1eo 

ASTM E447C 1314) 
CMU Grouted Prisms (compression test> B" x 8" x 18", 250 

ASTM E 447 C 1314) 
Masonry Core-Shear Title 24 (test only) 250 

BRICK 
Compression (5 required, cost for each, ASTM C 87) 40 

SLAII-ON-GRADI! MOISTURI! !MISSION KIT 
Moisture Test Kit (exdudes labor to perform test. eo 

ASTM E 1907) 

REINFORCING STI!BL 
Rebar Tensile Test, Up to No. 10 (ASTM A 370) 45 
Rebar Tensile Test, No.11 & over(ASTM A 370) 100 
Rebar Bend Test. Up to No. 11 (ASTM A 370) 45 

ST!ii!L 
Tensile strength, stoo,ooo pounds axial toad 45 

(ASTMA370) 
Prestressing \/VIre, Tension (ASTM A 416) 150 
Sample Preparation (a.Jttlng) 50 

SPRAY APPLII!D FIREPROOFING 
Unit Weight (Density, ASTM E 605) eo 

tf 
Leighton 



EQUIPMENT, SUPPLIES AND MATERIALS 

Y..-inch grab plates 
Y..-inch-dlameter tubing (bonded) 
Y.-lnch-dlametar tubing (single) 
318-lnch tubing, clear vinyl 
Boll of 10 soli drive-sample rings 
Brasa sample tubes 
·caution• tape (1000-root roll) 
Combination lock or padlock 
Compressed air tank and regulator 
Consumables (gloves, rope, soap, tape, etc.) 
Core sample belles 
Crack monitor 
Cutoff SBWI, reciprocating, electric (Saws-All) 
Disposable bailera 
Disposable bladders 
Dissolved Oxygen Mater 
DOT 55-gallon containment drum with lid 
Double-ring lnfiltrometer 
Generatcr, portable gasoline fueled (3,500 watts) 
Global Positioning System (GPS) 
Hand auger sat 
In-Situ level Troll 500 (each) 
In-Situ Troll 9500 low tlow water sampler 
Lockable equipment box 
Magnahelic gauge 
Manometer (for tloor level measurements) 
Nitrile gloves 

SIUNIT 
$5 each 

0.55 foot 
0.35 foot 
0.55 foot 

45 day 
15 each 
20 each 
11 each 
50 day 
35 day 
15 each 
25 eaCh 
75 day 
12 each 
10 each 
45 day 
65 each 

225 day 
190 day 
180 day 
190 day 
190 day 
150 day 
15 day 
35 day 

125 day 
20 pair 

Pachometar 
pH/Conductivity/Temperatura Meter 
Photo-Ionization Detector (PID) 
Pump, Typhoon 2 or 4 stage 
QED Bladder Pump w/QED control boll 
Reslsllvlty field meter with cables and pins 
Safety fence (100-foot roll) 
SlipJihreaded cap, $4-fn~lamater PVC~ e 
Slope Inclinometer 
Steinlesa steel bailer 
Submersible pump, 10 gpm, high powered 

Grunfos 2-lnch with controller 
Submersible sumpllransfer pump, 1Q-.25 gpm 
Survey/fence stakes 
Tedlarebaga 
Traffic cones (S25)Jbarricades (single lane) 
Turbidity meter 
TyvekGD suit 
Vapor sampling box 
Vlaqueen (20' x 1 00') 
Water level indicator (electronic well sounder) 

<300 feet deep well 

$/UNIT 
$125 day 

155 day 
210 day 

50 day 
160 day 
150 day 
50 day 
15 each 

250 day 
40 day 

260 day 

150 day 
8 each 

18 each 
160 day 
70 day 
18 each 
45 day 

100 roll 
160 day 

Other specialized geotechnical and geoenvironmental tasting and 
sampling equlpment ara available, and priced per slta. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
• Earth Material Samples: Quoted testing unit rates are for soil and/or rock (earth) samples free of hazardous 

materials. Additional costs will accrue beyond these standard testing unit rates for handling, testing and/or disposing 
of soli and/or rock containing hazardous materials. Hazardous materials wiN be retumed to the site or the site 
owner's designated representative at additional cost not Included In listed unit rates. Standard tum-around time for 
geotechnical-laboratory test results is 10 working days. Samples will be stored for 2 months, after which they wUI be 
discarded. Prior documented notification is required if samples need to be stored for a longer time. A monthly 
storage fee of $1 0 per bag & $5 per sleeve or tube will be applied. Quoted unit rates are only for earth materials 
sampled In the United States. There may be additional cost for handling imported samples. 

• Construction Material Sampln: After all designated 2B..cfay breaks for a given set meet specified compressive or 
other client..cfeslgnated strength, all"hold• cylinders or specimens will be automatically disposed of, unless specified 
in writing prior to the 28-day break. All other construction materials will be disposed of after completion of testing & 
reporting. 

• Client Disclosures: Client agrees to provide all Information In Client's possession about actual or possible 
presence of hazardous materials In sampled materials prior to delivery to Leighton laboratory, and agrees to 
reimburse Leighton for all costs related to unanticipated discovery of hazardous materials. 

• Invoicing: Invoices are rendered monthly, payable upon receipt In United States dollars. A service charge of 1%
percent per month will be charged for late payment 

• Insurance & Limitation of Uablllty: These rates are predicated on standard insurance coverage & a limit of 
Leighton's liability equal to our total fees for a given project. 

• Proposal Expiration: Proposals are valid for at least 30 days, subject to change after 30 days; unless otherwise 
stated in the attached proposal. 

Page 3 of3 ., 
Leighton 
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ATrACHMENT 'B' 
TOWILlt_ Inc. 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

INTERSTATE 1& I BASEUNE ROAD INTERCHANGE PROJECT 

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
May29, 2013 

L QIBECT LABQR ~Q§D 

s..n ClaAIIIcatlon lnlt181 Direct Hourly Rd Houra Totlll 

.Survw Task ManaGer $72.00 240 $17280.00 

PlS Partv Chief $48.88 2.<480 $115.275.80 
Certm.d Partv aHf $44.28 110 $4 868.60 

PartvctHI $42.21 100 $4.221.00 
lnstnlrMnl Per10n $39.71 2.160 $85773.60 
Chain Person $39.13 338 $13147.88 

M3 $27.00 10 $270.00 
IProlect Coordinator $25.00 10 $250.00 
PLSSurvevor $58.00 10 $580.00 
Projec;t~ $48.00 100 $4800.00 

Subtallll HcHn • Direct Labor Com 5,558 $2471338.61 

AnUclp8led Salary Inc,..... $714111.37 

Total Direct Labor Coa1a $254.836.01 (1) 

II& INDIRECT COSTS 

lti~IBiiZI B6II 170.00 % X s 254.835.05 "' Subtotal 5433.!:!1.51 (2) 
Subtotal ( 1) 

Ills FEECPRORD 

9 % X $ ~054.84 
Total (1) + (2) 

• SubtotaJ 581,124.12 (3) 

rl, OTHER DIBE~T ~Q§!§ 

I 
Item 

I 
Amount 

I ~·~Feee $200.00 

Monumentatlon $337.90 

Subtotal$ $875.80 (4) 

~ TQTAI. AMQUNT $750,855 (Total1-4) 
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TOWILL, Inc. 
INTERSTATE 151 BASBJNE ROAD INTERCHANGE PROJECT 

CONSTRUCT10N MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

~3 

.....,.._..HauiiVRMII'*-UIIIar,........,_....,_......, 1111.10 ... - fl~ f1JU7 .,_ 
... .._ ... ftil.nll, ~.., ..,CNII ---~.I'UI I'U CNif .... 

WN I I J l'tfAIIE ... 
l a 

f I J l ~ 
240 24&0 110 100 21&0 

TOTAL FOR PROJECT 

5 CONSTRUCTION 240 2460 110 100 2160 

&.100.20 PROJECT MANAGEMeNT· CONSTRUCTION 
COIIPONENT 

5.270 CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING • GENERAL 240 :MIG uo 1110 21111 

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 
11.270.111 Canlllucllm\ SIIIIYig Padclge llld Conllal 411 11111 10 0 1ecl 

5.270.15 Canlllucllml-- 2DCI 2300 100 100 l2000 

TOTAl. FULLY LOADED LABOR COST PER 
C:LA88FICA110N $50,155.04 $3&0,31 0.12 114,715.17 112,127.11 1210.117 .Gil 

IU&WI ... ... ..., m.P ... ~ 
a.a .... .... 1m • I 

f I I I 
~ l _, 

~ ~ 
331 1U 100 10 10 5536 

336 10 100 10 10 5536 

0 

J3l 10 ... 10 10 &538 

0 10 ·~ 380 - 10 100 514& 

$311,1154.44 IGLIO ~4,511.70 f7111.72 11,341.02 



ATTACHMENT 'B' 
PSOMAS 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

INTERSTATE 15/ BASEUNE ROAD INTERCHANGE PROJECT 

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVIC!S 
May28,2013 

L. DIRI;~T ~IQB ~QSTS 

Stelt Clualllcatlon lnltW Dlr.ct Hourly A ... Houn Tolll 

IBulwy_Tuk......., $72.00 240 $17.280.00 
PlS P.tv Chill $48.88 2480 $115.21$.80 
c.tllled Party OlW $44.28 110 $4888.80 
PIUtYChklf $42.21 100 $4.221.00 
Instrument P•l'llll1 $39.71 2,160 $85 773.80 
Chain P4NSOI'I $39.13 338 $13147.68 
AOIIAIIItlce Ml $27.00 10 $270.00 
Prolect Coordinator $25.00 10 $250.00 
PlSSulvewr $58.00 10 $580.00 
PrdKI Surmor $48.00 100 $4800.00 

Subtotal Hour. & Dnct Labor Coeta 5,558 $247,33111 

Antlclpat8d Salary~ !!z411.37 

Total DII'Kl Ubor Coat8 $25411311.05 (1) 

L INDIRECT COSTS 

lttmBecr 8611 170.00 "' • $ 2541835.05 
SUbtotal (1) 

::t ~ $433,211.11 (2) 

!!L. FEE<PROFID 

9 "' • $ 6881054.84 
Total (1) + (2) 

::I Subtotal 5811924.92 (3) 

rL QTHER 121B~~I ~Q§!i 

I 
Item 

I 
Amount 

I All!ncl Fees $200.00 

Monumentatlon $337.90 

SUbtotal s $17&.80 (4) 

'L. !QTAb aMQ!JNT ~7501855 (Total1-4) 
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PSOMAS· 
·~~~ ' 

6TAI'fl c:t.ASSIACAJJCJN 

SinBYTak M1ni1111r 
!PLS l'!!!r Dlllf 
CertliMI hrlv CNef 
ll'ar!Y Child 
!NIIUnnPetwan 
CIUIPeqg, 

A4 
tProlld Caoldlnalor 
PLS&uwwor 
IPraiKt~-

~ DIRICTCOiml (ODC'a) 

o~~encvF-
~Tndcalnd~ ....... 

p 

~ . . 
"!,.J~.·--

. 
z-~ .i _.:~·· . -~- _ . , ... .,. . ~e~ -.;• -~-= - ·- .. ~ .z:.._ •• ..J.. ....... -

LABOR a ontER Dl~~ (ODC) SUIIIIARY 

~"'""''(~~~~ ·._ '. -'· ~ · .-: .. ~ 
' ~~~ 't ·&···· ·;·~··-~-~-~ .: ... . ~:'' -••..•. ~~ .. ~".:-:1.:· t• -, . ,..,. . . •p -- · 'I ,y · ._,., ..... ~;.J_,•;t:'· <t ''=" ,•,.c;:.'71~ =;' ~- •'V' 

.. • ... - •. _ .••• ~~ - ~".., •• -· -- . ,.f' -.:;... ~- ...... --.. • .. ;·~. -~·:e.~- -~~·,-....:;·, ,.,- •:._',----\ )' :- " -<1 

IWIGI! tJII Dfii!Cr N11Al ... lDTAL MnJCIM7D TOTAL 
STAR'NAI/e Ia&\' IMJD 

LOW 

71UID ... 
44.20 
42.2t 
38.71 
38.13 
18.43 
25.00 
JO.Oa 
42.110 

llaRECfcosr 
ov.m.d[ --_--: 120.GCI% 

GMnl''=F,= 
l'flciPirld 

~ 
lncnCMrtud 
pnCM!hAd 

1533-'10 

ld 

HIGH 

"11.110 .. 
44J!O 
-'Ut 
38.71 
38.13 
:suo 
30.00 
IOJID 

.!!:!!.... 
1UTAl.a 

CMnllly 

10 

1UTAL cmtER IIIMCI' COITI 

1DTAL I DIIE'T 
HCNN HDIR.Y' 

Am!. 

'iii: mm 
·u• sa.ee 

11 $44J!O 
10 542-at 

2.18 DI.TI 
:1311 138.11 

·~ 127.00 
1 $2IJIII 
~ IKiil 

1011 ·IWil-

.!..!!! I 

I 

Tlllll waa 
~ 

IIUID 
10.00 

1337.110 
10.00 
IO.IlO 

1127.10 

--.:7' tAIIIIII UUin' 
TOTAC.llltfS:r ...,.;r tutpfiOifrl lDTAC.~ &.uortt:OB CCIIT COlli MCIIUIEI CG!P." 

$11.:iliii.IID so.oa I17.2CGO l2i,37a.IID $4.188.1M 1511.15&.0' 
'S115.2JSJIO 51.7!6.21 1118JD1.8t po'IWJII 12UM.13 $150.310.12 
s..-.eo "1151.114 SI.IID-24 11.541.31 11.221.12 114.115.t7 
$4.22UID S1!7.54 $4.315U4 S7.4GU2 . 11JII!IIIL13 ·112.1Z7.tl 

IIIS.m.lll $2.794.110 B.5IUO $1110.111A RU:ZZ.15 1211U57.c8 
113.147.8 5Ca.41 11~- S23JJliJ.3I a.-.. 138.1154.44 

I:Z70.IID 18.80 R7UO ·S47US fiUI SI2QIO 
~:ala!~ $1.11 aR11 1431.11 lliZ33 IJ!IIL7:1 
J5IID.III 111.25 I57UI 1113.Q2 lt40.1t St:J'OU'I 

14:miif 1111.41 14~ 11.421.18 . IUAUt IM.Ia7D 

au.w.• S1'-'Mn ....... IUS.211.51 •t.IM.I2 17&m.SI 

FIE ..-=ml .a.J 

Ern'.....,., ........ ...... 
y_. lollloNIIa be. Vaka:ll 201312014 II 1.000 

201412015 12 Ul30 12. 
201512018 B ,., a. 

TOTAL 28 28.8471 
IE.allllan ,__. ... co..ct 1.GDI 

r 1UTAl.COIT8 I lli0,517MI 

.a.y21,21r1a 

I'UU.f LQADI!D 

HIUILYIMR 

1211.80 
S142 • .a 
11:M.5CI 
112127 
11111.87 
•111U1 
sa.os 
175.17 

111'0.11 
-11417 
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PSOMAS 
INTERSTATE 151 BASEUNE ROAD INTERCHANGE PROJECT 

CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

0512112013 

fullr 1...-ttllutr AIIICDired ..._, E8ciMIIan, _....,_......, AU• S14IAO - IUUCI S12U7 S1JI.I7 

.... "-- 0 0 0 0 0 

W8l I I I PHAR I*IIICI-Wm''M ! ' J I f ·t J ' !TOTAL FOR PROJECT 
240 2460 110 100 2110 

5 CONSTRUCTION 240 2460 110 100 2160 

1.10G.20 PROJECT MANAGEMENT- CONSTRUCTION 
COMPONENT 

5.270 CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING • GENERAL - iMill 1111 11111 21111 
CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 

15.270.10 l.ll1laiWIU ..... lniS Clnral 4CI tiiKJ to 0 111KJ 
5.270.115 COnltruclign-- 2111 2300 toa toa 20GO 

lOTAL FUU.Y LOADED LA80A COST PER 
- ct.A881FJCATION $50,1651M $3S0.31G.I2 t14.7t5.17 $12.127.11 $210.1117 .oe 

S11IUI ...... .,..., m-Il S1M.IO 

• 0 0 • 0 

i l 
I 

J 
~ 

I 
8 z _, 
i! g_ 

336 10 100 10 10 5536 

338 10 100 10 10 5538 

0 - 111 - 10 to 5536 

0 1G 10 390 

330 10 11111 5146 

S3UM.44 IU0.50 S1UII.70 1718.72 $1,.345..02 



Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-.4407 Web: www.sonbag.ca.gov 

- I' • I 

TRANBPORTAnON 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 17 

Date: July 10,2013 

Subject: Interstate 215 (I-215) Barton Road Interchange 

Recommendations: • Acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority: 

Background: 

BRD1307g-mkb 
Attachments: 

1. Approve Amendment No. 4 of Contract No. A03045 with LSA Associates, 
Inc., for the completion of the 1-215/Barton Road Interchange Project 
Environmental Document with an increase of $245,218.63 to the contract 
value for a not-to-exceed total of $2,296,169.40 which includes previously 
released contingency of $235,355.00 and to extend the contract duration 
through June 30, 2014. 

2. Approve contingency amount of $24,521.00, for Contract No. A03045 
Measure I Valley Fund - Freeway Projects and authorize the Executive 
Director or designee to release contingency as necessary for the project. 

This is an amendment to an existing contract. In May 2003, the Board 
approved Contract No. A03045 with LSA Associates, Inc. to provide 
environmental services for the Ultimate 1-215 Bi-County projects which 
included the Bi-County HOV project and interchanges at 1-215/Barton Road 
and the 1-215/Washington. Subsequently, the contract underwent three 
amendments in October 2007, May 2009 and December 2012 which involved 
revisions to scope and duration. The first amendment expanded the 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Dau: _____________________ _ 

Mo11~d: Second: 

In Fa11or: Opposed: Abstained: 

Wim~ssed: -------------------

hUp:l/pprtal. sanhag.ca. gt,v/mgmt/ A POR-M gmnt/Shan'\1 Dncumt!nts/AOJ045 -04.ducx 
hup://nortal.sanhag.ca.g(lv/mgmt/APOR·Mgmnt/Sharetl Oocum~:nlvA11)045-04 CSS.dncx 
http://portul.sanbog . ..:a.gov/mgmtl APOR -Mgmnt/Sharcd Do~:umcnts/ AOJ045·04 DCSS.xls" 
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Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page2 

environmental services to support the completion of an environmental 
document for the ultimate projects. The second amendment reduced the scope 
consistent with the down scoping of the ultimate 1-215 project to a gap closure 
project. The third amendment simply extended the contract duration. 

Most of the work under Contract No. A03045 has been completed, with the 
exception of the task involving the Environmental Document for the 
1-215/Barton Road Interchange Improvement project. Work on this task, 
which was scheduled to be completed by December 31, 2012, was delayed due 
to a late design change in response to local opposition to the project 
alternatives which restricted or eliminated access from La Crosse A venue to 
Barton Road. As a result of this local opposition, Federal Highway 
Administration (FHW A), Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and staff 
discussed the possibility of a roundabout design at both north and southbound 
ramps. The northbound on and off ramp roundabout was not feasible, 
however, the southbound roundabout, in lieu of the signalized intersections at 
the southbound ramps, was feasible and provided access to La Crosse A venue. 
FHW A and Caltrans approved this design because of the maintained access 
and improved safety. Staff is currently incorporating this design change into 
the environmental studies and anticipates the Environmental Document to be 
completed by late 2013. Staff is requesting the LSA contract be extended to 
June 30, 2014, which will allow for the completion of the document and to 
answer questions from the design team. 

Staff recommends approval of Contract No. A03045 Amendment No. 4 with 
LSA Associates, Inc., for the completion of the 1-215/Barton Road Interchange 
Project Environmental Document for a total not-to-exceed contract amount of 
$2,296,169.40 and a contract extension through June 30, 2014; a contingency 
for Contract No. A03045 for a not-to-exceed amount of $24,521.00; and to 
authorize the Executive Director or designee to release contingency as 
necessary for the project. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 
budget under Task No. 0840. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and recommended for approval ( 15-0-0) with a 
quorum of the Board present at the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study 
Session on June 13, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator have reviewed this item and Amendment. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 

BRD1307g-mkb 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. A03045 Amendment No. 4 ------
By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments and LSA Associates Inc. 

Contract Description Environmental Services for 1-215 BI-County Projects, Task 840 Barton 
Interchange 

Board of Dlrector'a Meeting Date: .July 3. 2013 
OVerview of BOD Action: Approve Amendment 4 to Contract A03045, Task 840 Barton Interchange 
between SANBAG and LSA Associates, Inc. 

ta thla a Soi .. Soun:e procurement? 0 Yea · 181 No 

TOTAL CONTRACT VAW! 

Contract Start Date Current Contract Expiration Date Revised Contract Expiration Data 
05/0712003 12131/2013 06/3012014 

Has the contract term been amended? No Yes - please explain. 
Contract extended under amendment 3 to mod documents to accommodate FHWA desi n chan e. 

~~';;·., ,• .-' , .. -"' ,-:-· ., ;,· :-' • .. -· '• · ~:·;r1-;-c · "./' f• f , :·.·1.~ l·1 ·;;, -~·-;I - :.:. ·,·'·.:'' : • ,, ~~,. ·' ·._-. -, ,;-:_ . • · ·· ; 
'::. -, .... • _ • " ..... •.• - •.• ... .,. ..... · ·, .4'1 - ; •. , ._ \,,.,., · - . ~.,JJ·I.,. .1 ~ o . .. ~ --. .~o-·.-· .. u:•,.· . ~-~.J ·-:'":..~-• 1 ~- · '~ t ........ • ..-. ··' .• _ -_ ' ,· • •• · . 2.-.r. •• -.... ... • .... -~r - . t•, , _ .._ _.,._ .,. • ~· , .•• • 1~··· ''•.!__'~--- ..... . .... . , 

f8J Budget authority for this contract currently exists In Task No. 083Q. Q839. 084Q. 0845. 
0 A Budget Amendment Is required. 
How are we funding current FY? MSI Valley Fund-Freeway Projects 

D Federal Funds I 0 State Funds I D Local Funds I D TDA Funds I r8l Measure I Funds 
Provide Brief Overview of the ov.,.,ll Funding for the duration of the Contract 
MSI Valley Fund-Freeway Projects 
181 Payable D Rec~lvable 

Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, Indicate % _. 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal_% 

Task Manage (Print Name) 
Mary Brown 

DireCtor of FundAdminlstralion & Programming 

Contract Summary Sheet 1on112 

Sign at 

Signature 
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AMENDMENT NO.4 TO 

CONTRACT NO. A03045 

BY AND BETWEEN 

SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED GOVERNMENTS, acting in its capacity as the 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND 

LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. 

FOR 

INTERSTATE 215 (1~215) BI COUNTY PROJECTS -PROJECT APPROVAL AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT PHASE SERVICES 

AMENDMENT No. 4 to CONTRACf No. A03045 is made by and between the San Bernardino 
Associated Governments acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (referred to hereafter as SANBAG), whose address is 1170 W. 3rd Street, 2ild Floor, 
San Bernardino, California 92410-1715; and LSA Associates, Inc., whose address is 20 
Executive Park, Suite 200, Irvine, CA 92614, (hereafter called CONSULTANT). SANBAG and 
CONSULT ANT are each "Partyu and collectively the "Partiesu herein. 

WITNESSETH 

WHEREAS, SANBAG, under Contract No. A03045 (CONTRACT) has engaged the services of 
CONSULTANT to prepare the Environmental Documentation in support of the Project's 
Services for the 1-215 Bi-County Projects, Task 0840 I-215/Barton Interchange Improvement 
Project, described in Attachment A.2 to the Contract; and 

WHEREAS, the CONTRACT dated May 7, 2003, as amended by Amendment No. 1 dated 
October 3, 2007, by Amendment No. 2 dated May 6, 2009, and by Amendment No. 3 dated 
January 9, 2013, has engaged the services of CONSULTANT to provide Project Report and 
Environmental Document services for I-215 Bi- County Projects; and 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to amend the CONTACT terms and increase the not to exceed 
value to compensate CONSULT ANT for the additional Services in Attachment A.2. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Parties hereto agree to amend the CONTRACT as follows: 

1. ARTICLE 1. DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES, is amended to add the following at the end of 
the Article: 

"In addition to the services set forth in Attachment A, CONSULTANT agrees to perform 
services set forth in Attachment A.2, I-215/Barton Road hnprovement Project, Modified 
Alternative 7.u 

1 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/APOR-Mgmnt/Shared Documents/A03045-04.docx 
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2. ARTICLE 2. PERFORMANCE SCHEDULE AND FORCE MAJEURE, Sub-Article 2.1 is 
amended to read: "The period of performance by CONSULTANT under this Contract shall 
commence on May 7, 2003, and shall continue in effect until the earlier of June 30, 2014, the 
date the work is completed, or the Contract is otherwise terminated, conacelled or extended 
as hereinafter provided. 

3. ARTICLE 3. CONTRACT PRICE AND COST PRINCIPLES (COMPENSATION) is 
amended as follows: 

(a) Delete sub-Article 3.2 in its entirety and replace with the following: 

"The Not-To-Exceed amount is Two Million, Two Hundred and Ninety-Six Thousand, One 
Hundred Hundred Sixty-Nine Dollars and Forty Cents ($2,296,169.40) which includes 
previously released contingency of Two Hundred Thirty-Five Thousand, Three Hundred and 
Fifty-Five Dollars ($235,355.00). All Services to be provided under this CONTRACT are to 
be performed as set forth in Attachment A, Additional Technical Studies Scope of Work and 
shall be reimbursed pursuant to the houri y labor rates identified in Attachment B "Billing 
Rate Schedule" amended for 2013 rates, shall remain fiXed for the tenn of the CONTRACT, 
with the exception of payment of Prevailing Wages as identified in 3.4 herein, and shall 
include CONSULTANT's direct labor costs, indirect costs and profit. All expenses shall be 
reimbursed per the amount shown in Attachment B. Any travel expenses must be pre
approved, in writing by SANBAG and shall be reimbursed per diem at a rate not to exceed 
the currently authorized rates for state employees under the State Department of Personnel 
Administration rules. SANBAG will not reimburse CONSULT ANT for any expenses not 
identified in Attachment B or agreed to and approved by SANBAG as required under this 
CONTRACT." 

(b) Add sub-Article 3.4 as follows: 

"Wage increases for personnel subject to prevailing wage rates as described in California 
Labor Code, and all salary increases, which are the direct result of changes in the prevailing 
wage rates, are reimbursable." 

4. ARTICLE 6. INVOICING AND PAYMENTS is amended to: 
(a) Add the following at the end of sub-Article 6.1: 

"Costs shall be collected and invoices submitted under separate cover for each 1-215 Bi
County Project." 

(b) Add the following at the end of sub-Article 6.2: 

"The final invoice shall be marked "FINAL" and will be submitted after any and all 
closeout documents are submitted to SANBAG. Invoices shall be submitted to SANBAG 
as follows: 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Aoor 
San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Contract No. C12137 
Attention: Accounts Payable" 

http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/ APOR-Mgmnt/Shared Documents/ A03045-04.docx 
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(c) Add sub-Article 6.8 as follows: 

"Any costs for which payment has been made to CONSULT ANT that are determined by 
subsequent audit to be unallowable under 48 CFR, Federal Acquisition Regulations 
(FAR) System, Chapter 1, Part 31, et. seq., are subject to repayment by CONSULTANT 
toSANBAG! ' 

5. ARTICLE 9. REPORTING AND DELNERABLES is deleted in its entirety and replaced 
with the following; 

"All reports and deliverables shall be submitted in accordance with Attachments A and 
A.2!' 

6. ARTICLE 12. CHANGES is amended to add the following sub-Article 12.4: 

"12.4 SANBAG may modify this Contract for certain administrative changes without 
issuing a written amendment. Administrative changes as defined herein are limited to: 
changes to the personnel identified in this Contract, including Key Personnel and 
subcontractors; modifications to Attachment B, Billing Rate Schedule; and changes to the 
name and/or the address of the CONSULTANT. All administrative changes shall be 
documented in writing between the Parties." 

7. ARTICLE 16. REPRESENTATIONS is amended to change the last phrase in the Article 
from "that are generally accepted in the State of California" to "which is generally accepted 
in the industry." 

8. ARTICLE 28. COMMUNICATIONS AND NOTICES is amended to add under notices "For 
SANBAG" the following: 

"Attn; Contract Administrator, Jeffery Hill" 

9. ARTICLE 32. SAFETY, is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following: 

"32.1 CONSULTANT shall strictly comply with all OSHA regulations, local, municipal, 
state, and federal safety and health laws, orders and regulations applicable to 
CONSULTANT's operations in the performance of Work under the Contract. 
CONSULT ANT shall comply with safety instructions issued by SANBAG and their 
representatives. CONSULTANT personnel shall wear hard hats and safety vests at all 
times while on the project construction site. 

32.2 CONSULTANT agrees to comply with the Drug Free Workplace Act of 1990 per 
Government Code Section 8350 et seq." 

10. Add ARTICLE 41. PREVAILING WAGES as follows: 

"Certain labor categories under the Scope of Services may be subject to prevailing wages 
as identified in the State of California Labor Code Section 1770 et. seq. It is required that 
all mechanics and laborers employed or working on this Project shall be paid not less 

3 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmtiAPOR-MgmntiShared DocumentsiA03045·04.docx 
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than the basic hourly rates of pay and fringe benefits as shown in the current wage 
schedules of the Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Labor Statistics and 
Research, (http://www .dir.ca.gov/OPRUDPreWageDetermination.htm). 

Additionally, any contract awarded pursuant to this procurement will be subject to 
Chapter 1 of Part 7 of Division 2 of the Labor Code (commencing with Section 1771) and 
Subchapters 4 and 4.5 of Chapter 8 of Division 1 of Title 8 of the California Code of 
Regulations (commencing with Section 16421) as it will be funded in whole or in part by 
California state bond funds, or is a design build project with Labor Compliance Program 
(LCP) requirements pursuant to statute. The selected fmn shall comply with these cited 
sections, including the obligation to furnish certified payroll records directly to the 
California Labor Commissioner in accordance with Title 8 CCR § 16461. The 
Compliance Monitoring Unit (CMU) of the Division of Labor Standards Enforcement 
(DLSE), which is part of the California Department of Industrial Relations (DIR), shall 
be responsible for monitoring and enforcement of the prevailing wage laws on any 
contract awarded under this project." 

11. Except as amended by this Amendment No. 4, all other provisions of Contract No. A03045 
and its amendments shall remain in full force and effect. 

12. Exhibit 1 (Contract Attachment A.2) is attached to and incorporated into this Amendment by 
this reference. 

13. The Contract is incorporated into this Amendment. 

14. Except as amended by this Amendment, all other provisions of the Contract shall remain in 
full force and effect. 

15. This Amendment No. 4 is effective on the date executed by SANBAG. 

LSA Associates, Inc. 

By: 

Date: 

SANBAG 

By: 
Bill Jahn 
President, Board of Directors 

Date: 

APPROVEDASTOFORM 

By: 

By: 

Eileen Monaghan Teichert 
General Counsel 

Jeffery Hill 
Contract Administrator 

http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgm11 APOR·Mgmn11Shared Documents/ A03045·04.docx 
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Exhibit 1 
Attachment A.2 

Bi-County- 1-215/Barton Road Interchange 
Modified Alternative 7 Scope of Work 

http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/APOR-Mgmnt/Share~ ~fcuments/ A03045-04.docx 
1 



May9,2013 

Ms. M.a!y Bnnm 
SmBemrdiao Assaci.J.ted ~ 
1170 West 31t Street 
SmBemantiDD. CA 92411}-171S 

IJtaltUtt nas•o lUY&um& 
,.,_sn.~eu n~o o~..- P.AZ.M •~&Ural :r.oa~ 
tU.CSI. IIrl &_.. IO&T OO&.£DI FT. UCliiiDU UJf LI:IU OaDPO 

Subject A dditianal Badpugnd !DfbmWicm b Budpt Am•dmeut hqast :md Ccmtnct 
Ch.mces: Emriraum.eabl Servicas fell' the I-215 Bi.County lmprOVBDUd Project 
(Contrxt 03~45) 

LSA Associates, IDe. (LSA) has :reriewed the iDdepodeat review dGC1111Wdatioll b dut Bwlpt 
Am...dmea.t hqaest md Ccmtac:tCiwt;es submi1ted by LSA OllA.pril19, 2013. 'l'hae are two 
major themes presnted iu the indepeDdmt mriew: (1) dull tub CUt bva Dot prnjaasly been 
p~ .should not rKDw any alloated. hours; ad (2) tbat the pt'Oj.U zuupr b.s too mmy h.om:s. 

Tbe lldHsbte 215 (1-215)/BartoaR.oacl:lntl!ldaap 1mprovema.t Project (1-21.5/Butoa; Task Order 
6) is 1Dll151131 in tbD \YOlk eCJmmtmael m May 2007 I ei;bt altmna~ have lJftll de\'eloped, fUm 
alt.matives m•bem c:onsi.dend ;mel njec.ted, md the Loally Pn!&Jred Al1emative lwi been 
modiii-d mar tim.H. Soma tK'bniaJ studies lan-e bees rnised eip.t timu. ID additioa, Contract 
03-045 c:OVBS 1hree separate pmjecb, mel baqet was moved betwMa task ordus dependin& em wbt 
damps in t1le scope ofwmk wue needecl. 

I-2151Bmcm was orip.wly sc:hedaled to opu. prior to !H 1-215 Bi.C0111Lty Hip-Occupam:y V ehicJ. 
(HOV) Gap Closaft Project. When the !lclsedules '1IVU'e switdaecl. ~ of tbe tKimicid clocumeubtioD 
far 1-215/BilltDD. was :nMsed in 2009 to acc:ammocht. tba HOV project. In 2010, "When~ 6 
was the Locally Pre&m!d .Alb!rmtiw,itwas anticipated. that Project ~tal 
DocaD~~~mtatiaD (PAlED) would be compWed by the middle o£2011. Ozu:e Califbmia Departmeat of 
Trmspartation (Ultras) TnfiU: Operations~ that .AJtmmin 6 shoul.cl DOt lJe the Loeally 
Prefured Altm1atn-e., LSA c:cmtiuued to be im-o!ved. ia mHtin&s aad m project d.ew1opment Wbea 
tb. Loo.lly Pnfl!lred. Altmmtn• was switcl.d to a DI!W altermti'\'"e, Altamtiw 7, in early 2011. it 
was :mticipilfM that PAlED woWd. be ~amplefwi by ealy 2012. Whm~ 6 md 7 wen 
modifi.ed to a ricbt-inlript-out c:cmfipu;rliam at La CruSH Aveuae md Bamm R.oacl iD. October 1011. 
it was aoticipafecl that P AJED would be complatad by 1ba end of 2012. LSA c:cmtinuecl to be involved 
ia meetinr;s and in projKt de'\'elopment Whm it was datemrined that a roaa.daboat coofipntioa. 
shaald be studied in Au past 2014 LSA ~ntimaecl1D be iavolwcl in meetinp and in project 
developmmt. At och. sw:c:essi'\-. c:hm~ LSA wu involved ia proj.ct d&velopmeut mr sn-enl 
mouths, and it was und.ssiDod by tb. Sm Bumrdino A.!socimcl Gonmmsts (SANBAG) Project 
M;upr that additional c:osts were iJu:aned. The tabl eolltrad budpt did not l»ec:ome a c:cmcemlor 
LSA UDfil it wu detamiDed tht a new~ would deby the project fM moths-Y•• (tbroup 
2013) and require edits to all teclmical studies. Because of all of these ch.mps desc:nDed above. tbe 
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budget allocated for tasks not aheady completed, i.e., Draft and Final Environmental Document, bad 
been expended. 

The hours assigned to the project manager reflect the degree of my involvement required to maintain 
the schedule as well as the consistency in environmental documentation. I not only act as the project 
manager,! am also a technic:allead in comnmnity. relocation, and visual impacts. Because of the 
minor modification to Altemative 7. I am talcing the lead in re\ising the project description and 
ensurin@ consistency in the figures and analysis in all of the tec:lmic:al reports. For instance, because 
of my long tenure with the project and my direct involvement in alternative development, I prepared 
the latest Cultural Resources and Paleontologic:al Resources Memorandum and submitted it to the 
technical specialists for review. This method is actually more efficient. and makes it easier to transfer 
the technic:al changes to the previously prepared Draft Initial Study/En\ironmental Assessment 
(ISIEA). Therefore, my involvement is more hands-on than usual. 

I hope this background and explanation pro\ides enough information to support the hours that LSA 
submitted in its budget amendment request. The hoW'S listed are based on my te\-iew of previous 
hours spent re\ising the technical studies, coordinating with Caltrans, and attending focus 
meetings/workshops to resolve comments. Please call me at (949) 553..0666 if you have additional 
questions. 

Sincerely, 

e;s~ 
:1.::~ 
Associate 

http://ponal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmtl APOR-Mgmnt/Shared Documents/ A03045-04.docx 
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BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST: TASK ORDER 6, I-21SIBARTON 
ROAD INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

(CONTRACT 03-045) 

The LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) environmental project team commenced work on the Interstate 215 
(1-215)/Barton Road Interchange Improvement Project in June 2007, Over the past 5.5 years~ several 
project alternatives have been studied. and technical reports have been modified accordingly. LSA 
has previously ntade eight revisions to the technical studies and submitted the Administrative Draft 
Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA) to the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) for review in August 2012. 

Recently, Caltrans and the Federnl Highway Administration (FHWA) have concurred with a 
modification to Alternative 7 ~ which was the locaUy prefCITCd alternative. The new Modified 
Alternative 7 will include a roundabout configuration at the southbound I-21 5 ramps at Barton Road, 
instead of a traditional intersection. Based on preliminary design. the roundabout modification will 
not :require additional full acquisitions. In addition, Modified Alternative 7 is within the previously 
approved Area of Potential Effects (APE) and Biological Study Area (BSA). This alternative will, 
however, change the traffic cfrcuJation, profile. and elevation of the intersection. Modified 
Alternative 7 will be analyzed in the technical studies. and a revised Administrative Draft ISIEA will 
be prepared. Based on communication from Caltrans, Alternative 7 will be rcmovcd from the 
teclmical studies and replaced with Modified Alternative 7. 

LSA's contmct with the San Bernardino Associated Governments {SANBAG) included several task 
orders. most of which have since been closed. Since February 2009, the only opt:n Cask orders have 
been Task Order 6,1-215/Barton Road: Task Order 7. I-215/Washington Street; and Task Order 9, 
1-215 Bi-County High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane Gap Closure. JASA•s scope of work for Task 
Orders 6 and 7 has changed several times; funds have been shifted from Task Order 7 and 
contingency funds have been released three times as shown in the table below. At tins time., Task 
Orders 7 and 9 have been completed and there is no additional budget left in these tasks. In addition, 
only $16,642 of the contingency funding is remaining. Approximately $32,000 is remaining in the 
Task Order 6 budgL"t. For these reasons, there is not enough budget for LSA t.o update all the technical 
studies and prepare a new AdministraLive Draft ISJEA or complete the other tasks as part of Project 
Approval and Environmental Documenlation {PA&ED) while extending the schedule from December 
2012to December 2013 to accommodate a new alternative. Since September 2012, LSA has 
expended approximately $24,000 at meetings, preparing memos and schedules and coordinating with 
Caltrans regarding the modifications to Alternative 7 (Modified Alternntive 7). Now that LSA has 
received confirmation regarding the extent ofthe technical scope of work required to evaluate the 
impacts of Modified Alternative 7 during the focused environmental meeting on April4, 2013, the 
company is requesting the additional fimds necessary to complete the scope of work for cotnplction of 
PA&ED for the 1-215/Barton Road Interchange Project. 

P:\SDA330\Scopc: and Budscc\Amc=drDCDt_RrquCJI_6\Amcnd Rl!qBanon.doc: ..04119/13,. 
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Task Order 6: I-US/Barton 

Amendment $3111,450: CIA. YJSUal Memo, Noise Study, AJr Quillty 
No. 1, Analysis, WQAR. ORIS, Paleontology Study, NESMI, 
0Ctober3, HPSR. HilER, ASR. IS/F.A, Section 4{f) Evaluation, Public 
2007 Outreach 

Amendment $47,614: Value .Wiysis, JSA. Updated Noise Study, 
No.2,May6, Noise Abatement Decision Report. Updated Ai.r Quality 
2009 Analysis, additional survey area for Altemativt 6, 

additional historic properties 

Contlngency 
Release No. 1 

Transfer from $100,000: Reformat OA per Clltrans sample, VIA, 
Task Order 9, ldditloniJ noise measurements, revisions to Noise 

I AprilS, 2010 Study to Include HOV 1eometrics 

contJnaeiiC'f $195,427: Addition of Alternative 7. Upcgtes to 
Release No. 2 tedlnlcal studies, extended schedule, extended public 
and Transfer outreach, updated Administrative Draft IS/EA. sound 
from Taslr barrier $UMYS 
Order 7, April 
S,20U 

Transfer from 
Task Ontel7, 
April 2011 

---- - -

P:ISBAJJG'Sc:tipcllllllh!~_lteqa~~~~_6'.Aalola.jll~tii4/IWIJ. 

1-IU ti · OOCnrTT I IIPIO'fiWIWT UOJlCT 
.uiU.IIUT UQIJUT 

liSle,., 7: .. Task Onltt !1: 1-215 BI.COunty HOV Line 
US/Washlnaton Glp Clasul'e Project 

Scope of Wodc 
$33Z,OIG: PEAR, CIA, N/A 
VIsual Memo, Noise 
Analysis, AJt Quafity 
Anat,'Sis, WQAR, ORIS, 
Paleontolo&Y Study, 
NESNI, HPSR, HRER, ASR, 
IS/EA. Public Outreach 
$30,414: JSA. Noise $m,U1: PEAR, Noise Study, Noise 
Abatement Decision Abatement Decision Report, AJr Quality 
Report Analysis, WQAR. Roodplaln Enaoadvnent 

Report, Paleorstoloav Study, HES, Section 
4(1) Evaluation, HPSR, ASR, IS/MND and CE. 
Public: Outreach 
$12i,305: Bat SUrveys, APE map mlslons, 
HR£R, VIA 

$31,1119: Remodel Noise Study with 
revised geometries, quantitative 
construction analysis in AJr Quality 
Analysis, iddlllonal survey aru, revised 
APE map, Section 7 Co!Wtation, CIA, 
ISMND reformat. sound barrier surveys. 

- - --
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Task Ofder 6: 1-215/Bartgn 
Contlngency $72.401: Revision to Alternatives 6 and 7. Updates to 
Release ND. 3 tedmltal studies, extended schedule, updated 

Admlnlstratlve Draft 15/EA, rejection of Alternative S 
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Task Order 7: J.. Taslc Order 9: 1-215 IKO!mty HOV Lane 
215/Washlncton Gap CICHUre ProJect 
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ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL STUDIES SCOPE OF WORK 
The scope of work specified below is based on the results of the April4, 2013, meeting. A draft 
meeting summary was prepared and distributed to the meeting attendees for comment and the final 
meeting summary was also distributed. 

• Paleontological Idendflcadon Report/Paleontological Evaluation Report: A memo will be 
prepared that describes Modified Alternative 7 and documents that thel"e is no change to the Area 
of Disturbance; therefore, no changes to impacts would occur. 

• Historic Property Survey Report: A memo will be prepared that descnoes Modified Alternative 
7 and documents that there is no change to the Archeological Study Area or APE; therefore. no 
changes to impacts would occur. 

• Air Quality Analysis: The previously approved report will be updated based on the traffic data 
for Modified Alternative 7. An update to the August 14, 2012, particulate matter memorandum 
will be presented to the Southern California Association of Governments• (SCAG) Transportation 
Conformity Working Group (TCWO). The Greenhouse Gas Analysis will be updated based on 
the latest template in the Standard Environmental Reference (SER). Alternative 7 will be 
removed from the report. 

• Air Quality Conformity Report: This report is required to be submitted to Caltrans for review 
after public review of the environmental document (ED). Once recommended for approval by 
Caltrans, it is submitted to FHW A for approval. 

• Natural Environment Study (Miulmal Impacts): Tho NESMI will be updated with Modified 
Alternative 7 . LSA has conducted an updated site visit {March 2013), and no new concerns were 
noted. Adam Compton of Caltrans will request an updated species list from the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 

• Noise Study Report and Noise Abatement Decision Report: A Supplemental Noise Study 
Report (NSR) wiU be prepared that only add.rcs8c:s Modified Alternative 7 based on the traffic 
data. geometries, profiles. and right-of-way limits. Sound barriers will be evaluated independently 
from the 1-21 S Bi-CoWlly HOV Lane Gap Closure Project to be consistent with the previously 
approved NSR. The discuasion of the No Build Alternative in the ISIEA will include a discussion 
and noise data that incorporates the two HOV sound barriers. A Supplemental Noise Abatement 
Decision Report will be prepared based on the Supplemental NSR. Any required Noise Survey of 
benefitted receptors will be completed prior to circulation of the Draft ED, with results 
incorporated. 

• Sound Barrier Surveys: If the sound barrier adjacent to the Grand Terrace Mobile Home Park is 
found to be reasonable and feasible. LSA will circulate sound barrier surveys to affected property 
owners and the responses will be incorporated into the IS/EA. No other sound baniers are 
anticipated to be reasonable and feasible beyond those already planned for the 1-215 Bi-County 
HOV Lane Gap Closure Project. 

• Community Impact Assessment: This report will be updated with Modified Alternative 7 and 
will incorporate James Shankel's prcvioua comments on the Administrative Draft IS/EA. 
Alternative 7 will be removed from the report. Right-of-way acquisitions will be updated. The 
changes in circulation will be evaluated in the Community Impact Assessment (CIA). In addition, 

P:\SBA330\Seope ond Budgct\Amcndmcnt_Requat_6\Amend Rl:qU.ton.doc: ..o4/19/13• 
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all relevant data will be updated including property tax and sales tax for all of the Build 
Alternatives. A new site visit will be conducted to verify businesses that would be displaced by 
this alternative. 

• Water QuaUty A•sessmeut Report: This previously approved report will be updated with 
Modified Altcmativo 7. The impervious area and disturbance area will be updated. In addition. 
revised locations of best management practices (BMPs) will be incorporated, as applicable. As 
previously agreed to by Mr. Shankel, this report will not be updated based on the SER template. 
Alternative 7 will be removed from the report. 

• Draft Relocation Impact Statement: The Draft Relocation Impact Statement (ORIS) will be 
updated with Modified Alternative 7. New searches for available and comparative properties will 
be conducted for all Build Alternatives. Alternative 7 will be removed from the report. Right-of
way acquisitions will be updated. 

• Final Relocation Impact Statement: 1bis task was not part of the original scope of work, and in 
the past, it has been prepared by Caltrans dwing preparation of the Final ED. However, Mr. 
Shankel has requested that this be included in LSA's scope of work. The budget assumes that no 
major revisions to the DRlS will be required. 

• bdtial Site Assessment: A supplemental memo/report will be prepared by Klciofcldcr that 
describes Modified Alternative 7 and indicates that no additional right-of-way is needed. A new 
database and agency records search and site visit will be conducted, and the report will be 
updated accordingly. 

• Visual Impact ABses1mcnt: This report will be updated with Modified Alternative 7, 
Alternatives S and 7 will be removed from the report. Two new view simulations will be prepared 
for Modified Alternative 7! (1) from the I-215 southbound off-ramp; and (2) on eastbound Barton 
Road, west of the roundabout. Cal trans landscaping will provide a concept of the roundabout 
landscaping to include in the view simulations. 

Because Caltrans reviewers are familiar with the I-215/Barton Road Interchange Project and have 
previously approved the technical studies (with cx.ccption of the CIA and DRlS), it is specified that 
LSA will submit two drafts of each technical study (one for Caltrans review and one for Cal trans 
concurrence that the comments were addressed). 

All submittals will receive peer review by VCS Environmental. VCS Enviroruncntal's comments will 
be incotporatcd into documents or resolved through discussions with Peter Carlson. 

LSA will attend monthly Project Development Team {PDT) meetings through December 2013, as 
well as weekly conference calls. LSA will also attend up to four focused environmental meetings in 
addition to the workshops described above. 

DRAFT AND FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT TASKS 
LSA previously submitted the Administrative Draft ISIEA for Caltrans review in June 20 12. Verbal 
comments were received nom Mr. Shankel in three day-long workshops. LSA revised all the sections 
of the IS/EA but did not resubmit the document since it was known that there would be a 
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modification to Altemativc 7. Mr. Shankel indicated that he does not want to sec responses to his 
comments and that the revised Administrative Draft ISIEA will be reviewed as a new submittal. 

A!J part of its additional scope of work, LSA will revise all of the sections of the Administrative Draft 
ISIEA based on the results of the technical studies and Modified Alternative 7. This document will be 
prepared based on the latest SER template. Because this document has been previously reviewed by 
Caltrans, it is specified that LSA will prepare one draft for review and a second draft for concurrence 
that the comments were addressed. LSA will attend two all day worlcabop meetings to resolve 
comments, if necessary. 

Neither the Public Review Draft ISIEA nor the FinallSIEA has been prepared. Because of the delay 
in the project and the development of Modified Alternative 7. insufficient budget is available to 
complete these tasks. The Draft and Final ED tasks are listed below. 

LSA will prepare one copy of the Draft ISIBA for Caltrans signature for approval to circulate the 
document for public review. 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT CmCULATION AND PUBLIC 
HEARING 

LSA will update the draft public distn'bution list. Tbe ISIEA wiU be circulated for public review and 
submitted to the Office of Planning and Kescarch (OPR) (up to 15 hard copies and 50 CDs). LSA will 
prepare and publish a Notice of Availability (NOA) and Opportunity for Public Hearing. LSA will 
attend one public hearing under this task and will provide aerial photo boards for public viewing. 

PUBLIC COMMENT RESPONSES 

The Drat\ Response to Comments table will be submitted to Caltrana and SANBAG for review and 
comment. Changes win be incorPorated into the table and inserted in the Final IS/EA. 

ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT 

The Administrative Draft Final IS/EA and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) will be submitted 
to Caltrans and SANBAG for review (18 copies). 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT 
The Final ISIEA and MND will be submitted to Caltrans and SANBAG for approval. As part of the 
process for the Final :MND/Finding ofNo Significant Impact (FONSI), LSA will circulate the 
Response to Conunents table to agencies that submitted comments on the Draft ISIEA. and will 
prepare and file a Notice of Determination (NOD) and Notice of Availability (NOA) of the FONSI. 
LSA will provide up to 20 copies of the approved MND and FONSI. 

http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/ APOR-Mgmnt/Shared Documents/ A03045-04.docx 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 
Arellano Associates. Inc. will continue to provide ongoing public outreach tasks. The following 
public outreach tasks will be completed: 

• Monthly review and responses to comments on the helpline; 

• Updates to SANBAO fact sheets; 

• Update to mailing Jist; 

• Public notice translation to Spanish. distribution. and publication; 

• Room arrangement for public bearing; and 

• Management of public hearing. 

P:\S9A330\Scopc aad Sudaet\Amcndmenc_Rcqucst_6\Amcad I\J:qS11100.doe ..o4/191l3» 
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Attachment B 
Bi-County- 1-215/Barton Road Interchange 

Modified Alternative 7 
Labor Rates, Manhour Estimate and Direct Expenses 
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LSA Associates, Inc. 

ATTN: Lisa Williams 
LSA Associates, Inc. 
20 Executive Park, Suite 200 

Irvine, CA 92614 

Consultant Costs: 
Direct Labor Costs: 

Contract No.:~ 
Task Order No.: 6 

LSA 
&.lA AIIOC:IA.TSio I.CI. 

Task Order Period of Performance: May 2007 to Janumy 2014 
Amendment No.: 4 
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LSA Associates, Inc. 

ATTN: Usa Williams 
LSA Associates. Inc. 
20 ExecutiVe Park. SUite 200 
Irvine. CA 92614 

Other Direct Costs: 

Name lin House /Vendor Oesaiptlon 
MHeaoeiParlclnW'Tolls 

outside Vendor ODe Prlnting/R cion 
InHouse Prfnlino1R ell on 
outside Vendor OOC MaiiiCoulier 
outside VendorOOC VIew Simutalions 
COfW NOD Aling Fee 

Sub~onsuttant Costs: 

Name of SUb-Consunant OBEJOVBEISBE 
Kllenfelder No 
Arellano Associates Yes 

Contract No.: 03415 
~k Older No.: 6 

LSA 
LeA AaeOCIAT&e. INC. 

~k onser Period of Pertonnance: May 2007 to January 2014 
Amendment No.: 4 

WBS Unit PriCe 

Total Coasalblat Oilier onctCost 

Total consultant Cost 

eferenceiDesatPiio WBS 
ISAIEJdemal QC I 
PubllcOURadl I 

Total SUb Consultant . 

Grand Total (Pnme +Subs): 
EXISTIIG BUDGET AS OF 417113 

ooc 
$1.000.00 
$2.000.00 

$15.000.00 
$500.00 

$9.990.00 
$2.156.00 

$30.646.001 

[-~ $248,921.631 

Labor+OOC 
$12.593.00 
532.613.00 

e.. .. ~.ool 

Total Amount 

I s2M.127.eal 
$32,267 
$16.642 

[ iMi-;-218.631 
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SBA330 

Name 
Calerdine 
Camerbury 
Carpenter 
Chung 
Dow 
Erickson 
Flahive 
Henderson 
Lay 
Lo 
Lui 
MakakaufakJ 

MGCann 
Philips 
RoJas 
Roos 
Stanaki8 
Thoma~ 

T[bbet 
Davis 
West 
WIDiama 
Word Processing (Vartoua) 

. · -

Rates Increased for April 2013 

Classlfication Old Olred Rate 
Princlpaf $ 59.27 
GIS Spec1allst $ 23.85 
Senior Biolo(Pt $ 29.20 
Principaf - Ar & Noise s 60.00 
GISIGrephlc& $ 41.37 
Aaeodate $ 43.17 
Senior GIS Speciallat $ 34.18 
Prlncfoal· GlS I Graphics $ 40.83 
Associate $ 41.35 
Envlrorvnanta.l Planner $ 25.24 
Senior Noise $pecijaUst s 31.09 
Support Staff $ 19.78 

Principal $ 60.00 
Gr8Dhlcs T echnldan s 28.67 
SUpport S1aff $ 17.&4 
Senior GIS Specialist $ 40.79 
Wcrd Prooesslog $ 26.98 
Assodate $ 43.17 
Sr. CUIIural Resources Mane $ 31.49 
As&oclate I 84.18 
Asaociate s 34.18 
Pmjsct Manager $ 48.38 

·-· $ 26.98 

Old Loaded Rate NewDhdRale New Loaded Rats 

$ 164.74 $ 60.00 s 188.77 
$ 86.29 $ 25.04 $ 69.81 
$ 81.18 $ so.ee $ 80.22 
$ 186.77 NoCha'- $ :t66.77 
$ 114.99 NoChqe $ 114.00 
$ 11fUJ9 No Chang& $ 119.99 
$ 96.00 $ 35.8G $ 99.75 
$ 113.49 s 49.81 $ 138.46 
$ 114.93 ' 43.17 $ 119.89 

$ 70.15 $ 26.50 $ 73.66 
$ 86.41 $ 32.64 $ 90.74 
$ 54.98 NoC~ $ 54.98 
$ 168.77 No Chang&_ $ 186.77 
$ 79.69 $ 30.10 $ 8S.671 
$ 49.03 $ 18.52 $ 61.48 i 
$ 113.38 NoChanQe $ 113.381 
$ 74.99 No Change $ 74.99 
$ 119.99 No Change $ 119.99 
$ 87.53 $ 33.08 $ 91.90 
$ 05.00 $ 43.17 $ 119.99 
$ 95.00 $ 43.17 $ 119.99 

s 134.47 $ -48.67 $ 135.00 

$ 74.99 NoCtalge $ 74.991 
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LSA IN-HOUSE DIRECT EXPENSES 
JANUARY 2013 

Reoroduction 8.5 X 11 8/W 
Reoroduction 8.5 X 11 Color 
Reoroduction 11 X 17 8/W 
Reoroduction 11 X 17 Color 
CD Production 
Plottin 
Milea2e On Road 
Milea2e Off-Road 
GPSUnit 
Total Station Sur Instrument 
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. Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884·8276 Fox: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.sonbag.ca.gov 

1'.;, ~:..- "'; .. · -'· . 

TRANBPDRTATlON 
MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority lor Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: ----"'1=-8 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: SANBAG Contract No. 04-024, Amendment No. 3 to Gold Line Joint Powers 
Agreement to include the City of Montclair 

Recommendation: • Approve Amendment No. 3 to the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension 
Construction Authority, San Bernardino Associated Governments Contract No. 
04-024 to include the City of Montclair. 

Background: The Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority (Construction 
Authority) is an independent transportation planning, design and, construction 
agency created in 1998 by the California State Legislature, SB 1847 (later 
updated in 2011-AB706 and 2012-AB1600). 

• 

The Construction Authority is governed by a nine-member board of directors. 
Five (5) members are voting members, while four (4) are non-voting. Each 
member is appointed by a city or other government entity, as directed in the 
legislation that created the agency, SB 1847 (later updated in 20ll-AB706 and 
2012-AB1600). Below is the text regarding governance from AB 1600. 

132415. (a) The authority shall be governed by a board consisting of five (voting 
members andfour nonvoting members who shall be appointed as follows: 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I ere I x I cr A I x I SAFE I CMA I 

BRDI307d-maa 
Attachment: http://poo;tl.sanbag.ca.gov/mgm!IAPOR·Mgmnt/Sharctl%20Documcnts/04024·03.pdf 
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BRDI307d-maa 

( 1) 17lree members shall be appointed by the City Councils of the Cities of Los 
Angeles, Pasadena, and Somh Pasadena, with each city cmmcil appointing one 
member by a majority vote of the membership of that city council. 

(2) One member shall be appointed by the President of the Governing Board of 
the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments, subject to confinnation by that 
board. 

(3) One member shall be appointed by the LACMTA. 

(4) One nonvoting member shall be appointed by the Governor. 

(5) Two nonvoting members shall be appointed by the City Councils of the Cities 
of Pasadena and Somh Pasadena, with each city appointing one nonvoting 
member. 

(6) One nonvoting member shall be appointed by the president of the board of 
directors of the San Bernardino Associated Governments, subject to confirmation 
by that board. 

The city councils of Pasadena and South Pasadena appoint members from the 
corridor cities. The City of Pasadena appointed Glendora City Councilman Doug 
Tessitor and the City of South Pasadena appointed Ontario Mayor Paul Leon. 

In addition, cities from South Pasadena to Ontario are represented on two 
additional boards to the Construction Authority--the Joint Powers Authority 
(comprised of elected official representatives appointed by each corridor cities} 
and Technical Advisory Committee (comprised of city managers or their staff 
appointees}. The JPA has added members to the original board membership via 
Amendments to its Joint Powers Authority Agreement (Amendment One -
SANBAG; Amendment Two - Ontario}. Currently, Amendment No.3 seeks to 
add Montclair as a member to the JP A. All members of the JPA must approve the 
Amendment in order to add a member. SANBAG is the only agency that has not 
taken action to approve the amendment. The City of Montclair wants to appoint 
council member Bill Rue to the JPA. 

The Joint Powers Authority (JPA) also votes to make recommendations to three 
appointing entities for the Construction Authority Board. Those entities are the 
Cities of South Pasadena and Pasadena as well as the SGVCOG. Claremont City 
Councilmember Sam Pedroza was appointed by the SGVCOG. 

Lastly, SANBAG approved Memorandum of Understanding (MOU} 04-023 with 
the Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority in 
September 2003. This MOU facilitated the inclusion of the extension of Gold 
Line to Montclair for both Draft and Final Environmental Impacts 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EISIEIR), Preliminary Engineering and 
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financial assistance for conduction the Phase 11 project L.A./Ontario International 
Airport Strategic Planning Study. 

SANBAG staff is recommending the approval of Amendment No. 3. 

Financiallmpact: Amendment No. 3 to Contract 04024 is currently consistent with the 
Fiscal Year 2013/14 budget. If by September a budget amendment is needed for 
the JP A annual dues, it will be processed in an agency wide budget amendment 
lead by the finance department in September 2013. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter and Rail Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have approved this item and Contract as to 
form. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRDJ307d·maa 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C ...;0:;..4;..:::0.::.24..;_ ___ _ Amendment No. 3 .......;... ___ _ 
By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments and Gold Line Phase II Joint Powers Authority 

Contract Description Gold Une Joint Powers Agreement: To include City of Montclair 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: That the Committee recommend the Board approve Amendment No. 3 to the 
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority, San Bernardino Associated Governments 
Contract No. 04-024 to include the City of Montclair 
Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

~~'li'J~.l - r. -:ti >..,(" ~~~ _.. ... ~.:.b ....... ' , ,::..if... • ...,'t:~· . ~-t:. - CONTRACt OYEB_VI~~~~~· :.r. ~-~}.{}{ -~! ~ ... ,. ~_!: _'!:,~~ 

Original Contract Amount $ 31,445.00 Original Contingency Amount $ 

(lnital Dues} 

Revised Contract Amount $ 00.00 Revised Contingency Amount $ 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive ofprior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ 00.00 Contingency Amendment $ 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ 31,445 plus TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 

annual dues 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORiTY(contract value+ contingency) s 31,445 plus 
annual dues 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
9/3/03 NIA 
Has the contract tenn been amended? 181 No []Yes- please explain. 

L ~; • ~~~~ ~~:.!:R,~~ FINANCIAL INFORMAnOtat57F'~·;~1.~(.: ,~~-~-; "·~:{?.:¥. ·~-r,.~t;:~'i 

~Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 03'11 
CJ A Budget Amendment is required. 
How are we funding current FY? Local Transportation Funds • Planning 

0 Federal Funds I D State Funds I D Local Funds 1181 TDA Funds I 0 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
Local Transportation Funds· Planning 

181 Payable D Receivable 

~ ,- ··- .• ; · _ • « ... - .• ' - •• _ _..,. CONTRACT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION.· 
Check all applicable boxes: 0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ , 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal __ % 

Signature 

04024-03 css 
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04024 (SANBAG No.) 
Agreement No. 12-91 

AMENDMENT THREE 

Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement 

Gold Line Phase II Joint Powers Authority 

This Amendment Three to the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement for the Gold line Phase II 
Joint Powers Authority ("Amendment Three") is approved and executed by the current 
members of the Metro Gold line Phase II Joint Powers Authority ("Joint Powers Authority") as 
set forth in Exhibit 1-8, attached hereto, and each of which must approve and execute this 
Amendment Three in order for Amendment Three to be effective. 

WITNESSETH: 

The Parties hereto agree as follows: 

Section 1. Recitals. This Amendment Three is made and entered into with respect to the 
following facts: 

a. The Joint Powers Authority was formed pursuant to Section 6500 et seq. of the 
Government Code with the goal and intent to cooperate among members in support of 
the funding, planning, design and construction of the Metro Gold Line Phase II light rail 
project ("the Gold line Phase II"); and 

b. The City of Montclair has demonstrated an interest to join the Joint Powers Authority in 
order to work cooperatively with the Joint Powers Authority and its member cities and 
agencies to complete the Gold Line Phase II including a possible extension to the City 
of Ontario; and 

c. The City of Montclair has agreed to pay Initial dues and assume other required financial 
responsibilities as a condition of its membership in the Joint Powers Authority. 

d. The City of Pasadena was a founding member of the Joint Powers Authority and by an 
administrative error was removed and is at this time re-inserted and not subject to any 
other provisions stated below; and 

Section 2. Initial Dues. The Initial Dues in the amount of Thirty-One Thousand Four 
Hundred Forty Five Dollars ($31 ,455.00) for the City of Montclair shall be due and payable 
thirty-days (30) after the effective date of membership in the Joint Powers Authority. 

Section 3. Terms Remain in Effect. All terms of the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement for 
the Gold Line Phase II Joint Powers Authority ("Agreement") that are not deleted or amended 
by this Amendment Three remain fully in effect and the execution of this Amendment Three by 
each of the parties hereto signifies approval and acceptance of the Agreement as modified by 
this Amendment Two. 

Section 4. Annual Dues. Section 29c (Annual Dues) of the Agreement is hereby reinstated 
and after a three-fourths majority vote of the JPA Board Members at its April 14, 2011 Board 

AMENDMENT THREE 

04024-03 
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Agreement No. 12-91 

Meeting. Annual Dues will be billed at the beginning of the fiscal year commencing fiscal year 
2014 (July 1, 2013). 

With the increase of activities along the project, it remains integral to the project planning and 
implementation to keep Information and engagement with constituent cities. The forecast 
budget which includes administrative expenses, fees, legal support, etc. are expected to be 
approximately $45,000 annually ($3,000 per member city) as follows: 

Revenues: 
15 Member Cities X $3.000 
Total 

Expenses: 
Board Meetings Per Diem 
Meetings 
Legal. Administrative. & Other 
Total 

$45.000 
$45,000 

$18,000 
$ 5,000 
$22.000 
$45,000 

Section 5. Effective Dates. The Effective date of this Amendment Three shall be the first 
date on which each of the current members of the JPA, as listed in Exhibit 1 AB, shall have 
approved and signed this Amendment Three. The effective date of Montclair's membership in 
the JPA shall be the first date on which each of the current members of the Joint Powers 
Authority as well as the respective c~ndidate city shall have approved and signed this 
Amendment Three. 

Section 6. Counterparts. This Amendment Three may be executed in several counterparts, 
and all counterparts so executed shall constitute one Amendment Three, binding on all the 
parties hereto, notwithstanding that all of the parties are not signatory to the original or same 
counterpart. 

--------------- signature pages to follow 

AMENDMENT THREE 
04024-03 
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The current members of the JPA have caused this Amendment Three to be executed on their 
behalf, respectively, as follows: 

City of Arcadia 

By: Robert C. Harbicht, Mayor 

City of Azusa 

By: Joseph R. Rocha, Mayor 

City of Claremont 

By: Larry Schroeder, Mayor 

City of Duarte 

By: John Fasana, Mayor 

City of Glendora 

By: Gene Murabito, Mayor 

City of IIWindale 

By: David Fuentes, Mayor 

City of La Verne 

By: Don Kendrick, Mayor 

ATTEST 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

City of Monrovia 

By: Mary Ann lutz, Mayor 

City of Ontario 

By: Paul leon, Mayor 

City of Pasadena 

By: Bill Bogaard, Mayor 

City of Pomona 

By: Elliott Rothman, Mayor 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

Dated 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 

By: Brad Milzelrelt. President Dated 

City of San Dimas 

By: Curtis W. Morris, Mayor Dated 

City of South Pasadena 

By: Michael Cacciotti, Mayor Dated 

By: Chris Lowe, Clerk of the Board 

AMENDMENT THREE 
04024-03 
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The authorized representative of the City of Montclair has caused this Amendment Three to be 
executed on the City of Montclair's behalf, respectively, as follows: 

City of Montclair 

By: Paul M. Eaton, Mayor 

AMENDMENT THREE 
04024-03 

ATTEST: 

Dated By: 

Page 4 of 5 
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Exhibit 1-8 

Current Members of the Gold Une Phase II Joint Powers Authority 

AMENDMENT THREE 
04024-03 

Arcadia 

Azusa 

Claremont 

Duarte 

Glendora 

Irwindale 

La Verne 

Monrovia 

Ontario 

Pasadena 

Pomona 

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBag) 

San Dimas 

South Pasadena 
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SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: 1909) 885-4407 Web: www.sonbog.co.gov 

.... ~ .· .~:· '• ~ ..... ~ 

TRANSPORTATION 
MEABUREI 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: ---==19;.___ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Unmet Transit 
Needs Public Hearings 

Recommendation: • That the Board: 

Background: 

• 

1. Adopt Definitions of "Unmet Transit Needs" and "Reasonable to Meet" as 
identified in Attachment A. 

2. Set Times, Dates and Locations for TDA Unmet Transit Needs Public 
Hearings. 

Each year the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission is required by 
Public Utilities Code Sections 99238.5 and 99401.5 to hold public hearings for 
obtaining testimony regarding unmet transit needs that can be reasonably met and 
must adopt findings prior to making an allocation of Local Transportation Funds 
(LTF) for street purposes. Per the Board action of 1993, a public hearing will not 
be held in the Valley as all LTF revenues are committed to transit. The 
information obtained at these hearings will be used in the planning and budget 
development of the affected transit operators for the subsequent Fiscal Year, as 
recommend in the transit operators 1 performance audit. 

In January 2003, the Board approved the defmitions of ''Urunet Transit Needs" 
and "Reasonable to Meet". An amendment to Section C - Equity, under the 
defmition of "reasonable to meet" I was approved by the Board in 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I ere I x I erA I I sAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRDI307a-ns 
Attachment: http:/lportal.sanbag.ca. gov/mgmllcommiueelcommuter/crtc20 13/crtc 1306/ Agendaltems!CRCf I306a 1-ns.docx 
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September 2004. These definitions were the result of an extensive effort to 
update them, with input from organizations representing the transit dependent and 
the affected transit operators during 2002. The California Department of 
Transportation has suggested that the definitions be reviewed and adopted on a 
periodic basis. The defmitions were again approved by the Board on July 2008. 
Attachment A contains the current defmitions and no change is being proposed at 
this time. These defmitions wiii be used to respond to the testimony received. 

Two public hearings are proposed for this year with the locations being the 
Morongo Basin and Victor Valley. The Boards of the Morongo Basin Transit 
Authority (MBTA) and the Victor Valley Transit Authority (VVTA) will serve as 
the hearing boards at their respective locations. 

The schedules for the proposed hearings are as follows: 

Upper Desert Region 
Monday, September 16,2013 at 9:30am 

Victor Valley Transit Authority 
17150 Smoketree Street 

Hesperia, California 92345 

Lower Desert Region 
Thursday, September 26, 2013 at 5:00pm 

HELEN GRAY CENTER 
6601 White Feather Road 

Joshua Tree, California 92252 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Budget. Funding 
for the public hearings is provided under Task No. 0309 the funding source is 
LTF Planning 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRD1307a-ns 
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Attachment A 

Definitions of "Unmet Transit Needs" and 
"Reasonable to Meet" adopted by the San Bernardino 

County Transportation Commission Board of Directors in January 2008 

Unmet Transit Needs: Unmet transit needs are any deficiency in the provision of public transit 
services, specialized transit service or private for-profit and non-profit transportation. 

Reasonable to Meet: Reasonable to meet is a determination to be made based upon the following 
guidelines, performance and fmancial standards: 

CRTC 1306a I-ns 

A. Community acceptance - The proposed service has community acceptance and 
support as determined by the Unmet Transit Needs public hearing record, the 
inclusion of adopted programs and plans, the adoption of governing board positions 
and other existing information. 

B. Timing 

1. The proposed service shall be in response to an existing rather than. future need. 

2. The proposed service shall be implemented consistent with the timing for federal 
and state grant approval if such a grant is the most appropriate primary method of 
funding. 

C. Equity - the proposed service shall: 

1. Not unreasonably discriminate against or in favor of any particular segment of the 
community. 

2. Not result in reduced service levels for other parts of the transit system that have 
equal or higher priority. 

3. Require a subsidy per passenger generally equivalent to a 120% of similar 
services being operated within the first two full Fiscal Years of operation unless 
overriding reasons so justify. 

D. Cost.effectiveness- the proposed service shall: 

1. Not duplicate other existing transportation services or resources. 
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2. Consider opportunities for coordinating amount adjoining public entities or with 
private transportation providers and/or funding agencies in order to maximize 
existing resources (including financial) as well as legal or customary 
responsibilities of other entities such as social service agencies, religious 
organizations and schools. 

3. Not adversely affect the operator's ability to meet the required ratio of fare 
revenue to operating cost after two full Fiscal Years of operations. 

4. Meet a productivity level of 80% of the average number of passengers per hour 
for similar services being operated within the frrst two full Fiscal Years of 
operation unless overriding reasons so justify. 

E. Operational feasibility - The proposed service must be safe to operate, including the 
operation of vehicles on adequately maintained roadways. 
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SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885·4407 Web: www.sanbog.co.gov Working Together ~ 

I 
RANBPORTATION 

MEABUREI 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 20 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearings and Findings 

Recommendation: • That the Board acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission: 

Background: 

• 

1. Review the testimony from the September 2012 Unmet Transit Needs Public 
Hearings. 

2. Adopt Resolution No. 13-043 making Unmet Transit Needs Findings. 

This item was reviewed and approved by San Bernardino Associated 
Governments Board of Directors meeting on April 11, 2013. However, 
Resolution No. 13-043 was not included in the Board agenda packet. Therefore, 
this item is again presented to the Board, so the resolution may be properly 
adopted. 

During September 2012, SANBAG, acting as the County Transportation 
Commission, held two public hearings for the Mountain/Desert Region in the 
San Bernardino County in response to the Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) requirement to obtain testimony regarding unmet transit needs that can be 
reasonably met (PUC Sections 99238.5 and 99401.5). The first meeting was held 

Approved 
Board of Dirtctor:r 

Date:--~------

Moved: Second.· 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:------ --------

I coo I ere I x I cr A] I SAFE I I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRDI307b·nS 
Attachment: hu n:J/ponal. 'ianhag.l-J. go...-hmnnt/ APR ·M gmnt/Sharcdf:t 20Docu rnent~Rc$~f·20 I 3043 .d ocx 

http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/directors/brd2013/brd1307/Agendaltems/BRD1306bl· ns.docx 
http://portal.sa nbag.ca.gov /mgmt/com m1ttee/ directors/brd2013/brd 1307/Agenda ltems/BRD1306b2 -ns. pdf 
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on September 17, 2012, in Hesperia, covering the upper desert and the second 
meeting was held on September 27, 2012, in Joshua Tree covering the lower 
desert region. The governing bodies of the Victor Valley Transit Authority 
(VVTA) and the Morongo Basin Transit Authority (MBTA) served as the hearing 
boards. 

Attachment A provides the defmitions of "unmet transit needs" and "reasonable 
to meet" that were adopted by the Commission on August 1, 2012. Attachment B 
provides a summary of the testimony received and recommended staff response 
The definitions have been used to determine the recommended formal fmdings 
contained in Resolution No. 13-043. Attachment Cis Resolution No. 13-043 that 
contains the formal fmdings from the public hearing process. 

Upper Desert Region 
Victor Valley Transit Authority Service Area: 
• Service expansion requests, to increase service frequency and coverage; 
• Service connectivity and fare structure; 
• Additional bus stop requests at the Juvenile Detention Center, Santiago 

mobile home estates and on Route 43 as well as a general request shelters and 
benches through the service area; 

• Adding Sunday Service; 
• Service expansion for Lucerne Valley and Outlying Area; 
• Service Performance; 
• Down-the-Hill Transportation Service; 
• Service Animal Policy; 
• Driver Stop Announcement; and 
• North Desert/Barstow Area would like to see a subsidized fare for the low

income population. 

Lower Desert 
Morongo Basin Transit Authority Service Area: 
• Service expansion requests to Banning/Beaumont, to Johnson Valley and 

Wonder Valley and Landers Loop; 
• Preventative Maintenance concerns related to seatbelts, signals and general 

maintenance of the bus; 
• Ready Ride concerns related to wheel-chair position in a vehicle, waiting 

time, missed pick-ups, and carry-on package policy; 
• On-Time Performance; 
• Adding Sunday Service; 
• Bus Stop Improvements, including shelters, for stops on existing routes; and 
• Rider compliments. 
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During this hearing process, it was determined and is recommended that a finding 
of unmet needs can reasonably be met and that VVTA be directed to implement 
Sunday Service potentially in conjunction with other service modifications. In 
accordance with the TDA farebox exemption statute which allows for up to three 
years to test new services before applying minimum farebox standards, it is also 
recommended that VVTA use at least a two-year trial period to operate and 
market this new service. It is important to note that during the past seven (7) 
unmet needs hearings adding Sunday service was a major request. During 
previous hearings, VVT A was not able to reasonably meet this request due to the 
expenses to revenue and the ability to generate sufficient ridership. At this time 
VVTA has the ability to implement this service without a major impact to their 
budget and is looking towards implementing Sunday service that will best 
generate the most ridership. 

Financial Impact: This item has no direct financial impact on the adopted budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel has reviewed this item and the Resolution. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRD1307b-ns 
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Attachment A 

Definitions of"Unmet Transit Needs" and 
"Reasonable to Meet" adopted by the San Bernardino 

County Transportation Commission Board of Directors in January 2008 

Unmet Transit Needs: Unmet transit needs are any deficiency in the provision of public transit 
services, specialized transit service or private for-profit and non-profit transportation. 

Reasonable to Meet: Reasonable to meet is a determination to be made based upon the following 
guidelines, performance and fmancial standards: 

BRD1306bl-ns 

A. Community acceptance - The proposed service has community acceptance and 
support as determined by the Unrnet Transit Needs public hearing record, the 
inclusion of adopted programs and plans, the adoption of governing board positions 
and other existing information. 

B. Timing 

1. The proposed service shall be in response to an existing rather than future need. 

2. The proposed service shall be implemented consistent with the timing for federal 
and state grant approval if such a grant is the most appropriate primary method of 
funding. 

C. Equity - the proposed service shall: 

1. Not unreasonably discriminate against or in favor of any particular segment of the 
community. 

2. Not result in reduced service levels for other parts of the transit system that have 
equal or higher priority. 

3. Require a subsidy per passenger generally equivalent to a 120% of similar 
services being operated within the first two full Fiscal Years of operation unless 
overriding reasons so justify. 

D. Cost effectiveness - the proposed service shall: 

1. Not duplicate other existing transportation services or resources. 
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2. Consider opportunities for coordinating amount adjoining public entities or with 
private transportation providers and/or funding agencies in order to maximize 
existing resources (including fmancial) as well as legal or customary 
responsibilities of other entities such as social service agencies, religious 
organizations and schools. 

3. Not adversely affect the operator's ability to meet the required ratio of fare 
revenue to operating cost after two full Fiscal Years of operations. 

4. Meet a productivity level of 80% of the average number of passengers per hour 
for similar services being operated within the first two full Fiscal Years of 
operation unless overriding reasons so justify. 

E. Operational feasibility - The proposed service must be safe to operate, including the 
operation of vehicles on adequately maintained roadways. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
Sao Bernardino Associated Governments 

Transportation Development Act- Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearing 
Upper Desert Region - September 17, 2012 

Testimonv Resoonse 
Note: CommenJs Include botfl tGtimony given Ill tbe YJIT A public llmring on September 17, 2012 Df' otllerwue prowdetlln wrlJlng kJ SANBAG. 

SERVICE EXPANSION REQUESTS 

Service Frequency and Coverage 
• Need to extend the Y2 hour frequency to S :30 a.m. on Route 31 and 

Route45. 
Terry Martini, Adelanto 

Peggy Funk, via email 
• Increased frequency to every ~ hour is needed on Routes 41 and 52. 

Terry Martini, AdelanJo 
• Connections from Route 23 to Routes 40, 41, or 47 are difficult 

because of the 1 hour headway. Need to shorten route 23 and create a 
bus that stays in the area. 

Robert Hanna, Lucerne Valley 
• Need for NTC route to add Barstow Jr. High School as a drop-off 

and p/u location 
Donette Kendall, Apple Valley 

Debra Petrillo, Barstaw 
• Need for earlier and later buses and more frequent routes, especially 

on routes that service schools 
Hasan Hasan, Adelanto 

Alyssa Hackett, Apple Valley 
• Suggests that a small circulator be created for residents of Just Ranch 

and Spring Valley to travel to the Apple Valley shopping areas. 
Teresa Olivo, Dept. of Aging and Adult Services 

• No service to Brewster Park or the trailer park at Waterloo and Dale 
Evans. Nearest stop is a mile away 

Lia Hamilton. Apple Valley 

• Need a bus that can deviate and service the medical facilities on 
Corwin 

Lia Hamilton, Apple Valley 

CRTC1306b2-ns 

These recommendations for incret~Ud stnicefnquency, gretlier 
coverage and more days of opertll/on are being assessed and addressed 
through the Comprehensive Operational Analysis (COA) that VVTA is 
currently conducting. An in-depth analysis of most as peas of VVT A's 
services, its recommendations provides a long~tcnn plan for VVTA for 
the next five to seven years. The COA recommendations will be 
available for public corrunent early in 20 13. 
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T estimoay I Response 
Note: Co~~~~~Wnls Include both tatlmony gl~~en aJ the WTA public lletlring on Septembu 17, J012 of' othuwlse prot~IUd /11 wtil/ng to SAN BAG. 

Service Connections aod Fares 

• Need for improved connectivity between buses. Currently missing 
transfers during peak hours 

• Deviation route to Hesperia Lake is too expensive 
Lee Ann Mercer, Hesperia 

Juvenile Detention Center Service Request 

• A stop is needed at the High Desert Juvenile Detention Center-
21101 Dale Evans Parkway, Apple Valley. Visitors, largely parents 
and many dependent upon public transit, travel here on Monday 
through Thursday for visiting hours from 4:30p.m. to 9 p.m. There 
are II 0 minors housed at the facility and 30 to 40 family members 
visit weekly. 

Peter Bockman 
High De£ert Juvenile Detention and Assessment Center 

Sunday Service 

• Riders need [restomtion of] Sunday service in order do shopping. go 
to the mall, phannacy to get medicine, go to church and go to work 
and maintain independence. 

Laura Mancha, Rolling Start 
Terry Martini, Adelanto 

Robert Hanna, Lucerne Valley 
Cruz Vizcaino, Victorville 

Hasan Hasan, Adelanto 
Alyssa Hackett, Apple Valley 

These issues of senic~ connectivity and fare structure are being 
assessed and addressed through the Comprehensive Operational Analysis 
(COA) that VVT A is currently conducting. An in-depth analysis of most 
aspects ofVVTA's services, its recommendations will provide for a long
tenn plan for VVT A for the next five to seven years. The COA 
rcconunendations will be available for public comment early in 2013. 

This facility is approximately 6 miles beyond Route 40's Wanaque/ 
Serrano and Carlisle stops, at its northernmost locations. At present, it is 
not feasible to serve the Detention Center. However, VVTA is 
encouraged to consider future year tripper-type services that might 
provide periodic service, perhaps just several nights a week, if other 
northward Apple Valley destinations can also be served. 

Further, facility administrators may wish to pursue vehicle donation 
opportunities - through VVTA -where visiting parents could 
conceivably be met at the Route 40 stops. The Detention Center would 
become responsible for maintaining and opemting the vehicle, to assist 
family members in malcing connections to or from available public transiL 
If no such vehicle was anticipated from the VVTA vehicle replacement 
program. the Detention Center may be eligible for a capital project 
through the March 2013 High Desert JARC/ New Freedom grant cycle. 

Rec:onunend that this is a finding of unmet need that can reasonably 
be met and that the VVf A be directed to implement Sunday service, 
potentially in c:onjWlction with other service modifications that are 
recommended through the COA process. In accordance with the TDA 
tare box exemption statute which allows for up to three years to test new 
services before applying minimwn fare box standards, SANBAG 
recommends at least a two-year trial period to operate and markc:t this 
new service. 

It is further recommended that the specific operational design be 
focused on serving work and work-related trips, such as retail jobs where 
employees have Sunday shifts. Addition of Sunday service often creates 
increased weekday ridership as well 
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Testimony Respoue 
Note: Comments In dude both tesdmony given Ill the JIJIT A public lrt!llrlng on Seplember 17, 2012 or olhuwlse provldl!t/111 wrllilfg to SAN BAG. 

Lucerne Valley and Outlying Area Service Request 
• Need extended late night service in Lucerne Valley after 7pm 

especially during the minor league baseball season in Adelanto for 
the Mavericks games. 

• Route 23 only services Foothill and Mesa on return from Apple 
Valley and makes for a I Yl hour trip. 

• Cum:ntly no return trip from Lucerne to Foothill, Mesa. Esmeralda 
and CrystaJ Creek roads. 

Robert Hanna, Lucerne Valley 
Service Performance 

• Missed coMections with deviated route from route 40. Stranded after 
missing deviation pick-up on last bus of the evening. put to voice 
mail. No one was manning the phone after hours. 

• Lia Hamilton, Apple Valley 

Down-the-Hill Transportation Service 
• Lifeline service is helpful, but down-the-hill services is needed more 

than three times per week 
Lee Ann Mercer, Hesperia 

B-V Link services is very helpful in getting low-income people ftom 
Barstow to Apple Valley [and now on to the San Bernardino Valley]. 

Sheri Randolph, Desert Manna 

These rec:ommendations for additional service to Lucerne Vlllley and 
outlying aru services are being assessed and addressed through the 
Comprehensive Operational Analysis{COA) that VVTA is currently 
conducting. COA recommendations will be available for public 
comment early in 20 I 3. 

VVT A •s COA will address service perfonnance matters and will make 
specific recommendations to improve service reliability. 

Additionally, VVT A is directed to review any safe-ride-home practices, 
including procedures and timing of dispatch at the end of the day and in 
communication protocols between paratraosit and faxed-route dispatch. 

Such procedures, and any last run procedural clarifications, should be 
commwticated to the ridership in a variety of ways. 

The new service between Barstow, Victorville and San Bernardino, 
called the B-V Link was initiated in January 20 I I and expanded Oct. I ... 
20 I 2 to originate in Fort Irwin National Training Center. Three days a 
week, there are two daily roundtrips from Fort irwin and fOW" daily round 
trips between Vtetorville and the San Bernardino Valley Operating 
grants to make this possible only fund the Lifeline service at its current 
three-day-a-week schedule. This service was a recommendation of the 
2009 Victor Valley Long Distance Commuter Needs .Assus~nL That 
study concluded that there was insufficient demand to support a VVT A 
fixed-route commuter service. 

VVTA's new van pool service commenced this fall to address down
the-hill trip needs for work and other coounute purposes and is proving 
highly successful. This also was a recommendation of the 2009 
Commuter Nuds Assessment. The program provides up to $400 
monthly to each vanpool riders' commuting expense. Early indications 
suggest this is being well utilized. 

The program will is now open to general public. For more 
infonnation. send an email to: vanpool@vvta.org 
Or visit www.vvta.org/vanoool 
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Testimony Response 
Note: Co~~~mmts In dude both testimony given 111 the fin' A public hmrlng on Sqtonbu 17, 2012 or otherwise provltkd In wrllillg to SAN/JAG. 

North Desert/ Barstow Area 

• B-V Link services is very helpful in getting low-income people from 
Barstow to various destinations. However there is still a need for 
free transportation- Desert Manna was initially provided with 50 
free round trip tickets that were helpful but the organization has no 
funds with which to purchase more. 

• Need more subsidized fares for the low-income population that uses 
the BV -Link. These fares, while low for the general public, are still 
difficult for those of lowest income who need to use health care 
services in the San Bernardino Valley. 

Sheri Randolph, Desert Manna 

BUS STOP AMENITIES- Benches/ New Stops/ 
Wheelchair Pads 

• More shelters and benches to aid the travel of persons with 
disabilities 

Laura Mancha, &/ling Start 

• A stop is needed at the Santiago Mobile Home Estates. Clear 
cemented area near High School 

Florence Macy, Apple Valley 

• Stop on Route 43 past Nisqually is just dirt and when it rains 
someone will get stuck in the mud. 

Florence Macy, Apple Valley 

With regard to B-V Link fares, public transit programs cannot 
routinely provide free fare tickets - initial promotion was a time-Umited 
exception. And unfortunately the grant funding supporting the BV Link 
explicitly disallows providing ongoing funds for fare subsidy or fare card 
purchasing with transit funding. The human service agency is encouraged 
to seek philanthropic fimding for this. 

VVT A is encouraged to review the B-V Link fare structure within its 
COA analysis, given that the B-V Link ridership has been solid and actual 
operating experience exists, to report on its fare box recovery rate. 
Current fares approximate 20 cents per mile for these long trip legs. The 
fare structure should be reviewed at the fiscal year end, in the context of 
the high ridership levels the service has attracted. Unfortunately, it is not 
feasible to comply with state law regarding minimwn fare box 
requirements and offer fare reductions or discowtt group ridership rates. 

Finally, Desert Manna administrators may wish to pursue gnmt 
funding to secure a vehicle to provide trips that cannot be served by 
public transportation. The agency could pursue procuring a donated 
vehicle from VVTA to meet some ofits consumers' trip needs. Also it is 
eligible for the March 2013 vehicle grant program. FT A 5310 state-level 
competition that Caltrans manages. 

VVT A Administrators should undertake improvements that may be 
possible to existing stops within currently budgeted funds. The COA is 
expected to provide recommendations by which to prioritize bus stop 
improvements. 

Additionally, for stop improvements that cannot otherwise be funded, 
VVTA should continue to work with the Cities to make application for 
JARC/ New Freedom fimding during the next funding cycle and to 
SANBAG's Title Ill call for projects. Both grant programs will be 
making funds available during 2013. Such stop improvements are 
eligible projects for both funding sources. 
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Testimony Response ' 

Note: Comments In dude both tutimon1 given at the J'YT A p~~bllc hsrlng on September 11, 2012 or otlrerwlse provldtd In wriling to SANBAG. 

Driver Stop Announcement 
VVT A is directed to ensure its contractor undertakes additional driver 

• Drivers are sometimes reluctant to announce the next stop which is training to address and review existing policy with regard to federal 

difficult for those that are visually impaired. Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) stop annoWlCenlent requirements 

Laura Mancha, Rolling Start and with respect to service animal regulations. 

Resources to facilitate this include excellent training tools available 
Service Animal Policy through Easter Seal's Project Action and regulatory summaries from FI' A 

and the US Dept. of Civil Rights: 
• Operators must recognize that service animals are not pets and play a 

vital role in the life of the person who relies upon them. Project Ac:tioa -
Laura Mancha, Rolling Start ADA Slop Announc~nt Progrtun: Tralniltg Transit Operalors 11nd 

Supervisors on Clllling Out Stops 
http;/lbussa[ety.fta.dot.goy/uploads/resource/3174 filename 

Federal Traasit Admlaistration-
ADA Regullllory Changes- Fact Sheet {Updald Mlly20II) 
http://www .ada.gov/regs2Q I O/factsbeetsltjtle2 factshecLhtm! 

US Dept. Civil Rights DMsioD -
ADA 2010 Revisl!ll ServkeAifilnGI Requlrenumts 
htto:/i\\WW.Mi!·gQv/service anim!!l! 2010.htm 



w 

'""' ..... 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
Transportation Development Ad- Uomet Traosit Needs Public Heariog 

Morongo Basin/Lower Desert Regioo - September 27, 2012 

Morongo Basin/ Lower Desert Re2ion 
Testimony ResPOase 

Note: Comments inc/utk both testimony given at the MBT.A public hearing on September 17, 20/2 or otherwise provided in writing to SAN BAG. 

Concerned about vehicle preventative maintenance on the bus; bus 
signal for stopping may not be working; wants to ensure that bus 
driver is not responsible for everything. 

Concerned about safety and seat belts, needing better seat belts for 
persons in wheel chairs which use two spaces but only one wheelchair 
seatbelt seems to be available. Concerned this will not be enough to 
stop a wheelchair [in the event of a bus accident]. 

Debra Sands, Yucca Valley 
SERVICE TO OUTLYING AREAS-

Wonder Valley and Johnson Valley 

Reach·Out 29 is concerned about unmet transportation needs due to 
cuts in the budget of San Bernardino County DAAS [Dept. of Aging 
and Adult Services]. We are seeing significant needs in Wonder 
Valley, among other areas outside of Morongo Basin communities 
along 29 Palms Highway: 

• Along dirt roads in three miles from nearest paved roads 
• To destinations that include medical apts. / doctors• offices. 

Robin Schlosser, Reach·Out Morongo 
Johnson Valley, even service once daily to and from the Johnson 
Valley Improvement Association would be extremely helpful. 

Atia Baig, DA.A.Sjor Betty Munson, Gloria Williams, 
John Withrow and Marilyn Kuder of Johnson Valley 

Desiring Johnson Valley service beyond the existing terminus of Rt. 
21 at Linn Rd. and Highway 24. 

William Jenson, Landers 

MBTA vehicle maintenance follows all Federal Transit 
Administration and California Highway Patrol prescribed 
requirements. MBTA maintenance practices are inspected annually by 
the California Highway Patrol wtder its terminal inspection program. 
MBT A currently holds a .. satisfactory" inspection certificate 
indicating no concerns. Additionally, all vehicles are subject to a 
mandatory internal Preventative Maintenance Schedules and daily 
preventative maintenance checks. 

MBT A is still working to implement and improve its core 
services, ensuring on·time performance and moving towards more 
frequent service and so cannot provide additional or expanded services 
to Johnson Valley or Wonder Valley at this time. 

Resources for these outlying areas include: 

I. MBTA's Route 34 on Tuesday and Wednesday mornings, for 
service within 17 miles to the east of Adobe Road on Amboy Rd.-
7 miles to the east on Hwy 62 near Godwin Rd. for trips to the 
north and south of those roads up to approx. two to three miles. 

2. The V-Trans and DAAS·aA:lrninistered volunteer driver mileage 
reimbursement program which recently received a grant from 
MBTA's TAG program for expanded service. 

SANBAG encourages the MBTA to track trip requests and 
demand levels from these areas over the next year to detennine 
whether additional service could have a reasonable prospect of 
meeting the agency's minimum productivity requirements and 
therefore be considered for implementation. 
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Morone.o Basin/ Lower Desert Reeion 
Testimony Response 

Note: Comments include both testimony given aJ the MBTA public hearing on September 17, 2012 or otherwise provided In writing to SA.NBAG. 

READY RIDE -Service Issues and Guidelines 

Ready Ride appears to have gone from a two-wheelchair position 
vehicle to a one-wheelchair position vehicle. 

Debra Sands, 
• ReadyRide- insufficient room for two persons in wheelchairs 

but Ready Ride wHI only accept a single wheelchair rider at a 
time. The second person has to wait for a return vehicle; need 
larger vehicles or more wheelchair capacity. 

• ReadyRide- each month on the first WJd third of the month 
when SSl and SSC checks come out; the two Ready Ride 
buses in Joshua Tree are often at capacity during these first 
days ofthe month. 

Phyllis /(jmes, Joshua Tree, as reported by Atia Baig, DAAS 

Ready Ride did not pick up an individual on three separate 
occasions in Yucca Valley. 

Atia Baig, DAAS 

DAR requires waiting at both ends of the trip; takes a big portion of the 
day to use DAR. 

/(Qri Grimes, Morongo Basin Senior Support Center 

DAR rider picked up with other riders who live in the north 40, far out of 
town. She is late because they are picked up first. Need an additional 
van so that people in town can be picked up together and those on 
outskirts picked up by themselves. 

Kathi &hmidl [via telephone] 

Wheekhair Positions and Capacity Problems on Ready Ride~ The 
mid-tenn changes include some service modifications which will 
introduce some modifications to service provision. However. the 
COA recommends no changes to the vehicle type which would have 
increased the number of wheel chair positions on MBTA vehicles. 

Dispatch staff will monitor passenger reservations and note when 
vehicle wheelchair boarding capacity is exceeded and invite riders to 
take a later trip. Similarly, riders are encouraged to travel in the mid
day, off-peak periods during these high use times to increase the 
likelihood of sufficient space on-board the vehicles. 

All MBTA Ready Ride vehicles are equipped with two mobility 
device securement locations. However, on rare occasions, the driver 
has encountered a situation where only one person in a wheelchair can 
be loaded at a time, due to the length of the mobility device. When 
this occurs, dispatch does its best to make arrangements for a rider that 
is inconvenienced. 

Ready Ride Trip Scheduling- MBT A dispatch will review and 
consider the ride-times of individual riders and if possible modify the 
size of the batched trips, if it seems that ride-times are becoming 
excessive. Passengers are encouraged to remember, however, that 
Ready Ride is a shared-ride service and cannot provide direct point-to
point transportation for individuals. 
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Morongo Basio/ Lower Desert Retdon 
Testimony Response 

Note: Comments include both te.rllmony given at the MBTA public hearing on Seplember 17, 2012 or otherwiJe provided in writing to SAN BAG. 

Ready Ride - Carry-on Package Policy 
Rider Policies Regarding Packages- MBTA policy currently allows 

Ready Ride- it would be helpful to increase the number of carry- six (6) grocery bags per rider. This is a generous policy and in light of 

on items; allowing six grocery bags would be helpful. the capacity issues for Ready Ride, it is not feasible to increase the 

Phyllis ./(jmes, Joshua Tree, as reported by Alia Baig, DAAS 
number of allowable cany-on items. Existing policy should be 
reviewed, in terms of how clearly it is communicated to rider, in print, 
on-line. and posted on the buses. 

ONT~EPERFORMANCE MBT A's recent COA did identify challenges experienced by the 
operator with regard to on-time perfonnance, noting a system-wide 

Sometimes buses are running early and they don't stop to wait If one level ofperfonnance of78 percent on-time. Sometimes when drivers 
is not at the stop the MBT A buses won't wait at the stop until the realize they will be running late, they may leave stops early to off-set 
scheduled departure time. later eroding schedules. The MBT A is in the process of 

Alia Baig, DAAS implementing COA reconunendations with regard to improving on-
time performance at the earliest possible timeframes and the schedules 
are being revised accordingly with appropriate advance notice of these 
changes to be provided the ridership public. 

LANDERS LOOP and WEEKEND SERVICE 
MBT A's COA provided for reconunendations for adding 

Saturday and Sunday service would be very helpful to residents. Sunday service and plans to do so effective July 1''. 2013. Some 
Atia Baig, DAAS increase in fares is expected to accompany this, the first fare increase 

Need more dial-a-ride service on Saturdays and Sundays. to the system since the late 1990's. 
Marv Lou Almond, Joshua Tree 

ROUTE30STEPSTOOL 
This Route is nonnally served by a low-floor bus which most 

It would be helpful if Route 30 could have a stepstoollike Route 31 does. riders can readily step into, negating the need for a stool. 
Regina Wagner, as reported by Teresa (MBTA) 
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Moroneo Basin/ Lower Desert Reeion 
TestimonY Response 

Note: Comments include both testimony given atlhe MBTA public hearing on September 17, 2012 or otherwise pravitkd in writing to SAN/JAG. 

BUS STOP/ TURN-oUT LANE 
A request has been made to County Land Use Planning that the 

Need a bus near Sunburst and Highway 62, near the anticipated Dollar Dollar General project provide this amenity. Such improvements are 
Tree Store. We need a safe tum-out lane making it safer for passengers outside of the authority of the MBT A. 
to get on or disembark the bus. 

Mary Lou Almond, Joshua Tree The Avalon and Paxton stop was evaluated by MBTA staff and 
Need a shelter at Avalon and Paxton as it is a very busy stop. stop improvements are not scheduled for this location. 

Janice Simes as reported by Teresa (MBTA) I 

SERVICE ROUTING AND FREQUENCY 

• Need more direct route between Joshua Tree FROM Twenty-nine AB noted, MBTA's Ready Ride program is a shared-ride service. 
Palms. While not as convenient as driving one's own vehicle, it does provide 

some level of transportation assistance. Dispatch is directed to review 

• Dial-a-Ride service takes a long time; riders have to wait a long time . passenger wait times to this facility to determine ifthere are any 
extended waits longer than the existing policy of pick-up window 
within 45 minutes of rider's scheduled pick-up times. 

• There is no stop near facility at all; seniors are walking a distance . 

• Increase the number of routes . The MBSCC is localed along the current Route 1 A. MBT A bas 

Kari Grimes, MoronJ!o Basin Senior Support Center, Yucca Vallev installed a stop and bench at this location. ' 

COMPLIMENTS 

- Many seniors use Dial-a-Ride; it is a wonderful service. 
- Thank you for the rides and the great service. Service compliments are always nice to receive and reflect the 
- Thank you for the drivers and dispatch. appreciation of the MBTA program and its drivers by its riders. 
- Residents of Morongo Basin appreciate the TREP mileage 

reimbursement program. 
Atia Baig, DAAS II Remna WaJ!1)er II Janice Simes 



• 

ATTACHMENT C 

RESOLUTION NO. 13-043 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION ADOPTING UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS FINDINGS BASED ON 

HEARINGS HELD IN SEPTEMBER 2012 

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission (SANBAG) is the 
designated transportation planning agency for San Bernardino County, and is therefore, 
responsible for the administration of funds under the Transportation Development Act (TDA). as 
amended; and 

WHEREAS. SANBAG adopted defmitions of "unrnet transit needs" and "reasonable to 
meet" during its regular meeting of July 6, 2011; and 

WHEREAS. SANBAG conducted two public hearings in September, 2012, to obtain 
testimony regarding unmet transit needs in the Mountain/Desert area of San Bernardino County; 
and 

WHEREAS, SANBAG has given consideration to: the testimony received during the 
public hearing process pursuant to California Public Utilities Code (PUC) Sections 99238 and 
99401.5; input from the Public and Specialized Transportation Advisory and Coordinating 
Council (PASTACC), the advisory council established pursuant to PUC Section 99238; the 
adequacy of public and specialized transportation contained in the most recently adopted 
Regional Transportation Plan; and the analysis of potential alternative public and specialized 
transportation services that would meet all or part of the transit demand. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission hereby fmds: 

I. There is one (1) unmet transit need that can be reasonably met within the Victor Valley 
Region of San Bernardino County provided that: 

• 

Resl3043 
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Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: --------------



Victor Valley Transit Authority {VVTA) be directed to implement Sunday service, 
potentially in conjunction with other service modifications that are recommended through 
the Comprehensive Operational Analysis process. In accordance with the TDA fare box 
exemption statute which allows for up to three years to test new services before applying 
minimum fare box standards, SANBAG recommends at least a two-year trial period to 
operate and market this new service. It is further recommended that the specific 
operational design be focused on serving work and work-related trips, such as retail jobs 
where employees have Sunday shifts. 

2. There are no unmet transit needs that can be reasonably met within the Morongo Basin, 
Lower Desert Region of San Bernardino County provided that Morongo Basin Transit 
Authority: 

Refer to MBTA's Comprehensive Operational Analysis needs' testimony received in this 
year's cycle for consideration in the context of analysis of the overall MBTA system. 

Approved by the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission at a regular meeting 
thereof held-------

Res13043 
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SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sonbog.ca.gov 
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TRANSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _....,.21......__ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Request for Proposal No. 14003, On-call Transit and Rail Services 

Recommendation: • That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission, 
authorize and approve release of Request for Proposal No. 14003 for qualified 
firms to provide On-call Transit and Rail Services. 

Background: To support the activities necessary to develop, study, plan, design, and implement 
a variety of projects, studies, and goals for SANBAG and other agencies, a bench 
of on-call consultants is needed to assist staff on an as-needed basis. It is the 
intent to select and contract with more than one consultant to provide these 
services which cover a broad spectrum, such as, project and program 
management, staff augmentation, engineering, planning, and construction 
management. 

• 

The duration of each contract will be five (5) years which follows SANBAG 
contracting policy. Individual projects would be assigned among the contract 
consultants to the frrm best qualified to conduct the specific work based upon 
expertise, experience, appropriate staffmg availability and cost effectiveness. 
Depending on the task and through the duration of the contract, one or more frrms 
will be requested to provide a scope and fee for said work. Based on 
qualifications of each firm for the task, staff will evaluate and determine which 
firm will be recommended for the task. This recommendation would be based on 
qualifications in keeping with state and federal regulations. However, should a 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I crc I x I cr A I x I sAFE I I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BR01307b-maa 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmVAPOR-MgmnVReguests%20for%20Proposals%20RFPs/RFPI40Q3%20Scope%20of%20Work.docx 
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finn's proposed fee be excessive as compared to the staff prepared Independent 
Cost Estimate (ICE), staff would then recommend a different fmn for the task. · 
Depending on the task, the fee may be a lump sum noHo-exceed or based on 
hourly rates, or possibly a combination. In some cases, there may be multiple 
fmns selected for a specific task, each providing qualifications that the other may 
not have. 

Some of the more specific immediate activities, per the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 
budget, include staff support to manage projects: construction support; studies to 
improve grade crossing safety on the Metrolink San Bernardino line; grade 
crossing replacements and improvements on the Redlands line; studies to extend 
Metrolink to the San Bernardino International Airport, and transit oriented 
developments; studies for security systems and services at all Metrolink station 
within the County; and the development of Short Range Transit Plans for the bus 
operators and SANBAG. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted budget for Fiscal Year 2013/2014. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have approved this item and reviewed the 
Scope of Work. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 
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GENERAL 

ATTACHMENT "A" 

RFP NO. 14003, On-Call for Transit and Rail Services 

SCOPE OF WORK 

The services to be provided by the Consultant for this Statement of Qualifications (SOQ) may 
include all work necessary from conceptual through implementation of railroad and non-railroad 
transit projects and other transit corridor planning projects. The Consultant will provide a 
variety of services that in general include but not limited to, rail and transit systems, multi-modal 
and transit centers, rail and transit maintenance facilities, support facilities, and non-motorized 
systems; program, project, and construction management; staff augmentation; planning, 
environmental, design as well as construction support; development/entitlement projects and 
evaluations; studies, analyses, and other general services. 

The Authority may require any of the following services to be completed by the Consultant(s); 
however, since the frequency, quantity, and dollar value of each service listed below is uncertain, 
the services have been divided into two groups. Tier 1 services are those that will most likely be 
needed during the term of the contract and Tier 2 are those that may be needed at a later date. 
The proposer shall submit all necessary documentation required in this SOQ to support their 
respective qualifications that meet the needs of the Tier 1 services. These at a minimum should 
include staff resumes and related project experience that link staff to the projects. For Tier 2, the 
proposer shall demonstrate their ability to add the necessary firms and personnel at a later date 
for the required services. The Consultant does not need to identify finn, personnel, and related 
project experience at this time for the Tier 2 services. However, any addition of frrms and 
personnel that would be needed for Tier 2 services, as well as Tier 1, would be subject to 
Authority's approval meeting all contractual requirements. 

Following is a list of general categories for Tier 1 and Tier 2 services that may be required. For 
each category below, whether for Tier 1 or Tier 2, example references of typical tasks are shown 
but may not depict all tasks necessary to deliver the required services by the Authority. Other 
supporting tasks may be required by the Authority for each Contract Task Order as necessary to 
perform the required work. 

Tier 1 
For this Tier, the Consultant(s) will most likely support the Authority with regard to, but not 
limited to, the construction activities for the San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) 
and the San Bernardino Transit Center (SBTC), some elements of the Redlands Passenger Rail 
Project (RPRP) program management, and various studies current and potentially identified by 
the Authority. Construction management for DSBPRP and SBTC has already been procured. 

• Program and Project Management and Staff Augmentation 
o Develop, manage, and administer projects and programs, for such tasks as scope, costs, 

schedules, fmance, and contracts. Write agenda items and make presentations to 
SANBAG committees and Board of Directors. 
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o Support interagency and intra-agency coordination and public outreach including the 
preparation of presentation materials, making presentations, preparation of outreach 
materials, attending meetings, and assisting staff and other consultants. 

o Assist in coordinating programs and projects with agencies such as Federal Transit 
Administration, Federal Railroad Administration, Southern California Regional Rail 
Authority, BNSF, County of San Bernardino, other county transportation commissions 
and authorities, transit agencies, cities, utility agencies and companies, and other local, 
regional, state, and federal agencies and stakeholders. 

o Contract Management - Support in procurements of other consultants and construction 
contractors on varying projects, including assistance with project delivery and contract 
administration. Prepare and manage third-party agreements, consultant agreements, 
amendments, independent cost estimates, scopes of work, Requests for 
Proposals/Qualifications, and Invitations For Bid 

o Project Controls - Create and monitor Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) 
program. Create, update, manage, and maintain the Authority document control system. 

o Grant writing, administration, and reporting, and preparation of supporting 
documentation. 

o Transportation Development Act (TDA) - Development of TDA procedure manual and 
training and performing TDA performance audits of the six county transit operators and 
ofSANBAG. 

o Provide assistance with FTA grantee and contracting compliance requirements. 
o Review requests by third-parties effecting Authority's assets such as railroad rights-of

way, facilities, and other Authority owned properties and interests. 
o All other services as requested by Authority. 

• Planning/Analysis - Rail and transit and systems and supporting elements, alternative 
analyses, fmancial analyses, system and traffic modeling and analyses, ridership modeling, 
Rail Traffic Control (RTC) modeling, and FTA New Starts and Small Starts; land use 
analyses, site development entitlements and designs, transit oriented developments; 
preparation of Short Range Transit Plans (SRTP), Long Range Transit Plans (LRTP), and 
Title VI reports. 

• Environmental - Reports, surveys, mitigation, conceptual analysis, design, and construction 
support for such items as air quality, biology, cultural resources, archaeology, hazardous 
materials and waste, noise and vibration, paleontology, and Section 4(f). Development of 
CEQA and NEP A documentation and reports. 

• Engineering and Maintenance - Planning, conceptual designs, preliminary engineering, 
PS&E, maintenance, and operations for such tasks as track design, transit and rail systems 
and stations, systems, communications and signals (C&S), video surveillance, safety 
systems, public address systems, transit and rail maintenance facilities, railroad maintenance 
of way (MOW), maintenance of equipment (MOE), and design support during construction. 

• Construction Management - All services for transit and rail projects for stations, platforms, 
bridges, buildings, track, grade crossings; architectural, civil, structural, electrical, 
mechanical, and geotechnical; communications and signals; material testing, estimating, 
scheduling, constructability reviews, and construction staking. 

• Security system analyses/interface and upgrades. 

• Geotechnical - investigations, reports, testing, and construction support. 
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• Hydraulics and Hydrology - drainage studies and design, floodplain mapping, erosion 
control, and water quality management. 

• Utility Agency Coordination- Investigation, coordination, pot-holing, designs, studies, and 
relocations. 

• Surveying- Topography, boundary, and construction staking surveys; preparation of record 
maps, as-builts, right-of-way documentation; and aerial photography and topography. 

• Right-of-Way - Acquisitions, appraisals, legal descriptions and plats; licenses, easements, 
and leases; condemnation, negotiations, and notary public services. 

• Public Projects - Support Authority with third-party highway grade crossings, grade 
separation improvements, and bike trails. 

• Other duties as assigned and for which general planning, engineering, and construction 
support expertise is required. 

Tier2 

• Architecture/Building Design/Interior Design 

• Landscape Architecture and Irrigation 

• Urban design 

• Bus transit studies and analyses 

• Entitlements 

• Prepare, modify, or update standards, standard plans, design standards, manuals, as-built 
drawings, track charts, etc. 

• Overhead Cantenary Systems (OCS) and traction power systems. 

• Preparation of rail and transit operations RPFs. 
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ATTACHMENT "B" 

SOQ 14002 

Fiscal Year 2014 Projects 

Projects Budgeted by Authority for FY14 

On-call consultants may be given Contract Task Orders to provide the necessary services to 
implement the following projects. Additional projects and services may be requested for 
Fiscal Year 2014 as well as subsequent fiscal years during the life of the consultant's contract. 
The general description of each task. 

• Staff Augmentation - Additional Authority staff support for Construction Management of the 
Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project and San Bernardino Transit Center. Other 
miscellaneous support to Authority staff for various projects. 

• San Bernardino International Airport Rail Access Study - An extension of Metrolink 
approximately two miles to the airport. 

• Metrolink Station Security Study- Evaluate security options for the seven existing Metrolink 
stations within the County. 

• Authority's Short Range Transit Plan- SRTP covering SANBAG's own projects and the 
operations and projects of the county transit operators. 

• Agency Consolidation Study - Consolidation one or more of the transit providers into 
SANBAG or amongst themselves. 

• San Gabriel Subdivision Grade Crossing Safety Study- Evaluation and recommendations for 
improvements to grade crossings. 

• Redlands Subdivision Grade Crossing Improvements - Preparation of construction 
documents for the replacement of crossings. 

• Redlands Subdivision Grade Crossing Improvement Construction Over-site of Third-party 
Projects - Provide construction management for third-parties projects. 

• Metrolink Station and Transit Center Land Use Analysis -Evaluation of potential use for 
development along rail corridors. 
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•. Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
JL ..... •-"""!•o..~o.. 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 88.4-8276 Fax: (909) 885-.4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

Working Together ~ 
' 

NBPORTAnON 
MEABUREI 

• San Bemcrdlno County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 22 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Contracts granting and rescinding certain rights of entry and licenses to cross San 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission railroad right-of-way with Joshua Grading, Charter 
Communications, Omnitrans, Griffith/Comet JV (Joint Venture), City of San 
Bernardino and City of Rialto. 

Recommendation: • That the Board acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Authority and 
the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

• 

1. Approve Contract No. R13162 with Joshua Grading granting a license 
agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of Upland mile post 101.77; 

2. Approve Contract No. R13163 with the Charter Communications granting a 
license agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of Rancho Cucamonga mile post 97.72; 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I I ere I x I cr A I x I sAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 

BRDI307a-mmm 
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bttpj/lponal .sanbng.ca.gov/mgmt/ APOR-Mgmnt/Sbared%20Documents/R 13164.docx 
http://oonal .sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/ APOR-Mgmnt/Sbared%20Documents/R I 3166.docx 
http://oortal.sanbag.cagov/mgmt/ APOR-Mgmnt/Shared%20Documcnts/R J 3 J 65.docx 
http;//ponal.sanhag.cacov/mgmt/ APOR-M gmnt/Shared%20Documents/R 13 I 67 .docx 
http://oonal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/APOR· Mgmnt/Shared%20Documents/R 13161.docx 
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Background: 

BRD1307a·mmm 

3. Approve Contract No. R13164 with Omnitrans granting a license agreement 
on the Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of San Bernardino 
mile post 1.0; 

4. Rescind Contract No. R13113 with Griffith/Comet JV (Joint Venture) 
granting a right-of-entry onto Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

5. Approve Contract No. R13166 with Griffith/Comet JV (Joint Venture) 
granting a right-of-entry onto Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

6. Rescind Contract No. R13112 with the City of San Bernardino granting a 
license agreement on the Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

7. Approve Contract No. R13165 with the City of San Bernardino granting a 
license agreement on the Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0; 

8. Approve Contract No. R13167 with the City of Rialto granting a license 
agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of Rialto mile post 86.4 east; 

9. Approve Contract No. R13161 with the City of Rialto granting a license 
agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, 
City of Rialto mile post 86.4 west. 

Between 1991 and 1993, San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 
acquired the Baldwin Park branch line, the Pasadena Subdivision, and the 
Redlands branch line, all railroad rights-of-way, for its commuter rail program. 
Following the acquisition of these rail assets, in 1994, SANBAG contracted with 
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) to 
provide property management services. During 2011, SANBAG went through a 
procurement process to bid the services provided by the LACMT A and on 
May 4, 2011, the Board awarded Contract No. C11206 to Epic Land Solutions. 

Historically, the management services provided to SANBAG by LACMTA have 
included: environmental due diligence, management of leases, licenses and 
easements, weed abatement and trash removal, preparing agreements and licenses 
for utilities and street crossings of the right-of-way, and marketing surplus 
property. To expedite the provision of these services, SANBAG provided the 
LACMTA power-of-attorney to handle these matters on SANBAG's behalf. 
SANBAG's rail assets portfolio includes approximately one-thousand fifty 
(1,050) licenses, leases, and agreements that generate roughly $400,000 in annual 
revenue. The revenues generated by SANBAG's rail assets are used to fund 
improvements related to the rail system. Examples of past projects include the 
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restoration of the San Bernardino Depot, San Bernardino Parking Structure, and 
the restoration of the Upland Lemon Grower's Warehouse. 

When SANBAG re-procured these services last year, SANBAG did not grant 
Epic Land Solutions, Inc. (Epic) power-of-attorney. Consequently, this 
Board action is required to authorize SANBAG to enter into or amend any new or 
existing license, lease, or agreement for the use of SANBAG's property. 

The Joshua Grading & Excavation license agreement R13162 to be granted will 
be for storage and parking on SANBAG's rail right-of-way property in the 
City of Upland, approximately 20,000 Sq. Ft. 

Charter Communications R13163 is requesting a license agreement for an 
overhead crossing on SANBAG's rail right-of-way m the 
City of Rancho Cucamonga, approximately 1,000 Sq. Ft. 

Omnitrans R13164 is seeking a license agreement for an underground and street 
level crossing on SANBAG's rail right-of-way in the City of San Bernardino, 
approximately 5,520 Sq. Ft. This work will be for the sbX project currently under 
construction. 

The Griffith/Comet JV R13166 needs a right-of-entry agreement on SANBAG's 
rail right-of-way to perform the work needed for the Omnitrans license agreement 
described above. 

The license agreement with the City of San Bernardino R13165 is the same 
location as the Omnitrans license agreement. This license agreement will need to 
be approved by the City Council when they approve the sbX project as a whole. 

Lastly, the City of Rialto R13167 is requesting a license agreement for an 
underground crossing on the SANBAG rail right-of-way in the City of Rialto, 
approximately 1,000 Sq. Ft on the east side of the tracks. 

A second license agreement with the City of Rialto R13161 is also for an 
underground crossing on the SANBAG rail right-of-way in the City of Rialto, 
approximately 1,000 Sq. Ft but is on the west side of the tracks. 

Each license does allow SANBAG to terminate the license with thirty (30) days 
prior written notice. Additionally, in some instances an administrative fee is 
applicable and will be given to Epic for preparation of the license agreements. 

It is necessary to refme the boiler-plate license agreements. Staff is currently 
working with General Counsel to develop a policy governing future licenses, 
leases and agreements for SANBAG.'s right-of-way and property. Options would 
likely include a range from continuing to present each new or amended agreement 
to the Board for action or by creating boilerplate documents approved by the 
Board that could be executed by the Executive Director or his designee. 
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Financiallmpact: Approval of this item will result in the payment of $1,500 one-time (1) 
administration fee to Epic Land Solutions, Inc. for the following agreements; 
Charter Communications. Omnitrans, Griffith/Comet JV, City of San Bernardino 
(paid by Omnitrans under R 13164 ), and both agreements with the City of Rialto. 
Additionally Charter Communications will be charged an annual license fee of 
$2,000. Joshua Grading & Excavation, Inc will not be charged an administration 
fee. SANBAG will incur these charges; the license agreement is to the betterment 
of SANBAG and will reduce other charges that would have occurred without the 
license agreement. There will be a $2,000 annual license fee for Joshua Grading 
& Excavation, Inc. these fee's will be partially offset by a $1,500 a month 
reduction for property maintenance on adjoining SANBAG right-of-way. The net 
payment for the license will be $500 monthly. 

All fees will be collected by Epic on behalf of SANBAG and retained in the 
SANBAG rail assets trust account until the funds are transmitted to SANBAG's 
fmance department. The revenue may be budgeted in subsequent Fiscal Years for 
projects that benefit SANBAG's rail systems/assets. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and the license 
agreements and right-of-entry agreements .. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 
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SAN BAG ..... CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. R 13162 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and Joshua Gradeing & Excavation,lnc 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description License Agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision Mile Post 101.77 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10,2013 

Overview of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. R13l62 with Joshua Grading granting a license 
agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of Upland mile post 101.77 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

~~~~~-CONTRACT~OV.ERV.IEW~f~~~~~a 
Original Contract Amount s 500.00 Original Contingency Amount s 
Revised Contract Amount s Revised Contingency Amount s 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ Contingency Amendment s 
TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE s 500.00 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY(contract value+ contingency) s 500.00 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/10/13 6/30!18 
Has the contract term been amended? 1:81 No []Yes- please explain. 

~~ .• > ,. · . 'lrl.~:r.y~'JE~.~-;.·FINANCIAIC INFORMATION! ' 
[81 Budget authority for this contract currently exists In Task No. 0377. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

0 Federal Funds I 0 State Funds 1181 Local Funds I 0 TDA Funds I 0 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 

D Payable 181 Receivable 

. -~: "'. CONTRACT MANAGEMENT: INFORMATION 
Check all applicable boxes: 

D Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal _ % 

TAk Manager (Print Name) 
rJddct Zu d2k 

Dir. of Fund Admin. & Prowamming (Print Name) 
-:\=<;f/e.rv /1. 'II 

Contract Adminiltrator (Print Name) 
l:ffi sl Ab111 tg S) J( 

ChieinanCiafOfficer (Pri~ Name) 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. R 13163 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and Charter Communications 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description Ucense Agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision Mile Post 97.72 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 
Overview_of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. R13163 with the Charter Communications granting a 
license agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of Rancho Cucamonga mile 
post 97.72. 
Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

Ill .... --.... '!""" . '" - ..... . -~~' .. CONTRACY.'OVERVIEWi!' ~~·w~..,. ~~~~~··~~~-~-·· . ~ ... .,.." 6. 'E- ~ ~ ..= ~ _- :. i. ,-" ."' . ...~1:. ~ :d~"'-=--i-.\~.;. _ .. - ~w .. ·-~ · ·~-:0 h.;Jo . ~·~k ~~~tt'~ 

Original Contract Amount $ 3,500 Original Contingency Amount $ 

Revised Contract Amount $ Revised Contingency Amount $ 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ Contingency Amendment $ 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ 3,500 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY (contract value+ contlng_encyJ $ 3,500 

Contract Start Date J Current Contract Expiration Date J Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/1 0/13 6/30/18 
Has the contract term been amended? ~No [ l Yes -_Qiease explain . 

. .,. 
~ ~ FINANCIAl:: INFORMATION 

. -·- I ' " ~.:" j: ~ ~ 

[81 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. QaZZ. 
D A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

D Federal Funds I D State Funds 11:8:1 Local Funds I D TDA Funds I D Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 
D Payable r8l Receivable 

Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal __ % 

rnec) ~anagf!r (Print Name) 
, fe/1 II· Ill ol.e.rmw 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 
Contract No. A 13164 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and Omnitrans 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

-----

Contract Description License Agreement on the Redlands Subdivision Mile Post 1.0 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. R13164 with Omnitrans granting a license agreement 
on the Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0. 

Is this a Sola.Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

$ 

Revised Contingency Amount $ 
amendments Inclusive of 

Current Amendment Amount Contingency Amendment $ 

$ 

TOTAL BUDGET value+ 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/10/13 6/30/18 
Has the contract term been amended? ~No []Yes- please explain. 

"" - ~""· I' _.;.'i;." ' : ..... ~ .. ~~ '''"""' ~ ;;{$ ~ FINANCIAL INFORMAnON' 
181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. oan. 
D A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

D Federal Funds I D State Funds 11:83 Local Funds I D TDA Funds I D Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 
D Payable [8] Receivable 

_. . ...... .·,. tt.ti. ::· CONTRACT MANAGEMENT. INFORMAnoN· 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

D Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal __ % 

tzzc,fj;"a' (Print Name) . t9lclu-mtUL 
Task Manager (Print Narne) 
Acdao 2uu eelu 

Dir. of FunFf ~dmin. & Progfamming (Print Name) 
~~'Co f{ !Itt 
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iji.iii§i.l.,t§,\tj 
SAN BAG 
MMMD CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. R 13166 Amendment No. -----
By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and Griffith/Comet JV 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description Right-of-Entry Agreement on the Redlands Subdivision Mile Post 1.0 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 1 0, 2013 

Overview of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. R13166 with Griffith/Comet JV (Joint Venture) granting 
a right-of-entry onto Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 1.0 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? D Yes 181 No 

~" 2: .. :§ ~.·., . ., CONTRACT~OVERVIEWC-l~·~~·"'C~. -. ... :;. • • • , .. ... - ~ ·~.. r. ~ f;ji:; .. ,. ... ~ - -..... 
Original Contract Amount s 1,500 Original Contingency Amount s 
Revised Contract Amount s Revised Contingency Amount s 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount s Contingency Amendment s 
TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE s 1,500 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY (contract value+ contingency} $ 1,500 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7 !1 0/13 6/30/18 
Has the contract term been amended? ~No [ J Yes- )Jiease explain. 

i?.t.:~~:;~;;- r.~~."'i~~ ",_. f{FINANCIA£ INFORMAnON .. ~.L...._ ~ 

181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0377. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

D Federal Funds I D State Funds 1181 Local Funds I D TDA Funds I D Measure I Funds 

Provide Briel Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 

D Payable 181 Receivable 

. ' - • CONTRACT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION J 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal __ o/o 
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SAN BAG 
Mh',IW@ CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. R 13165 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and City of San Bernardino 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Aut~ority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description License Agreement on the Redlands Subdivision Mile Post 1.0 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 

Overview of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. R13165 with the City of San Bernardino granting a 
license agreement on the Redlands Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of San Bernardino mile post 
1.0 
Is this a Sole-Source procurement? D Yes 181 No 

,_ >.' ~ ;;:~~it.CONTRACT..OVERVIEWat:.~Y~~~~~~~ 

Original Contract Amount s 1,500 Original Contingency Amount $ 

Revised Contract Amount $ Revised Contingency Amount $ 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount $ Contingency Amendment $ 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ 1,500 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY(contract value+ contingency) $ 1,500 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/10/13 6/30/18 
Has the contract term been amended? ~No [ J Yes- please explain. 

~~~!f~.im~~FINANCIAe:INFORMATION~~;!?.f~~~~~E'~Ii 
181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0377. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

0 Federal Funds I 0 State Funds 1181 Local Funds I D TDA Funds I D Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief OvetView of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 

0 Payable 181 Receivable 

·.·..,..-- r.-,;;~,.~~.,-""'1':,\:.,~~"""'·~:~ 'CONTRACTMANAGEMEN~INFORMa·:noN~!.: .. "'.-..: ···!!:"'.,. ~-· :\:ft· .· ~;~~i:ti~iJi\1,;,F:'l-~~~'!i . _ _ _ . _. . _ I~ . rt .i7~"f-..._~ .J!.1i_ .. :f::·. ~;.·,.~4:C~W~ ... f!~.:;.-- ~ 
Check all applicable boxes: 

D Retention? If yes, indicate % _ _ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal _ _ % 

T~k Manager (Print Name) 
cd era fn, r (dl.d:: .... 
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SAN BAG .... CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. R 13167 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and City of Rialto 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description License Agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision Mile Post 86.4 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 

Overview of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. Rl3167 with the City of Rialto granting a license 
agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of Rialto mile post 86.4 east· 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

.~:. ... ~~r~~~~~~-i~q,,~~CONTRACT,..O.VERVIEW&];!l~~-l'tl~fi~~;,~"&t.,}r~:O.~~"&;:f;fft· 

Original Contract Amount $ 1,500 Original Contingency Amount s 
Revised Contract Amount $ Revised Contingency Amount $ 
Inclusive of prior amendments Inclusive of prior amendments 

Current Amendment Amount s Contingency Amendment s 
TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE s 1,500 TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE s 

TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY {contract value+ contlng_ency) $ 1,500 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date 1 Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/1 0/13 6/30/18 _I 
Has the contract term been amended? ~ No [ ]_Yes -_Qiease explain. 

... ~.t,;.·:r • -t.V~ orr ~~' 
· ~i (~ FINANCIAL INFORMATION -

5~ j,.J'' _,.. 

181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0377. 
0 A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

0 Federal Funds I 0 State Funds 1181 Local Funds I 0 TDA Funds I D Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 
0 Payable 181 Receivable 

CONTRACT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal_ o/o 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. A 13161 Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments acting and City of Rialto 
as the San Bernardino County Transportation 

Authority and the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description License Agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision Mile Post 86.4 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 

Overview of BOD Action: Approve Contract No. R13161 with. the City of Rialto granting a license 
agreement on the San Gabriel Subdivision railroad right-of-way, City of Rialto mile post 86.4 west. 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

$ 

Revised Contingency Amount $ ' 
Inclusive of amendments 

Contingency Amendment $ 

TOTAL CONTINGENCY VALUE $ 

$ 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/1 0/13' 6/30/18 
Has the contract term been amended? 181 No []Yes- please explain. 

i..J.~£.J· mi~.., ~ -. ~ . &i.~F.INANCIAl, INFORMATION~i.t~ ~ . 
181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0377. 
D A Budget Amendment is required. How are we funding current FY? N/A 

0 Federal Funds I 0 State Funds 1181 Local Funds I 0 TDA Funds I 0 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: Rail Assets 
0 Payable 181 Receivable 

~- •.. ; -~ ·, ~ CONTRACT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal __ % 

P~ect Manager (Print Name) 
lfl,f.h fllblu,l1tLA.. 

Dir. of Fund Admin. & Programming (Print Name) 

-::f4y~ v·JII 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) 
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Governments - . 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92 410-1715 ~ Working Together 
Phone: 1909) 884-8276 Fox: (9091 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov ' 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Tronsportollon Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _23 __ 

Subject: Release of Invitation for Bids (IFB) 14001 for construction of the Downtown 
San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) 

Recommendation: • That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission, 
authorize the release of Invitation for Bid No. 14001 to obtain bids for 
construction of the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) 
pending fmal review and approval of San Bernardino Associated Governments 
General Counsel and Contract Administrator. 

Background: The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), acting as the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Commission, is proposing to extend 
Metrolink commuter passenger rail service. The extension is approximately one 
mile east from its current terminus at the existing Santa Fe Depot to new 
Metrolink commuter rail platforms at the proposed San Bernardino Transit Center 
(SBTC), near the intersection of Rialto A venue and E Street in the City of San 
Bernardino. Included within the DSBPRP are new rail platforms at the SBTC and 
Depot, a pedestrian overpass, construction of a second track parallel to the 
existing track, grade crossing improvements, roadway closures, and drainage 
improvements. In May 2013, the Board of Directors approved the DSBPRP 
funding plan with an engineer's construction estimate of $66,347,000. 

• 

Since the Policy Committees and Board will be dark in July and August, 
respectively, staff is requesting authorization to release the 1FB as soon as the 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I ere I x I erA I x I sAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 

BRDJ307a·cd 
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Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page2 

plans and specifications are finalized, estimated to be sometime after July 3rd. 
Furthermore, funding for this project includes State Local Partnership Program 
(SLPP) monies in the amount of $10,921,226. Allocation of these funds is set to 
occur at the June 2013, California Transportation Commission (CTC) meeting, 
after which SANBAG will have six (6} months to award the conStruction contract. 
Granting authority to release the IFB without delaying a month or longer due to 
the Committee/Board dark months will ensure the SLPP funding won't be 
jeopardized. Staff is requesting the authorization to release IFB No. 14001 
pending the fmal review and approval of SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator. Prior to awarding the construction contract, staff will request 
Board approval of the plans and specifications. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the proposed Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. Funds 
associated to the construction of this project up to the current estimate have been 
budgeted. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have approved this item. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRDI307a-cd 
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.,.Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca,gov 

•" I ... !, • ..:," 

TRANSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bemardlno County Transporlallon Commission • San Bemardlno County Transportation Authority 
• San Bemardlno County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: --=24-=----

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Release Invitation for Bid (IFB) No. 14002 for Construction of the 
San Bernardino Transit Center (SBTC) 

Recommendation: • That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

Background: 

• 

1. Authorize the release of Invitation for Bid No. 14002 to obtain bids for 
construction of the San Bernardino Transit Center Project pending fmal 
review and approval of San Bernardino Associated Governments General 
Counsel, Contract Administrator and a funding agreement with Omnitrans. 

2. Authorize staff to proceed directly to Board for approval of the Omnitrans 
funding agreement. 

In partnership with Omnitrans, the San Bernardino Associated Governments 
(SANBAG), acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission 
(Commission), is proposing to construct the San Bernardino Transit Center 
(SBTC) near the intersection of Rialto Avenue and E Street in the City of 
San Bernardino. The project includes development of a bus facility with twenty
two bus bays, public facilities, and a public plaza. The engineer's construction 
estimate for the SBTC is $13,952,000. Construction of the SBTC is contingent 
upon Omnitrans and SANBAG developing and adopting a funding agreement to 
fully fund the project. The project could be delayed or postponed should the 
funding agreement not be adopted. Development of the funding agreement is 

Approved 
Board of Dir~ctors 

Date:---------

Mov~d: s~cond: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstain~d: 

Witn~ss~d: -------------

I coo I I ere I x I erA I x I sAFE I CMA I 
Ch~ck all that apply. 
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currently underway and is expected to be ready for adoption by the July Board 
meeting. Staff is requesting authorization to submit the funding agreement 
directly to the Board for approval in order to keep the project on schedule and 
avoid jeopard~ing $992,000 of Transportation Enhancement (TE) funding that is 
currently programmed for the San Bernardino Transit Center. The TE funding 
requires the construction contract must be awarded within six (6) months of the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) allocation, which is scheduled for 
the June 11. 2013 meeting. 

Since the SANBAG Policy Committees and Board will be dark in July and 
August, respectively. staff is requesting authorization to release the IFB as soon as 
the plans and specifications are fmalized, which will be sometime after 
July 3. 2013. Staff is requesting the authorization to release IFB No. 14002 
pending the fmal review and approval of SANBAG General Counsel and Contract 
Administrator. Prior to awarding the construction contract, staff will request 
Board approval of the plans and specifications. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the proposed Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. Funds 
associated to the construction of this project up to the current estimate have been 
budgeted. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have approved this item. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRD 1307b-cd 
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SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.c:a.gav 

'Working Together 

~ ~ . .... .. 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County CongesHon Management Agency • Service Authority far Freeway Emergencies 

Date: 

Subject: 

Recommendation: • 

Background: 

• 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 25 

July 10, 2013 

Award Professional Services Contract to HDR Engineering, Inc. to complete a 
Rail Access Study to the Ontario Airport 

That the Board, acting as the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission: 

I. Award Contract No. C13048 to HDR Engineering, Inc. for Professional 
Planning and Engineering Services for a two {2) year contract term for an 
amount not-to-exceed $584,035. 

2. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/14 budget amendment to increase Task No. 0352 
General Commuter Rail by $584,035 of State Transit Assistance Fund 
County Population {PUC99313) for a new task total of $3,644,842. 

The Board of Directors approved issuing a Request for Proposals {RFP) to 
complete a study for rail access to the Ontario International Airport at their 
February 2013 meeting. Seven {7) engineering firms submitted proposals, of 
which four {4) were shortlisted for interviews, resulting in a fmal selection of 
HDR Engineering, Inc. to complete this study of providing rail access ·to the 
Ontario Airport. 

The Ontario International Airport does not currently have rail access. Since this 
airport is close to major rail infrastructure, passenger rail connections to the 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:-------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I I ere I x I erA I I sAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 

BRD l307d-jrf 
http://ponal.sanbag.cagov/mgmt/APOR-Mgmnt/Shared%20Documents/Cl3048.docx 
http:l/portal.sanbag.cagov/rngmtiAPOR-MgrnntiShared%20DocumentsiC13048%20Contract%20Summary%20Sheet.doc 
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BRD1307d-jrf 

airport is feasible and would be of great benefit to the air traveling public, airport 
development, and local economies. The ultimate goal is to provide rail 
connections within walking distance to the airport terminals. 

In order to examine conceptual designs for these connections, SANBAG issued an 
RFP on February 6, 2013. The RFP requested that frrms at a minimum should 
evaluate the potential for Metrolink service or other types of systems either on 
current rail infrastructure or new track alignments to access the airport. The scope 
of work for the RFP also included tasks such as: 

• Reviewing the use of system types other than a Metro link extension; 
• Examination of potential alignments including station platforms and 

parking lots, transit connections, and equipment maintenance facilities; 
• Completion of a conceptual level ridership analysis for each system 

identified; 
• Perform rail operational modeling for all systems, including any potential 

impacts to Metrolink current or future operations; 
• Development of a basic operating plan, including staffmg and equipment 

requirements; 
• Preparation of cost estimates for right-of-way acquisition, infrastructure, 

equipment, design, environmental clearance, operations and maintenance, 
and construction; 

• Evaluation of potential environmental impacts and the type of 
environmental document that should be prepared; and 

• Provide equipment data such as performance, fuel consumption, passenger 
capacity, consist configuration, availability, and maintenance costs. 

The RFP for this study was issued on February 6, 2013, at the SANBAG Board of 
Directors meeting. The RFP was posted on SANBAG's website, San Bernardino 
Sun Newspaper and RFP notifications were sent to approximately 100 firms who 
specialize in these services. A Pre-Proposal Meeting was conducted on 
February 21, 2013, with 33 frrms in attendance. Four (4) addendums to the RFP 
were issued to respond to questions and revise deadline dates. On 
March 14, 2013, seven (7) proposals were received by the date and time specified 
in the RFP. All the proposals were found to be responsive to the RFP. 

An Evaluation Committee consisting of staff members from City of Ontario, 
Riverside County Transportation Commission, Orange County Transportation 
Authority, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, and 
SANBAG's Director and Chief of Transit and Rail Programs reviewed and scored 
the proposals. The proposals were evaluated based on the criteria identified in the 
RFP: 
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I. Qualifications, Related Experience, and References 
2. Proposed Staffmg and Project Organization 
3. Project Approach/Work plan 

Four (4) firms demonstrated significant experience and qualifications in providing 
transit study services. The Evaluation Committee agreed to interview four (4) 
fmns (listed in alphabetical order): 

• CDMSmith 
• HDR Engineering, Inc. 
• Parsons Brinkerhoff 
• URS 

On May 2, 2013, the Evaluation Committee conducted oral interviews with the 
four fmns. The interviews were allotted 50 minutes and consisted of an opening 
presentation followed by thirty 30 minutes of questions and answers. Each fmn 
had an overall understanding of SANBAG's scope of work and requirements. 
The multi-agency Evaluation Committee unanimously selected HDR as the most 
qualified fmn. The panel selected HDR Engineering, Inc. due to extensive 
experience, qualifications, and previous success in providing transit study 
analysis. Their proposal and presentation was well-structured and provided more 
concise solutions. Their proposed phasing approach to implement transit service 
to the airport was determined to be superior. 

The contract is for a two (2) year term at a cost of $584,035. 

Financial Impact: This item is not consistent with Fiscal Year 2013/14 adopted budget. A budget 
amendment is needed to increase Task No. 0352 General Commuter Rail by 
$584,035 of State Transit Assistance Rail. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Transit and Rail Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and 
Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and the Contract. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRD 1307d-jrf 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13048 Amendment No. 
By and Between 

San Bernardino Associated Governments, and HOR Engineering, Inc. 
acting as the San Bernardino County 
Transportation Commission 

Contract Description Ontario Airport Rail Access Study 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 3, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: 1.) Award professional services contract to HDR Engineering, Inc. to complete 
a rail access study to the Ontario Airport for a not-to-exceed amount of $584,035. 2.) Approve Fiscal 
Year 2013/14 budget amendment to Increase Task No. 0352 General Commuter Rail by $584,035 of 
State Transit Assistance Fund County Population CPUC99313) for a new task total of $3,644 842. 
Is thll a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 181 No 

Contract Start Date 
7/10/13 I Current Contract Expiration Date j Revised Contract Expiration Date 

7/10/15 
Has the contract term been amended? 181 No 0 Yes ·please explain. 

yes, indicate%_. 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal __ % 0 Unde 

Contracts Administrator (Print Name) Signature Jeffery Hill 

0 Measure I Funds 

Date 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) Signature William Stawarski Date 
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ONT ARlO AIRPORT RAIL ACCESS STUDY 

SCOPE OF WORK 

TASK 1· PROJECT MANAGE1\1ENT AND ADMINlSTRATION 

This task includes management and administration activities that will be provided by the 
Consultant consistent with the technical scope of services and with the requirements of the San 
Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG). Management includes overview and 
coordination of the work to meet the requirements of the approved quality assurance and quality 
control process and that the deliverables are produced within schedule and budget. Elements 
include coordination, reporting, quality control (QC), safety, and cost/schedule monitoring and 
control. The Consultant team's project manager (PM) will be the single point of contact with 
SANBAG and will be responsible for the quality of the design and the delivery of the project 
milestones within schedule and budget. 

TASK 1.1- PROJECT ADMINISTRATION/INVOICING 

Activities 

Task 1.1.1- The Consultant will provide management and staff to plan, organize, 
direct, supervise, control, and coordinate administrative tasks. 

Task 1.1.2 - Contract Administration includes issuance of new or amended work 
orders, obtaining of periodic reports on costs expended, receipt and certification of 
invoices, payment of invoices, compliance with all contract terms and conditions, receipt 
and routing of contract deliverables, and contract close-out. Consultant will establish and 
implement an administrative and fmancial audit and reporting process based on contract 
requirements. 

Task 1.1.3- Accounting/Invoicing includes establishing and maintaining a system of 
cost accounts based on the Project's Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) and to provide 
monthly invoicing and progress reports for the status of work accomplished. Progress 
reports will include a narrative of work accomplished, identification of issues and 
description of measures to recover schedule, status of major changes. percent complete 
for each activity, work plan for next two months and updated planned and actual 
progress. 

Deliverables 

0 Monthly invoices and progress reports 

Cl3048 A&E Services- Fonn Approved 
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TASK 1.2 - PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

Activities 

Consultant will include all necessary revisions to the Project Guide following HDR standard 
requirements. The Project Guide created for the study will serve as the basis of format, and it 
will include a detailed plan for management, staffing and schedule. Work items and deliverables 
shall be identified in accordance with the WBS. The schedule included in the Project Guide will 
identify the critical path and will define the subtasks. 

The Project Guide will cover staffmg, design scope and relevant standards. Upon SANBAG's 
approval of the Project Guide, the Consultant team will establish the following items: 

TASK 1.3- PROJECT DISCIPLINE COORDINATION 

Activities 

Task 1.3.1- Develop and maintain WBS for task and subtasks. 

Task 1.3.2 - Maintain control of documents in accordance with the SANBAG 
Document Control requirements. 

Task 1.3.3- Develop project schedule that will identify key milestone delivery 
schedules and critical path. 

Deliverables 

0 WBS 

0 Project Schedule 

TASK 1.4- PROJECT SCHEDULE QAJQC PLAN AND IMPLEMENTATION 

Activities 

Task 1.4.1- Consultant will prepare a Quality Assurance/Quality Control Plan for the 
project that addresses procedures for report review, cost estimate checking, plan 
checking, comment resolution, peer reviews, and audits. The QA/QC Plan will adhere to 
the HDR Quality Plan and its associated procedures such as QCP-001, QCP-002 and 
QCP-003. 

Task 1.4.2 - Consultant will implement QA/QC by documenting reviews and retaining 
copies of review documents as appropriate for reports, Consultant will maintain a quality 

Cl3048 A&E Services- Form Approved 
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control database of reviews in Folder 3.0 of the Rail Access Study project folder on 
Project Wise and will coordinate with the project team for QC documentation. 

Task 1.4.3 - Formal QC reviews will be conducted in compliance with requirements of 
QNQC Plan at each major deliverable milestone 

Deliverables 

0 QNQC review documentation at the request of SANBAG 

TASK 2 • ASSEMBLE BACKGROUND DATA AND INFORMATION ON THE STUDY 
AREA 

HDR will assemble data on activity at the Ontario Airport. 

Activities 

TASK 2.1- ASSEMBLE DATA ON ACTNITY AT ONTARIO AIRPORT. 

Assemble available data to document activity at Ontario Airport. Data to be assembled includes: 

• Arrivals and departures, including time of day, time of year, annual trends 

• Number of employees 

• Activity level at previous peak operation (2007), including passenger volume. 
share of regional passenger volume, and number of employees if available 

• Projected activity levels at airport buildout 

TASK 2.2- DOCUMENT EXISTING ONTARIO AIRPORT GROUND ACCESS 

Assemble available information about current ground access to Ontario Airport including 
available transit services, parking location/supply/cost, and mode shares. 

TASK 2.3- DOCUMENT METROLINK SERVICE 

Assemble available information about existing Metrolink service in the vicinity of Ontario 
Airport, including rail lines, service levels, nearby stations. planned and potential service 
improvements and passenger activity by station. 

TASK 2.4- GATHER CURRENT ORIGIN/DESTINATION OAT A 

Purchase three days' worth of cell phone data from AirSafe to identify the origins and 

destinations at zip code level of people at Ontario Airport. From the cell phone data, develop 
maps and graphics to illustrate the origins and destination of airport users and employees. 

CJ3048 A&.E Services- Fonn Approved 
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TASK 2.5- DOCUMENT ATTRIBUTES OF COMPARABLE US AIRPORTS WITH RAIL 

CONNECTIONS. 

For other airports in the United States that have rail transit connections, identify the passenger 

activity levels, type of rail transit connection, extent of regional rail system, and geographic 
location of the airport in relation to the metropolitan area. Compare these attributes for Ontario 
Airport with those of the US airports with rail transit connections 

TASK 2.6- PREP ARE TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

Prepare a technical memorandum that documents the data and information assembled in 
Subtasks 2.1 through 2.5. 

Deliverables 

0 Technical Memorandum No. 1 - Background Data and Information 

TASK3· DEVELOPPURPOSEANDNEEDSTATEMENT 

Activities 

TASK 3.1 - DEVELOP INITIAL PURPOSE AND NEED {P&N) STATEMENT 

Develop a summary statement of the proposed Ontario Airport rail connection's purpose and 
need, i.e., the reasons a rail connection to the airport is desired and what it is expected to 
accomplish. The P&N Statement will articulate the long-term vision and goals for rail access, 
and will include information such as who is to be served, desired service attributes, and desired 
compatibility with regional goals, infrastructure constraints, or other transportation projects. The 
initial P&N Statement will be developed by the consultant team. 

Deliverable 

0 Initial P&N Statement 

TASK 3.2- REVIEW OF INITIAL P&N BY INDUSTRY VISION PANEL 

The consultant team's Industry Vision Panel will review the initial P&N and suggest 
refinements. Based on the IVP's comments, the initial P&N will be revised to create the Draft 
P&N Statement. 

Deliverable 

0 Draft P&N Statement 

TASK 3.3 - CONDUCT WORKSHOP WITH TECHNICAL WORKING GROUP (TWG) 

C 13048 A&E Services- Form Approved 
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A Technical Working Group (TWG) comprised of technical staff from SANBAG and the City of 
Ontario will provide technical review and input to the consultant team during the study. The 
Draft P&N Statement will be submitted to the TWG for review and comment. The TWO's 
suggested refinements will be incorporated to create a Revised Draft P&N. 

Deliverable 

0 Revised Draft P&N Statement 

TASK 3.4- OBTAIN POLICY INPUT TO THE P&N 

The Revised Draft P&N will be reviewed with one or more Board Members designated by 
SANBAG staff to provide policy input for the study. 

TASK 3.5 - PREP ARE FINAL PURPOSE AND NEED STATEMENT 

Refmements to the P&N suggested through the policy review will be incorporated into the P&N. 
The resulting document will be the Final P&N Statement, which will serve as the guiding 
document for the remainder of the study. 

Deliverable 

0 Final P&N Statement 

TASK 4 • CONDUCT SCREENING ANALYSIS 

TASK 4.1- IDENTIFY EVALUATION CRITERIA AND METHODS 

Identify the evaluation criteria and methodologies that will be used to screen the initial set of 
alternatives. The criteria should address all the major elements of the project's P&N Statement. 
Evaluation methodologies will be primarily qualitative. 

Deliverable 

0 Working paper that defines evaluation criteria and methodologies for the 
screening analysis 

TASK 4.2- REVIEW/REFINE SCREENING CRITERIA AND METHODS 

The working paper from Subtask 4.1 will be reviewed by the TWG; their comments or questions 
on the evaluation criteria or methodologies will be resolved in consultation with the consultant 

team, and a revised working paper will be prepared to guide the screening analysis. 

Deliverable 

Cl3048 A&E Services- Fonn Approved 
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0 Revised working paper that defines evaluation criteria and methodologies for the 
screening analysis 

TASK4.3- IDENTIFY ALTERNATIVES 

A workshop will be held for consultant team members and the TWG to brainstorm potential 
transit mode options and alignment/route options including termini and intennediate stops. From 
these, the workshop participants will proceed to identify a number of alternatives consisting of 
mo~e and route to be analyzed in the screening analysis. Some alternatives will provide direct 
service to Ontario Airport, others will involve a transfer for the passenger. The selected 
alternatives should collectively represent the range of plausible technology and route options. A 
working paper will be prepared to describe the process used to develop alternatives, to identify 
the alternatives selected for analysis, and to present key reasoning used to select the alternatives. 

Deliverable 

0 Working paper on development of alternatives 

TASK 4.4- REVIEW ALTERNATIVES WITH INDUSTRY VISlON PANEL 

The subtask 4.3 working paper will be reviewed with the IVP; their comments and questions will 
be used to identify possible refmements to the list of alternatives. 

TASK 4.5- REVIEW ALTERNATIVES WITH TWG 

The possible alternatives refmements identified after review by the IVP will be discussed with 
the TWG, and a final list of alternatives will be prepared. 

TASK 4.6- CONDUCT SCREENING ANALYSIS 

The alternatives will be evaluated according to the criteria and methods established in Subtask 
4.2. A qualitative comparison matrix will be prepared to summarize the relative performance of 
each alternative in relation to the screening criteria. Up to six alternatives that perform best in 
relation to the criteria will be recommended for more detailed analysis in Task 5. A technical 
memorandum will be prepared to document the analysis and results of the screening. 

Deliverable 

0 Technical Memorandum No. 2- Alternatives Screening Analysis 

TASK4.7- REVIEW SCREENING RESULTS WITH TWG 

TASK 5 • EVALUATE ALTERNATIVES 

Activities 

TASK 5.1- IDENTIFY EVALUATION CRITERIA AND METHODS 

C 13048 A&E Services- Fonn Approved 
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Identify the criteria and methodologies that will be used to evaluate the refined set of 
alternatives. The criteria will address all the major elements of the project's P&N Statement, and 
are expected to include costs, ridership, cost-effectiveness, operational effects on other rail 
services, environmental constraints, and right-of-way issues. Evaluation methodologies will be 
quantitative and qualitative. 

Deliverable 

0 Working paper that defines evaluation criteria and methodologies for the 
evaluation of refmed alternatives. 

TASK 5.2- REVIEW EVALUATION CRITERIA AND METHODS 

The working paper from Subtask 5.1 will be reviewed by the TWG; their comments or questions 
on the evaluation criteria or methodologies will be resolved in consultation with the consultant 
team, and a revised working paper will be prepared to guide the evaluation of alternatives. 

Deliverable 

0 Revised working paper that defmes evaluation criteria and methodologies for the 
evaluation of alternatives. 

TASK 5.3 • CONDUCT TECHNICAL ANALYSIS 

Technical analysis will be performed to define each alternative and its features. The technical 
analysis will include the following for each alternative: 

a. Equipment: The technology, type of vehicle, and manufacturer equipment data 
such as performance, fuel consumption, passenger capacity, consist configuration, costs, 
availability, and maintenance costs, will be identified. 

b. HorizontaVvertical alignment: For rail or guideway alternatives, a conceptual 
alignment will be developed. Aerial photography and mapping will be acquired for the 
area north of the Ontario Airport terminals, west of 1-15, east of Vineyard A venue, and 
south of Eighth Street in Rancho Cucamonga. Mapping will be provided at a scale 

suitable for 1"=1 00' resolution, with orthoimagery having a pixel size of 0.50 ft. Survey 
data will be collected at key locations to determine elevations for the conceptual 
alignments. The horizontal and vertical alignment of each alternative will be developed at 

scale of 1,. = 100' and shown on the aerial photograph base. The study budget assumes 

that one alternative will involve new tracks or guidelway for a distance os up to five 
miles outside the area covered by the new aerial photography, and that available aerial 

photography will be used for this additional area. 

c. Bridges/grade crossings: Locations of bridges and grade crossings will be 

identified. For structures, locations and potential types will be identified. 
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d. Major utility conflicts: Potential conflicts with major utilities will be identified by 
first identifying any existing utilities within the project vicinity as obtained from a utility 
location service. With this research, known utility providers will be contacted by letter to 

request information on any utility facilities within the project vicinity. For each 
alternative, a utility matrix will be provided that lists the utility owner, facility and 
potential impact to each known utility. 

e. Station stops: Locations of termini and intermediate stops will be identified, and 
elements to be included in each station will be identified. Criteria for station features and 
amenities, such as proposed platform lengths and level-boarding requirements. will be 
identified for each vehicle. Parking lots and other transit connections will be identified as 

applicable. 

f. Transit-oriented development: Existing and planned development within one-half 
mile of potential station stops will be identified, and the amount of development 
(residential dwelling units and commercial square footage) contained or proposed in 
mixed-use developments within that half-mile radius will be documented. 

g. Maintenance facility: A potential location for a maintenance facility will be 
identified if needed. Equipment requirements will be identified for each vehicle. 

h. Environmental Constraints: Publicly available information and databases will be 
utilized to identify potential environmental constraints associated with each alternative. 
A study area will be defined for each alternative to facilitate a focused review and 
identification of potential environmental constraints. Up to two (2) days of field 
reconnaissance/visits will be conducted by the lead planner. biologist and archaeologist. 
Project footprints for impact analysis (i.e .• habitat acreage calculations) will not be 
prepared as part of the constraints development process. Constraints development will 
focus on issues that would have the potential to affect the level of future environmental 
clearance under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and regulatory permitting (e.g .• Clean Water Act. 
Endangered Species Act, National Historic Preservation Act, etc.). Issues of particular 
focus will include biological and cultural resources. proximity of sensitive land uses (or 
receptors), including public education and park facilities. and the presence of known (or 
previously documented) hazardous materials. For each alternative. the potential 
regulatory requirements will be summarized in a matrix format to facilitate comparative 
analysis between the alternatives. 

i. Operations plan: Service levels will be defined including headways by time of 
day and day of week, staffing required to operate and maintain the system, dispatching 
responsibilities, and how equipment will be moved to and from a maintenance facility. 

j. Travel time and transfer requirements: Transit travel times between Ontario 
Airport and up to ten destinations will be calculated based on each alternative's 
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technology, alignment, station locations, and operations plan. For each trip, transfer 

locations will be identified. 

k. Capital cost: The capital cost will be estimated by applying typical unit cost 

factors to the various cost elements associated with developing each alignment. The 
capital cost estimate will include right-of-way acquisition, infrastructure, equipment, 
design, environmental clearance, and construction support. 

I. Operations and maintenance cost: The annual cost of operations and maintenance 
will be estimated by applying typical hourly O&M cost factors to the service defmed in 
the operations plan. 

m. Project implementation schedule: The duration of each project development 
element will be estimated, including design, right-of-way acquisition, and construction. 

TASK 5.4- RAIL OPERATIONS MODELING 

Up to three alternatives that operate on the Metrolink San Gabriel Subdivision will be coded into 
the RTC rail operations model and evaluated to determine transit times, route capacity and 
interoperability with Metrolink San Bernardino Line operations. It is assumed that an updated 
RTC model on the Metrolink San Bernardino Line for the project's implementation year will be 
available for use from the San Bernardino Line Strategic Assessment Study, conducted by HDR 

on behalf of SANBAG and Metro. 

Specifically, each alternative will have the following simulations conducted: 

a. A "Base Case" model will be created, where each alternative's operation will be 
input into the RTC model for the Metrolink San Bernardino Line to detennine 
operational constraints and conflicts. 

b. An "Infrastructure Case" model will be created, where additional rail 
infrastructure will be added to the model until both Metrolink and Ontario Airport rail 
operations are perfonning to agreed upon perfonnance standards. 

c. A "Randomized Case" model will be created, where various trains will enter the 

model limits later than scheduled to test the ability of the revised infrastructure to allow 
rail service to recover from service disruptions. 

TASK 5.5 - RIDERSHIP FORECASTING 

For each alternative, ridership will be estimated separately for airport passengers, airport 

employees, and non-airport related trips. Airport passenger ridership will be estimated with the 
assistance of a sketch level modeling tool (similar to those used to forecast ridership on rail 

connectors to the San Francisco and Oakland airports) based on factors including airport 
passenger activity, airport employment, travel time and cost for competing modes, and airport 
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parking cost. Airport employee ridership will be estimated using employee 0/D data, future 

employment level, travel time and cost for competing modes, and airport employee parking cost. 

Non-airport related ridership will be estimated based on population and employment, parking 

availability, and transit accessibility. 

TASK 5.6 - IDENTIFY POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES 

Work with SANBAG staff to identify potential sources of funding for capital and operations and 
maint~~ance (O&M) costs. For the plausible sources that are capable of generating substantial 

amounts of funding, a rough order-of-magnitude estimate of potential revenue generation will be 

prepared. 

TASK 5.7- EVALUATE AND COMPARE ALTERNATIVES 

Using the results of Subtasks 5.3 - 5.6, the alternatives will be evaluated according to the criteria 

and methods established in Subtask 5.2 and compared to each other to determine which 
alternatives perform best in relation to each of the adopted evaluation criteria. The comparative 
results will be summarized in a detailed matrix with quantitative results and a summary matrix 

with qualitative results. 

TASK 5.8- PREPARE ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

The technical analysis, alternatives evaluation, and comparison of alternatives will be 
documented in a technical memorandum. 

Deliverable 

0 Technical Memorandum No. 3 -Evaluation of Alternatives 

TASK 5.9- REVIEW OF TECHNICAL EVALUATIONS 

The Alternatives Evaluation technical memorandum will be reviewed with the TWG. TWG 

comments on the tech memo will be incorporated when the Draft Report is prepared in Task 6. 
Feedback from the TWG will be solicited as input to the selection of a preferred strategy in 

Subtask 5.10. 

TASK 5.10- PREPARE INITIAL RECOMMENDATION OF PREFERRED STRATEGY 

WITH PHASED IMPLEMENTATION 

The technical results will be utilized to develop an initial recommendation of a future airport 

connection that best achieves the project Purpose and Need. The recommendation will include a 

long-term "ultimate" system that can deliver air passengers directly to the terminal area, as well 

as a phased plan of interim improvements that can cost-effectively enhance airport transit access 
in the near term and establish the basis for the ultimate system. 
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The phased implementation plan will identify airport passenger levels or other thresholds to 
indicate relative timing of the interim phases that comprise the recommended strategy. 

For the recommended strategy, the required environmental clearance process (i.e., CEQA and/or 

NEPA) and anticipated technical studies will be identified along with a tentative schedule for 
completion. Potential regulatory permitting requirements will also be identifed, which may 
include compliance with state and federal endangered species act(s); the Clean Water Act 
(Sections 401 and 404); the California Register of Historic Resources and National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) compliance {e.g., Section 106); California Fish and Wildlife Code 
(Section 1600); San Bernardino County Aood Control Pennit(s) (e.g. 33 U. S.C 408), and 
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Action of 1966. No field work/visits are 
included in this phase of work. Preparation of CEQA, NEPA, and regulatory permititng is not 
included as part of this scope of work. 

Deliverable 

0 Working paper that describes the recommended strategy and the rationale for its 
recommendation. 

TASK 5.11 • REVIEW/REFINE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS 

The subtask 5.10 working paper will be reviewed with the IVP and TWO; their comments and 
questions will be used to refme the preliminary recommendations. 

TASK 5.12- REVIEW ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
WITH POLICY-MAKERS 

The alternatives comparisons and refined recommendations will be reviewed with one or more 
Board Members designated by SANBAG staff to provide policy input for the study. 

TASK 5.13- FINALIZE RECOMMENDATIONS 

Ref'mements to the recommendations suggested through the policy review will be incorporated 

into the recommendations working paper 

TASK 6- PREPARE REPORT 

TASK 6.1 - PREP ARE DRAFf REPORT 

The Draft Report will document the data, assumptions, methodologies, analyses, fmdings, and 

recommendations of the study. It will consist of the technical memoranda and working papers 
prepared during the study, with appropriate revisions to reflect comments received from the 

TWG, IVP, and policy·makers. An Executive Summary will be included. 

Deliverable 

0 Draft Report 
Cl3048 A&E Services- Form Approved 

412 



TASK 6.2 ~ REVIEW DRAFf REPORT WITH TWO 

The Draft Report will be submitted to the TWO for review and comment. 

TASK 6.3 • REVISE DRAFf REPORT IN RESPONSE TO TWG COMMENTS 

The TWO's suggested revisions will be incorporated into the Revised Draft Report. 

Deliverable 

0 Revised Draft Report 

TASK 6.4 ~ PRESENT REVISED DRAFT REPORT TO POLICY ·MAKERS 

The Revised Draft Report will be reviewed with one or more Board Members designated by 
SANBAG staff to provide policy input for the study. 

TASK6.5 ~ PREPARE FINAL REPORT 

Revisions to the Revised Draft Report suggested through the policy review will be incorporated 
into the Final Report. 

Deliverable 

0 Final Report 
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ATTACHMENT B, "PRICE SCHEDULE" 
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Governments. 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
~· • . -!~·.,.' .. 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410·1715 
Phone: (909) 88.4·8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov Working Together ~ 

I 
TRANSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 26 

Date: July 10. 2013 

Subject: Amendment No. 7 to Contract C10079. Redlands Rail Extension. to 
HDR Engineering. Inc. for Design Services 

Recommendation:· Approve Amendment No. 7 to Contract No. C10079 with HDR Engineering. Inc. 
for design and environmental clearance services increasing the contract amount 
by $2.183.924 for a new not-to-exceed amount of $33,568.276; exercise a second 
one-year option to extend HDR's contract duration through February 8. 2015. 

Background: In February 2010. SANBAG awarded Contract C10079 to HDR Engineering. Inc. 
(HDR) for the design and environmental clearance of the Downtown 
San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) and the Redlands Passenger 
Rail Project (RPRP). The HDR contract was intentionally broken into segments 
for which subsequent amendments would be considered in order to control cost 
and schedule as the projects developed and design scopes were refmed. For each 
ensuing segment of the DSBPRP and RPRP projects (collectively referenced as 
the Project) to be completed. a new scope was identified based on the previous 
task. Fee negotiations were completed with HDR for the identified scope. Each 
contract amendment to date has been reviewed and approved by the Commuter 
Rail and Transit Committee followed by Board review and approval. 
With the complexity of rail projects. third-party owners and regulators are 
controlling parties that can from time to time create unforeseen circumstances that 

• 
Approved 

Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I COG I I CTC I X I CT A I X I SAFE I I CMA I 

BRD1307a-jrf 
http://portal .sanbag.cagov/mgmt/commiuee/commuter/crtc20 I 3/crtc 1306/ Agendaltems/CRTC 1306a I -jrf.doclt 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmrl APOR·M gmnt/Sharcd%20Documcnts/C I 0079-7 .doc 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/APOR-Mgmnt/Shared%20Documents/CI0079-7%20Attachmcnl%20B.pdf 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/ APOR·Mgmnt/Final%20Agrecmcnts%20Library/C I 0079·2.doclt 
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change a project's requirements. For the Project, BNSF Railway, the Southern 
California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA), Federal Transit Administration 
(Ff A), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and the California Public Utilities 
Commission (CPUC), as well as cities and utilities companies have caused or 
required changes. Because of the complexity of the Project, it is common that 
changes are sometimes driven by regulation changes. 

For this amendment, several design issues have been raised by third parties, which 
are not included in HDR's original contract or subsequent amendments. See 
Attachment A of the contract and detailed Executive Summary of the 
Amendment No. 7 Scope of Work for the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger 
Rail Project. In general the Scope of Work includes: 

• FT AIFRA Level Boarding Requirements - Due to direction provided in 
March of 2013 by the FfA and FRA regarding the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) Level Boarding requirements on similar Metrolink 
station improvement projects; modifications to the existing design might be 
required. Per the regulation, SANBAG will be submitting a report to the FT A 
and FRA addressing level boarding. Depending on comments and direction 
received by the FT A and FRA, design modifications to the proposed platforms 
at the Depot and the San Bernardino Transit Center could be required. 

• Omnitrans Additional Items - As the Omnitrans bus facility at the 
San Bernardino Transit Center has developed, design changes have been 
identified to better enhance inter-operability of the rail platforms to the bus 
facility. Improvements to relocate bus stop facilities at the Depot were also 
requested. 

• California Transportation Commission Additional Requirements - In order to 
qualify for $10,921,000 of Prop 1B SLPP, the California Transportation 
Commission requires that right-of-way be obtained with a certification from 
Caltrans, which includes additional requirements not originally scoped. 

• Right-of-Way Design Changes - As a result of developing right-of-way 
coordination and negotiations, design changes will be required to 
accommodate adjacent land owners. 

• Utility Relocations and Revisions - Due to limited as-built utility information, 
SANBAG directed the Construction Manager for this project to complete 
potholing of existing facilities. Based on this data, additional design efforts 
are required to accommodate and relocate existing utilities in conflict with 
proposed improvements. 
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• Metrolink Additional Items - Metrolink has requested that additional safety 
items associated with the construction of the Eastern Maintenance Facility be 
incorporated into the project. 

• City of San Bernardino Additional Requirements and Permits - City staff has 
recently required that the DSBPRP complete an Amendment to the City's 
General Plan, which requires additions and revisions to technical reports, 
additional community outreach efforts, and completing a revised permitting 
process. 

• SANBAG Design Additions - SANBAG staff identified the need for 
additional wayfmding signage around the Santa Fe Depot to accommodate 
additional tenants and add period-themed signs throughout the Depot to 
provide clear direction to visitors and Metrolink customers. 

Additionally, Amendment No. 7 reduces HDR's scope and fee associated with 
work to complete a Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for proposed 
transit supportive land use updates along the Redlands Passenger Rail Project. 
Staff is recommending that Tasks 7.4 through 7.15 be removed from HDR's 
contract, previously approved in Amendment No.2. The PEIR task was initially 
contracted with HDR to assist in meeting requirements of the State of California 
Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB 375) for the 
RPRP project In an effort to better coordinate transit investment and land use 
planning, these tasks related to the development of transit supportive land uses 
around each of the station locations. Over the past two years HDR and SANBAG 
have supported each of the cities in developing new land uses, identifying 
rezoning opportunities, creating open space and trail connectivity, and 
incorporation of higher density development that can support greater transit 
ridership. 

As work on these tasks matured, it became apparent that each city would need a 
separate PEIR and that each city would need to act as the lead agency for its own 
respective PEIR. Since the PEIR process is vital to the long term success and 
viability of RPRP, SANBAG plans to re-procure and fund a consultant to 
complete the work. Given the sensitivity of local land use authority and the need 
to preserve local control over land use, SANBAG is encouraging a more formal 
role of each city in the development of the PEIR. Representatives from each city 
will be invited to sit on the selection panel of the new consultant and be a member 
of the technical advisory committee managing the consultant SANBAG staff 
has determined that a credit amount of $665,057 from a total task amount of 
$803,036 is fair and reasonable based on the work completed to date on Tasks 7.4 
through 7.15 of Amendment No.2. As such, Amendment No.7 will incorporate 
this credit into the overall amendment amount. 
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Contract Fee Summary 
$7,390,150- Original Contract Amount 
$25,015,906 -Amendment Nos. 1 - 6 
$2,183,924- Amendment No. 7 
$33,568,276 -Proposed Total Not-to-Exceed Amount 

See Exhibit A for a history of approved amendments to Contract No. C10079 

Contract Extension 
With construction of the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project 
estimated to begin in early 2014 and complete in early 2016, 
Contract No. C10079 with HDR Engineering, Inc. needs to be extended to utilize 
HDR's contractual "Design Services during Construction". Amendment No. 6, 
executed in September of 2013 exercised one of the two, one-year options 
originally included in the contract, extending the contract term to 
February 8, 2014. Amendment No. 7 would exercise the second one-year option 
and extend HDR"s contract to February 8, 2015. 

Financial Impact: Currently there are sufficient funds appropriated in the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 
budget for Amendment No.7 to Contract C10079. However, if additional funds 
are required to complete the design services, staff will provide a budget 
amendment at a future Board meeting. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and the Amendment. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 
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CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 1 0079 Amendment No. 7 _..:.._ ___ _ 
By and Between 

_S"""a'""n"'-""Be""'m~ar'""d;;.;.ln.;.;::o'""A..;.;:s""s=oc;;.;.;la""'te=d;;...G;:;;o.::.;v:..;:e;.;.;m.;.;.m:.:.;e:..:.n;.:.:ts=-------- and HDR Engineering, Inc. 

Contract Description Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRP) and Redlands Passenger 
Rail Project (RPRP) Design and Environmental Clearance Services 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 10, 2013 
Overview of BOD Action: 1.) Approve Amendment No. 7 to Contract No. C10079 with HDR Engineering, Inc. for 
design and environmental clearance services Increasing the contract amount by $2,183,924 for a new not-to-exceed 
amount of $33,568,276. 2.) Approve Amendment to exercise a second one-year option to extend HDR's contract 
duration throuah Februarv 8 2015. 
Ia this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yea 181 No 

Amount 

val 1M! 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
02/03110 02/08/14 02/08/15 
Has the contract tenn been amended? D No 181 Yes - please explain. 
Exercise one-year option to extend. 

181 Budget authority for this contract currently exists In Task No. _m. 
0 A Budget Amendment Is required. 

.: ·~ 

How are we funding current FY? Currently there are sufficient funds appropriated In the Fiscal Year 2013114 budget 
for Amendment No. 7 to Contract C10079. However, If additional funds are required to complete the design services, 
staff will provide a budget amendment at a future Board meeting. 

Federal Funds 0 State Funds 0 Local Funds ~ TDA Funds 8 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Ovef1111 Funding for the duration of the Contract: 

Measure I Valley Commuter Rail, FTA Section 5307, LTF Planning, Measure I Metrollnk/Aaii, LTF Rail, STA-Pop 
181 Payable 0 Receivable 

'"· ·r-~-~a-·1;;:.;t~J~.f.;r ..... CONTRACT MANAGEMENT INFORMATIO~'@'.P~~~-.t.-.1'1 "-i ~··~· ·, ~~·, ·.; ~ ~ 
Check all applicable boxes: 

0 Retention? If yes, indicate % __ . 

0 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal __ o/o 

Proj~tManager (erint Name) 
/'1tre« /.«.h?r ~,uJ 
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AMENDMENT NO. 7 

TO 

CONTRACT NO. C10079 

BETWEEN 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND 

HDR ENGINEERING, INC. 

This AMENDMENT No. 7 to Contract No. C10079 (this "Amendment") is made by and 
between HDR Engineering, Inc. (hereafter called CONSULTANT) and the San Bernardino 
County Transportation Authority (hereafter called AUTHORITY): 

RECITALS: 

A. WHEREAS, AUTHORITY, under Contract No. C10079, as amended by Amendments 
No. 1 through 6, has engaged the services of CONSULT ANT to provide design, 
environmental, Federal Transit Administration processing, right-of-way acquisition, and 
land use services for the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail and Redlands 
Passenger Rail Projects ( .. Projects"); and 

B. WHEREAS, AUTHORITY and CONSULTANT desire to amend the aforesaid contract 
to remove certain (services that are no longer requiredunder this contract and to, include 
services that were contemplated but not included in previous amendments, and to 
exercise the last option term through February 28, 2015; and 

C. WHEREAS, the parties agree that the net increase will be $2,183,924.00. 

NOW THEREFORE, the parties mutually agree to amend Contract No. C10079 as follows: 

1. The Scope of Services for Contract C10079, as identified in Amendment No. 2 
shall be amended to remove Tasks 7.4 through 7.15 of Amendment 2. 

2. The Scope of Services for Contract No. C10079 shall be amended to include all 
additional elements of the Scope of Services that are described in Attachment A to 
this Amendment No. 7. 

3. Under Article 2 .. Performance Schedule and Force Majeure, sub-paragraph 2.1, to 
delete February 8, 2014 and replace with February 8, 2015. 

4. Amend Article 3 .. "Contract Price and Cost Principals", sub-paragraph 3.2, to 
delete $31,384,352 as the not-to-exceed amount and replace with $33,568,276 as 
the revised not-to-exceed amount. 
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5. Include Attachment B to this Amendment No. 7, which includes the negotiated fee 
for the work identified herein. 

6. Except as amended by this Amendment No.7, all other provisions of Contract No. 
C10079, as amended, remain in fuii force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have duly executed this Amendment No. 7 below. 

HDR ENGINEERING, INC. 

By: 
Thomas Kim 
Sr. Vice President 

Date: 
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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

By: -----------------------
Janice Rutherford, President 
President 

Date: -----------------

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

By: -------------------
Eileen Monaghan Teichert 
General Counsel 

CONCURRENCE: 

By: -------------------
Jeffery Hill 
Contract Administrator 



Changes to Scope of Work 

Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (DSBPRPR) 
Redlands Passenger Rail Project (RPRP) 

EXECUTfVES~Y 

A number of changes have occurred with SANBAG's planned approach to delivering fmal plans, 
specifications, and estimates (PS&E) for the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail 
Project(DSBPRP). These changes were not anticipated, requiring an amendment to HDR' s 
engineering services contract. A brief summary of the required additional work items is as 
follows, segmented by the party driving the change. 

FTA 
Pending the decision from the FrA regarding 2011-23576 DOT ADA Final Rule (Level 
Boarding Report), to provide level boarding at each train car, HDR will provide a revised design 
for platforms at the Santa Fe Depot and the San Bernardino Transit Center (SBTC) to 
accommodate the requirements, including newly published SCRRA standards for mini-high 
platforms to meet these guidelines. 

Omnitrans 

Continued development of the Omnitrans bus facility at the SBTC required SANBAG to initiate 
redesign of elements of the San Bernardino Transit Center canopies, platform furniture, and 
lighting for Transit Center Platform A adjacent to the Omnitrans bus facility to ensure this is a 
seamless facility. 

Additionally, Onmitrans requested that SANBAG provide plans to move existing Omnitrans bus 
stops currently located near the Depot on 3rd Street at Metrolink Way to 2nd Street. 

CTC 
On May 10, 2013, San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) was notified that the 
Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project would need to obtain Right of Way 
Certification from Caltrans, previously not a requirement for this project, by June 4, 2013, so it 
could be presented to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) on June 6, 2013. 

Right of Way Negotiations 

As a result of ongoing right of way coordination and negotiations; design changes will be 
required to acconunodate adjacent land owners. Additional right of way work activities will be 
performed, including coordination of additional building demolition efforts, Project ROW 
Certification with SANBAG for additional properties, and oversight of fmal file closeout tasks, 
including completion of acquisition diaries/logs. 

Following submittal of the 100% DSBPR plans, a number of changes were requested to facilitate 
right of way acquisitions. The Southern California Gas Company requested that SANBAG 
provide site layouts and design plans as outlined in exhibits prepared by SCG. 

In order to improve access to the SBTC Parking lot, two additional parcel acquisitions were 
required. This required HDR to provide additional Hazmat Phase 1 studies and design revisions 
to the SBTC Parking Lot entrance. 

Utility Companies 
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Following the submittal of the 100% plans, SANBAG received additional design modification 
requests from utility companies after their review of the plans. The project plans will be revised 
to incorporate utility information for existing utilities recently provided by the utility companies 
and the City of San Bernardino. 

Based on additional utility information recently received by SANBAG from utility companies 
that was not shown on the previously obtained as-built plans, SANBAG directed the 
construction manager for the project to obtain additional pothole data to check the locations an<;l . 
elevations of the newly-discovered lines. HDR will revise the DSBPR plans to incorporate this 
utility information and provide the required design modifications. 

Following submittal of the 100% plans, the San Bernardino Municipal Water District (SBMWD) 
requested that SANBAG install a new water line near the intersection of Rialto Avenue and "1 .. 
Street during the construction of the DSBPR project. 

Metro link 

During construction of the EMF project, Metrolink engineers requested that SANBAG add a 
railing to the already-constructed retaining wall adjacent to the existing train wash facility. After 
selection of the EMF contractor, Metrolink asked that infrastructure to support a future closed 
circuit security camera system be included in the EMF project and plans. As a result, HDR will 
incorporate necessary changes to the conformed EMF plans to allow for the implementation of 
the railing and security camera supporting infrastructure. 

Metrolink requested that SANBAG provide additional rail corridor modeling to facilitate 
operations, maintenance, and crew work orders during and after construction of the DSBPR 
project. This task includes additional rail modeling to assist Metrolink in determining effective 
rail operations strategies during construction, beginning with the EMF cutover and continuing 
through the various stages of the DSBPR project. 

City of San Bernardino 

HDR will assist SANBAG in working with the City of San Bernardino to develop and assist the 
City in adopting an Amendment to the City's General Plan map and policy to accommodate the 
DSBPRP. 

HDR will also assist SANBAG to work with the City of San Bernardino to facilitate public 
outreach efforts and continue to provide additional project support through the duration of the 
City of San Bernardino plan review process. 

As a result of the City of San Bernardino's request to relocate and increase the size of the 
proposed detention basin, additional SCE poles were required to be relocated, requiring 
additional coordination efforts, rights research, and design assistance. 

TASK 1 ADDITIONAL CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO PERMITS AND 
REQUIREMENTS 

Initially, HDR was directed to provide a very limited permitting support to SANBAG due to the 
linear nature of the project. The City of San Bernardino has since requested that SANBAG follow the 
standard City permitting process for offsite work. HDR will assist SANBAG in processing additional 
submittals of permitting documents to the City of San Bernardino. 
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TASK 1.1 ADDmONAL CITY REQUIRE:MENTS 

Activities 

HDR will assist SANBAG in working with the City of San Bernardino to develop and assist the 
City in adopting an Amendment to the City's General Plan map and policy to accommodate the 
DSBPRP; including street closures to enhance rail safety, feasibility considerations, and 
administrative standards for SBTC project review. 

HDR will update the Hydrology and Hydraulics report to reflect updated site conditions based on 
modifications to the project limits. HDR will assist SANBAG in working with the City of San 
Bernardino to obtain approval for the Final Hydrology Report if required. 

HDR will continue to assist SANBAG to work with the City of San Bernardino to facilitate 
public outreach meetings prior to and during construction. 

Task 1.1.1 SBTC Parking Lot and Access Road (EDC Properties) 

Task 1.1.2 Santa Fe Depot Parking Lot 

Task 1.1.3 Hydrology and Hydraulics Report Review 

Task 1.1.4 Public Outreach Meetings 

Deliverables 

• Supporting exhibits and narrative for the amendment to the City's General Plan 

• Revised hydrology and hydraulics report 

• Additional exhibits for public outreach meetings at the request of the City of San Bernardino 

Assumptions 

• Public Outreach meetings will be held no more than once every four months through the end 
of construction in February 2016. 

TASK 1.2 CONTRACTORPE~TSUPPORT 

Activities 

To help maintain the project schedule, HDR will assist SANBAG by providing additional project 
support to facilitate the City of San Bernardino plan review process for public right of way. HDR 
will schedule and attend a comment resolution meeting with City staff, SANBAG, and the City's 
plan review consultant to review and resolve the City's comments. 

Task 1.2.1 K Street (Improvements) 

Task 1.2.2 3rd Street (Closure & Improvements) 

Task 1.2.3 2nd Street (Improvements) 

Task 1.2.4 Rialto Ave (Improvements) 

Task 1.2.5 I Street (Closure & Improvements) 

Task 1.2.6 G Street (Improvements) 

Task 1.2.7 E Street (Improvements) 

Deliverables 
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• Revised plans per comment resolution meeting 

Assumptions 

• One comment resolution meeting with the City of San Bernardino is anticipated for the 
completion of the Development Permits (DP1 and DP2). 

TASK2 EMF~ ADDITIONAL SERVICES 

During construction of the EMF project, Metrolink requested changes to the EMF plans. 
Metrolink asked that infrastructure to support a future closed circuit security camera system be 
included in the EMF project. 

During the design phase of the EMF project, Metrolink elected to forego the inclusion of a 
pedestrian railing atop the proposed T-Wall retaining wall due to its proximity to the railroad 
tracks. During construction, Metrolink decided to include the railing. 

TASK2.1 SECURITY INFRASTRUCTURE DESIGN 

Activities 

HDR was directed to incorporate conduit and camera pole infrastru~ture designs into the EMF 
plan set for a future planned closed circuit camera security system. Preliminary designs for the 
security system were previously developed by another consultant (Xorail) working directly for 
Metrolink, but the design had to be modified to accommodate the new EMF improvements 
currently under construction. HDR coordinated with Xorail and Metrolink to check conduit sizes 
and locations; junction box types, sizes, and locations; camera pole placements and foundation 
designs, acceptable conduit installation methods and details; materials specifications 
requirements; and other necessary design details. Construction specifications and a cost estimate 
for this additional work were also prepared by HDR. 

Task 2.1.1 Design 

Task 2. 1.2 Plans 

Task 2.1.3 Specifications 

Deliverables 

• Meeting agendas and record minutes for three (3) coordination meetings attended by Xorail, 
Metrolink, and other involved parties. 

• Draft revised electrical drawings incorporating the proposed CCTV security infrastructure. 
(Revise electrical plan sheets E-311 thru E-314. Add details to the General Notes and Fixture 
Details sheets.) 

• Final revised electrical drawings addressing comments from Xorail, Metrolink, SANBAG, 
and other responsible parties. 

• Draft and final material and construction specifications for the new CCTV infrastructure. 

• Construction cost estimate for the CCTV infrastructure. 

Assumptions 

• All necessary CCTV security design and specifications provided by Xorail. 
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TASK2.2 T-W ALL CABLE RAILING DESIGN 

HDR was directed to add a pedestrian railing to the 513-foot long retaining wall (T-Wall) 
adjacent to the existing train wash facility. The railing is to conform to the SCRRA standard 
design for a wire pedestrian railing. but be modified to attach to the tops of the T-Wall units 
already in place. Standard railing post spacing and the locations of field-drilled holes had to be 
modified to avoid conflicting with the T-Wall unit joints. 

Activities 

Task 2.2.1 Coordination/Meetings 

Task 2.2.2 Design 

Task 2.2.3 Plans 

Task 2.2.4 Specifications 

Deliverab1es 

• Revised drawing SW-1103 to include railing posts and wall attachment details for the wire 
pedestrian railing. 

• Revised drawing SW-1102 to include post spacing dimensions. cross bracing locations. and 
StrandVice placements in the elevation view for the wall. 

• Copies of correspondence with Nee1 Company (T-Wall) attesting to the structural adequacy 
of the wall units to accommodate the railing. 

TASK3 FINAL DESIGN REVISIONS 

This task includes additional technical support services following the 100% plan submittal. The 
additional services include plan and technical report revisions requested by Metrolink, 
Omnitrans, utility companies, and the City of San Bernardino. This task also includes 
modifications to the project plans and specifications and additional engineering support due to 
the following factors: 

• Final right of way acquisition agreements 

• Final utility company relocation plans 

• Additional pre-construction potholing 

• Coordination of Division 0 and Division 1 Specifications 

• Additional public outreach exhibits 

TASK 3.1 TRAFFIC REPORT REVISIONS (ITERIS) REQUIRED FOR PUBLIC ROAD 
CLOSURE MEETINGS (3RD STREET AND I STREET) AS REQUESTED BY CITY 

The City of San Bernardino requested that SANBAG provide additional traffic data to support 
the proposed closures of " f' Street and Third Street. This work includes attendance at public 
meetings and traffic engineering activities. 

Activities 

ADT 7-day Classification Counts for the following areas: 

• "I'' Street south of Congress 

• "I'' Street between Belleview Street and Rialto A venue 
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• Belleview Street between "I" and "J" Street 

• Congress Street between "I'' and "J" Street 

• "J" Street between Belleview and Rialto Ave. 

• "J" Street between 2nd and Rialto 

• 3rd Street west of "I'' Street 

• "K Street north of 2nd Street 

• J Street/Belleview Intersection 

Deliverables 

• ADT 7-Day Classification Count results 

• Attendance at two public meetings 

Assumptions 

• No additional locations will require traffic counts other than those listed above. 

• A single ADT 7 -day Classification Count will be provided for each location listed above. 

TASK3.2 
Activities 

WAYFINDING 

Additional signage and wayfmding items have been requested to meet revised requirements and 
to accommodate additional tenants at the Depot. Special signage wiii be added to commemorate 
the Colton Crossing relocation, period-themed elevation signs will be added to the canopies, and 
a commemorative plaque will be added at the Depot to recognize the historic significance of the 
building. Several signs will be modified to be free-standing rather than be attached to the 
building. Two large monument signs will be added at the Transit Center-end of the project. 

Task 3.2.1 Transit Center Pylon 

Task 3.2.2 Transit Center Entrance Monument 

Task 3.2.3 Depot Commemorative Plaque at Flagpole 

Task 3.2.4 Revise elevation signs details 

Task 3.2.5 Revise location plan 

Task 3.2.6 Revise detail drawings of overhead signs 

Task 3.2.7 Revise detail drawings of directory- change material to aluminwn +add lock to top 

Task 3.2.8 Revise interpretive signs (Time Zones and Colton Crossing) based upon 
feedback/approval 

Task 3.2.9 Revise both main monument signs- 2 more tenants 

Task 3.2.10Provide new detail of post and panel to hold freestanding directories 

Task 3.2. I !Provide Sign with emergency numbers 

Task 3.2.12Revise San Bernardino City logo with city seal on pedestrian overpass 

Task 3.2.13Provide construction signage in two locations: one at the Santa Fe Depot, and one at 
the San Bernardino Transit Center 
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Task 3.2.14Revised Specifications 

Delivcrablcs 

• Revised plans 

• Revised specifications 

Assumptions 

• The Transit Center Pylon will be designed by the contractor based on parameters outlined in 
the project plans. 

TASK 3.3 REVISIONS TO PLATFORM PLANS TO ACCOMODATE OMNITRANS 
BUS FACIT..ITY DEVELOPMENT 

As the adjacent Omnitrans Bus Facility project at the transit center has developed, changes have 
been requested which affect elements of the DSBPR Project. Canopies, platform furniture, and 
lighting will be moved to enhance the inter-operability of Transit Center Platform A and the 
adjacent Omnitrans bus facility. 

Activities 

• Move and redesign (3) canopies at Platform A to share between facilities but maintain safety 
between modes. 

• Redesign Platform A to accommodate architectural finishes, drainage, and structural design. 

• Add platform ramps to facilitate movement between sides of platform. 

• Move and redesign fence separating rail and bus platforms longitudinally for Platform A. 

• Move and redesign landscaping for rail and bus platforms longitudinally for Platform A. 

• Revise plat and legal drawings. 

Deliverables 

Task 3.3.1 Revised Architectural Drawings and Details 

Task 3.3.2 Revised Structural Drawings and Details 

Task 3.3.3 Revised Electrical Drawings and Details 

Task 3.3.4 Revised Plumbing Drawings and Details 

Task 3.3.5 Revised Landscape Drawings and Details 

Task 3.3.6 Revised Civil Drawings and Details 

Task 3.3.7 Revised Plats and Legals 

Task 3.3.8 Specifications 

Assumptions 

• Further development to the Omnitrans facility will not require additional changes to the 
DSBPR Project plans. 
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TASK3.4 3RD STREET DESIGN REVISIONS 

The City of San Bernardino requested that SANBAG upgrade street lighting in the area of the 
Santa Fe Depot from a460V system to a 120V system. Per this request, HDR will work with the 
City of San Bernardino to provide the design to upgrade the 3rd Street lighting in this area. 

During construction of the soon-to-be-completed 1-215 Widening Project, HDR determined that 
the portion of 3rd Street west of I Street was constructed at different elevations than were 
provided in the 1-215 plans. HDR will obtain additional survey and provide additional design 
modifications for the 3rd Street roadway to connect the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger 
Rail Project with the 1-215 Widening Project. 

Activities 

Design revisions to the following items: 

Task 3 .4.1 Additional ElectricaiiLighting 

Task 3.4.2 Civil 

Task 3.4.3 Landscaping 

Task 3.4.4 Utilities 

Task 3.4.5 Fencing 

Task 3.4.6 ROW 

Task 3.4.7 Plats & Legals 

Task 3.4.8 Specifications 

Deliverables 

• Revised plans 

• Revised specifications 

• Revised plat maps and legal descriptions 

Assumptions 

• Modifications to connect the two projects 3rd Street will only be required along the north side 
of the street between the proposed DSBPRP cul-de-sac and the 1-215 Widening project 
limits. 

TASK3.5 SECURITY EQUIPMENT ENCLOSURE REVISIONS 

Originally, the 100% DSBPR plans included a canopy, slab, and charging station for the 
proposed security equipment enclosure. After the 100% submittal, HDR was directed to add two 
additional weather protection walls of concrete masonry faced in cement plaster to match the 
existing masonry and steel picket fence at the Santa Fe Depot. HDR will also provide plans for 
modifications to the existing fence to accomplish task. 

Deliverables 

Task 3.5.1 Revised Architectural Drawings and Details 

Task 3.5.2 Revised Structural Drawings and Details 

Task 3.5.3 Revised Electrical Drawings and Details 

Task 3.5.4 Revised Civil Drawings and Details 
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Task 3.5.5 Specifications 

TASK3.6 ADDITIONAL OMNITRANS 2ND STREET BUS STOP DESIGN 

Per the request of Omnitrans, HDR will provide plans to move the two existing bus stops 
currently located on 3rd Street at Metrolink Way to 2nd Street. The design will also require 
placement of the bus pads in a non-standard configuration requiring approval by the City of San 
Bernardino. 

Deliverables 

Task 3.6.1 Revised Civil Plans 

Task 3.6.2 Coordination with the City of San Bernardino for design exceptions to bus pad 
design. 

Assumptions 

• The City of San Bernardino will approve the non-standard bus pad design elements required 
to meet Omnitrans' requests. 

TASK 3.7 PLAN REVISIONS DUE TO FINAL UTILITY COMPANY RELOCATIONS 
AND ADDITIONAL POT HOLE INFORMATION 

Foiiowing the submittal of the 100% plans, HDR received additional existing utility information 
from utility companies that was not shown on the previously obtained as-built plans. Based on 
this new information, SANBAG's construction manager for the project was directed to obtain 
additional pothole data to check the locations and elevations of the newly-discovered lines. HDR 
will revise the DSBPR plans to incorporate this utility information and provide the required 
design modifications. 

Deliverables 

Task 3.7.1 City Sewer Revisions Based on Additional PB Potholing 

Task 3.7.2 Revise Utility Base File per PB Potholing 

Task 3.7.3 Addition of Utility Companies Plans into Plan Set 

Task 3.7.4 AT&T/MCI Generated Plans 

Task 3.7.5 SoCal Gas Generated Plans 

Task 3.7.6 SoCal Edison Generated Plans 

Task 3.7.7 Verizon Generated Plans 

Task 3.7.8 Time Warner Cable/Telecom Generated Plans 

Assumptions 

• Modifications to a maximum of75 plan sheets. 

TASK3.8 SECURITY & BROADCAST SYSTEM ENGINEERING SUPPORT DURING 
CONSTRUCTION 

Due to the increased complexity of the security and broadcast engineering design of the project, 
HDR' s security and broadcast design subconsultant, PAC, will respond to construction 
submittals and RFis during construction. 
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Activities 

HDR' s subconsultant, PAC Engineering, will review and comment on submittals and respond to 
Broadcast Engineering RFis during the construction phase for the DSBPR Project. 

Deliverables 

Task 3.8.1 Reponses to submittals and RFis 

Assumptions 

• PAC will review a maximum of 10 submittals 

• PAC will respond to a maximum of 5 RFis 

TASK3.9 ADDmONAL DIVISION 0 AND DIVISION 1 SPECIFICATION SUPPORT 

Due to changes to the project required by third-party owners and regulators, an increased level of 
coordination and review of the Division 0 and 1 specifications is recommended to reduce the 
project risk to SANBAG. HDR's subconsultant, Railroad Project Management (RPM), will 
provide support in coordinating and reviewing the provisions of the Division 0 and Division 1 
Specifications as developed in the Division 0 and Division 1 Specification Workshops. This 
work will include making clarifications to the specifications prompted by SANBAG and the 
construction management team. RPM will also work to check that the specifications reflect 
changes as a result of amendments made to the IFB plan set during the bid phase of the project. 

TASK 3.10 PUBLIC OUTREACH AND REGULATOR EXHIBITS 

Activities 

The HDR team will continue to prepare full size exhibits for use during Public Outreach, 
Regulatory, and Utility Coordination meetings for final design, bid support, and construction. 

Deliverables 

Task 3.T0.1Exhibits 

Assumptions 

• Two exhibits per month for a duration of 31 months (62 exhibits total) 

TASK4 PLATFORM REVISIONS TO ACCOMMODATE LEVEL BOARDING 

Pending the decision from the FTA regarding 2011-23576 DOT ADA Final Rule (Level 
Boarding Report), to provide level boarding at each train car door, HDR will provide a revised 
design for Platform A at the Santa Fe Depot and Platforms Band Cat the San Bernardino Transit 
Center to accommodate the requirements. 

TASK4.1 MODIFICATIONS AT SANTA FE DEPOT 

The potential redesign could require all platforms to be raised approximately 11 to 15 inches 
higher than the existing design elevation or Platform A be split longitudinally with only a portion 
of it being raised, requiring steps and ramps to connect the two sides of the platform. Canopies, 
platform furniture, and lighting will remain in the presently proposed locations, adjusted to 
accommodate the redesigned platform. The canopies will be modified to include benches on both 
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sides and to accommodate raised foundations and the creation of pilasters to support lighting and 
canopy foundations. Steps will be provided to connect each half of the platform to maintain a 
"center platform". Each end of the platform will be redesigned to accommodate accessible 
exiting via ramps and landings. The pedestrian bridge structure will be designed to land on the 
revised platform elevation. If Platform A is to be split longitudinally, a retaining wall will be 
added to the higher platform side of structure. Relocation of signage and the Amtrak accessible 
wheelchair lift stored in the base of pedestrian bridge will be included in the design. 

Activities 

• Modify and redesign canopies to accommodate platform split. 

• Redesign platforms to accommodate architectural finishes, furniture, drainage, and structural 
design. 

• Add platform ramps to facilitate movement between sides of platform. 

• Redesign platform entry and exit ramps and landing to accommodate raised platforms. 

• Revise and redesign fencing and gates for all platforms 

• Design retaining wall for pedestrian bridge accommodation 

Deliverables 

• Revise Architectural Drawings and Details and Specifications 

• Revise Structural Drawings and Details 

• Revise Electrical Drawings and Details 

• Revise Plumbing Drawings and Details 

• Revise Civil Drawings and Details 

• Revise Signage Drawings 

• Revise and Redesign fencing and gates for platforms 

• New Structural Retaining design Drawings and Details 

Task 4.1.1 Santa Fe Depot- Update I 00% DSBPRP Drawings to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1. I. I General 

Task 4.1.1.2 Track Plans 

Task 4.1.1.3 Civil 

Task 4.1.1.4 Architectural 

Task4.1.l.5 Video Surveillance 

Task 4.1.1.6 EPIS 

Task 4. 1.1.7 Utilities 

Task 4.1.1.8 Structural 

Task 4.1.1.9 Electrical 

Task 4.1.1.10 Mechanical 

Task 4.1.2 Civil- Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1.2.1 Site plan for platform accessibility and egress 
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Task 4. I .2.2 Platfonn plans designed for level boarding 

Task 4.1 .2.3 Specifications 

Task 4.1.3 Architecture - Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1 .3.1 Platfonn Plans with furnishings and equipment layout 

Task 4.1.3.2 Platfonn elevations 

Task 4.1.3.3 Platform sections 

Task 4.1.3.4 Canopy plans 

Task 4.1.3.5 Canopy elevations 

Task 4.1.3.6 Canopy sections 

Task 4.1.3.7 Pedestrian Overpass Building Sections 

Task 4.1.3.8 Pedestrian Overpass Building Plans 

Task 4.1.3.9 Hand and guardrail details 

Task 4. 1.3.10 Specifications 

Task 4.1.4 Structural- Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1.4.1 Platform structural design sections 

Task 4.1.4.2 Platform structural details 

Task 4.1.4.3 Wall Design and Details 

Task 4.1.4.4 Specifications 

Task 4.1.5 Electrical - Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1.5.1 Lighting Plans 

Task 4.1.5.2 Power plans revised at canopies 

Task 4.1.5 .3 Specifications 

Task 4.1.6 Drainage - Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1.6.1 Drainage Design 

Task 4.1.6.2 Specifications 

Task 4.1.7 Security- Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.1. 7.1 Coordinate camera locations impacted by lighting and canopy relocation 

Task 4.1.7.2 Specifications 

Assumptions 

• HDR will continue to develop the level boarding report which was included in the 
Amendment 6 submittal. 

• The level boarding plans will be included in the DSBPRP IFB submittal. 

• HDR will not be responsible for designing commuter rail vehicle extensions. This work will 
be perfonned by STV under contract to Metrolink's operations department 

TASK4.2 MODIFICATIONS AT SAN BERNARDINO TRANSIT CENTER 

The potential redesign could require any number of platforms to be raised approximately 11 to 15 
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inches higher than the existing design elevation. This could require Platform B to be split 
longitudinally with steps and ramps between. Most likely, the south portion of Platform B and 
Platform C serving Metrolink trains will be required to be raised approximately 11 to 15 inches (to be 
determined) to accommodate various brands of existing rolling stock vehicles. Canopies, platform 
furniture, and lighting will remain in the presently proposed locations, adjusted to be on the high side 
of the redesigned platform. The canopies will be modified to include benches on both sides and to 
accommodate raised foundations and the creation of pilasters to support lighting and canopy 
foundations. Steps will be provided on Platform B to connect each half of the platform to maintain a 
"center platform". Each end of the platform will be redesigned to accommodate accessible exiting 
via ramps and landings. Side Platform C will be raised to match the elevation of the south side of 
Platform B. The Crewhouse will be raised along with adjacent service yard to maintain current level 
relationship with the platform. The foundation design will be checked and redesigned to meet 
structural requirements. The San Bernardino Transit Center Parking Lot will be redesigned to 
accommodate the changes made to the platforms by raising its north end. 

Activities 

• Modify and Redesign canopies to accommodate revised platform heights. 

• Redesign all platforms to accommodate architectural finishes, furniture, drainage, and 
structural design. 

• Add platform ramps to facilitate movement between sides of platform. 

• Redesign platform entry and exit ramps and landing to accommodate raised platforms. 

• Revise and Redesign fencing and gates for Transit Center Platform B 

• Raise all elements and modify access to accommodate raised Transit Center Platform C. 

• Raise Crewhouse to match raised Transit Center Platform C including verification of soils 
report and redesign of foundation and stem walls to accommodate raise. 

Deliverables 

• Revise Architectural Drawings, Details and Specifications 

• Revise Structural Drawings and Details 

• Revise Electrical Drawings and Details 

• Revise Plumbing Drawings and Details 

• Revise Civil Drawings and Details 

• Revise Signage Drawings 

• Revise and Redesign fencing and gates for all platforms 

• Revise and Redesign Crew house Structural Drawings and Specifications 

• Revise property line wall Drawings and Details 

• Revise Soils report. 

Task 4.2.1 San Bernardino Transit Center- Update I 00% DSBPRP Drawings to Accommodate 
Level Boarding 

Task 4.2. 1.1 General 

Task 4.2.1.2 Track Plans 

Task 4.2.1.3 Civil 
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Task 4.2.1.4 Architectural 

Task 4.2.1.5 Crew House Plans 

Task 4.2.1.6 Video Surveillance 

Task 4.2.1.7 EPIS 

Task 4.2.1.8 Utilities 

Task 4.2.1 .9 Structural 

Task 4.2.1.10 Electrical 

Task 4.2.1.11 Mechanical 

Task 4.2.2 Civil - Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.2.2.1 Site plan for platform accessibility and egress 

Task 4.2.2.2 Crew House site plan for accessibility 

Task 4.2.2.3 Platfonn plans designed for level boarding 

Task 4.2.2.4 Specifications 

Task 4.2.3 Architecture - Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.2.3.1 Platfonn Plans with furnishings and equipment layout 

Task 4.2.3.2 

Task 4.2.3.3 

Task 4.2.3.4 

Task 4.2.3.5 

Task 4.2.3.6 

Task 4.2.3.7 

Task 4.2.3.8 

Task 4.2.3.9 

Platform elevations 

Platform sections 

Canopy plans 

Canopy elevations 

Canopy sections 

Pedestrian Overpass Building Sections 

Pedestrian Overpass Building Plans 

Hand and guardrail details 

Task 4.2.3.10 Specifications 

Task 4.2.4 Structural - Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.2.4.1 Platform structural design sections 

Task 4.2.4.2 Platform structural details 

Task 4.2.4.3 Wall Design and Details 

Task 4.2.4.4 Specifications 

Task 4.2.5 Electrical - Design Services to Accotnmodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.2.5.1 Lighting Plans 

Task 4.2.5.2 Power plans revised at canopies 

Task 4.2.5.3 Specifications 

Task 4.2.6 Drainage - Design Services to Accommodate level Boarding 

Task 4.2.6.1 Drainage Design 
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Task 4.2.6.2 Specifications 

Task 4.2.7 Security- Design Services to Accommodate Level Boarding 

Task 4.2.7.1 Coordinate camera locations impacted by lighting and canopy relocation 

Task 4.2.7 .2 Specifications 

Assumptions 

• HDR will continue to develop the level boarding report which was included in the 
Amendment 6 submittal. 

• The level boarding plans will be included in the DSBPRP IFB submittal. 

• HDR will not be responsible for designing commuter rail vehicle extensions. This work will 
be conducted by STV under contract to Metro link's operations department 

TASK4.3 MINI-IDGH PLATFORM REDESIGN (RESULTING FROM NEWLY 
PUBLISHED SCRRA LEVEL BOARDING STANDARDS) 

Following completion of the 100% plans, SCRRA published revised engineering standards 
which will require changes to the mini-high platforms. HDR will provide redesign and relocation 
of project mini-highs to conform to new standards that requires greater setback from edge of 
platform. 

Activities 

• Move and redesign (3) mini-highs at Transit Center Platforms A, B, and C to comply. 

• Move and redesign (3) mini-highs at platforms A, B, and Cat the Santa Fe Depot to comply. 

Deliverables 

Task 4.3.1 Revised Architectural Drawings and Details 

Task 4.3.2 Revised Structural Drawings and Details 

Task 4.3.3 Revised Civil Drawings and Details 

Task 4.3.4 Revised Electrical and Lighting Drawings and Details 

Task 4.3.5 Revised Specifications 

TASKS ADDITIONAL SUPPORT SERVICES FOR UTILITY COMPANY 
NEGOTIATIONS AND COORDINATION 

In order to maintain eligibility for State and Federal funding in the event that it became available, 
SANBAG requested that HDR follow Caltrans' local assistance guidelines. 

As a result of the City of San Bernardino's request to relocate and increase the size of the 
proposed detention basin, additional SCE poles were required to be relocated, requiring 
additional coordination efforts rights research and design assistance. 

TASKS.l UTD...ITY DESIGN AND COORDINATION 

HDR will provide additional right of way support services for utility relocations and services per 
Caltrans Local Assistance Guidelines. 
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Task 5.1.1 Obtain draft and final utility relocation plans from utility owners to check that 
proposed utilities do not conflict with proposed improvements or existing 
features. 

Task 5.1.2 Obtain estimates for utility agreements. 

Task 5.1.3 Prepare Report of Investigation (ROI), with back up documents for detennining 
liability. 

Task 5.1.4 Prepare and send out Notice to Owner (NTO), with copy of approved plans & copy 
of work windows or special provisions 

Task 5.1.5 Prepare Revised NTO if Scope, scheduling or Discovered Work is found 

Task 5.1.6 Prepare Utility Agreements (UA's) if needed (payment proration, who perfonns the 
work, scheduling, replacement rights, etc., review and monitor invoices to 
UA) 

Task 5.1.7 Assist SANBAG in obtaining permits and replacement rights prior to relocation 

Task 5.1.8 Provide support during construction to follow up with utility owners that are 
relocating during construction, and check that they are on schedule 

Task 5.1.9 Provide support during construction to follow up with utility owners that are 
relocating during construction, and check that they are on schedule 

Task 5.1.10File Closeout 

TASK6 RIGHT OF WAY DESIGN CHANGES 

After submittal of the 100% plans, Southern California Gas Company requested that SANBAG 
provide a design for the on-site Southern California Gas Company facilities based on their 
architect's site layout. HDR will develop these sketches into an engineered design and 
implement these changes into the fmal plans. · 

In order to improve access to the San Bernardino Transit Center Parking lot, two additional 
parcel acquisitions were required. This required HDR to provide additional Hazmat Phase 1 
studies and design revisions to the SBTC Parking Lot entrance. 

As a result of developing right of way coordination and negotiations, design changes will be 
required to accommodate adjacent land owners. Additional right of way work activities will be 
performed, including coordination of additional building demolition efforts, Project ROW 
Certification with SANBAG for additional properties, and oversight of fmal me closeout tasks, 
including completion of acquisition diaries/logs. 

TASK6.1 HAZMAT PHASE I (2 ADDmONAL EDC PARCELS) 

In order to provide better access to the proposed SBTC parking lot (2) additional properties 
along E Street will be required. As a result HDR will conduct two (2) additional Hazmat Phase I 
studies for the two properties fronting "E" Street. 

Deliverables 

• Hazmat Phase 1 Studies for two properties 
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TASK6.2 SOCAL GAS PARKING LOT 

After submittal of the 100% plans, Southern California Gas Company requested that SANBAG 
provide a design for the on-site Southern California Gas Company facilities based on their 
architect's site layout. HDR will develop these sketches into an engineered design and 
implement these changes into the fmal plans. 

HDR right of way staff will provide of right of way services associated with the SoCal Gas 
(SCG) parking lot and property line block wall improvements. HDR will meet with new SCG 
team members and bring them up-to-speed on design and negotiation discussions. Additional 
right of way services will be required to address issues such as the abandoned railroad track and 
ties along SCG's east property line, environmental testing of the "give-back" property and the 
manner in which the parking lot/property line wall will be constructed and by whom it will be 
constructed. 

Site layouts and design plans as outlined in exhibits prepared by SCG will be developed, 
including site grading, parking lot lighting, retaining wall design, landscaping improvements, 
and right-of way plat maps and legal descriptions. 

Task 6.2.1 Coordination 

Task 6.2.2 ElectricaVLighting 

Task 6.2.3 Civil 

Task 6.2.4 Landscaping 

Task 6.2.5 Structures 

Task 6.2.6 ROW 

Task 6.2.7 Plat Maps & Legal Descriptions 

Task 6.2.8 Drainage 

Task 6.2.9 Specifications 

Deliverables 

• SoCal Gas IFB parking lot plans and specifications 

• Meeting minutes from coordination meetings 

• Plat Maps and legal descriptions for the SoCal Gas property 

Assumptions 

• The perimeter walls for the property will be owned and maintained by the Southern 
California Gas Company. 

TASK 6.3 SBTC PARKING LOT ENTRANCE (REDESIGN) 

HDR right of way staff will provide support for additional right of way requirements and 
acquisition oversight associated with the design and acquisition of two (2) additional EDC 
properties along "E" Street which will be used for access to the proposed San Bernardino Transit 
Center parking lot. Additional title reports and appraisals will be ordered for these two 
properties. 

HDR engineering staff will provide site improvement plans including site grading, parking lot 
lighting, retaining wan design, landscaping improvements, and right-of way plat maps .and legal 
descriptions. 
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Task 6.3.1 Civil 

Task 6.3.2 Landscaping 

Task 6.3.3 Utilities 

Task 6.3.4 Fencing 

Task 6.3.5 Structural 

Task 6.3.6 ElectricaVLighting 

Task 6.3.7 Drainage 

Task 6.3.8 Right of way 

Task 6.3.9 Plat Maps & Legal Descriptions 

Task 6.3.10Specifications 

Deliverables 

• Revised SBTC parking lot IFB plans and specifications 

• Meeting minutes from coordination meetings 

• Plat Maps and legal descriptions for two EDC properties 

TASK6.4 2ND STREET (RELOCATE THE PROPOSED SIGNAL HOUSE TO 
ACCOMM:ODATE THE FULL TAKE OF THE .. MCHENRY" PROPERTY) 

As a result of right of way negotiations, HDR engineering staff will revise the 100% plans to 
relocate the railroad signal house from the northeast quadrant to the southwest quadrant of the 
znd Street railroad crossing. The revised signal house location will require changes to the civil, 
fencing, grading, drainage, and utility plans. 

HDR right of way staff will provide analysis and revision of the right of way requirements for 
the Riverside Cement properties, as well as the McHenry property. Once it is determined that 
the proposed signal house can be moved to the McHenry property, revisions to the Legal 
Descriptions and Plat Maps, as well as an updated appraisal, will be made to accommodate the 
revised acquisition area. 

Task 6.4.1 Civil 

Task 6.4.2 Electrical 

Task 6.4.3 Right of way 

Task 6.4.4 Fencing 

Task 6.4.5 Grading 

Task 6.4.6 Utilities 

Task 6.4.7 Drainage 

Task 6.4.8 Plat Maps & Legal Descriptions 

Task 6.4.9 Specification~ 

Deliverables 

• Revised 2nd Street IFB plans and specifications 
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• Meeting minutes from coordination meetings 

• Plat maps and legal descriptions 

TASK6.5 DEVELOPMENT PERMITS TYPES 1 AND 2 

Per the City of San Bernardino's request, HDR will assist SANBAG with development and 
implementation of the pre-application and formal Development Permit Type 1 and 2 permit 
application approaches with the City to support the DSBPRP bid and construction timelines. 

Following application, creation, submittal, and negotiation, HDR will follow-up for the City•s 
Development Permit (Type 2) for the SANBAG Parking Facility Development Permit Type 2. 
HDR wilt prepare the SANBAG Parking Facility Parking Program that defmes SANBAG's 
shared-use parking resources and provides SANBAG parking revenue opportunities. 

Task 6.5.1 So Cal Gas Property Parking Lot 

Task 6.5.2 De Gorter Property Parking Lot 

Task 6.5.3 Detention Pond (Arrowhead Pond Property) 

Deliverables 

• Pre-application and formal Development Permit Type 1 and 2 

• Meeting minutes from coordination meetings 

Assumptions 

• The SBTC plans north of the station platforms will be included·in a· separate IFB submittal 
and constructed by another contractor. 

TASK6.6 BUR.DING DEMOLmON SUPPORT 

HDR right of way staff will assist SANBAG to coordinate additional building demolition efforts 
because additional properties have been added since the original scope was developed. This will 
include coordination of building board-ups and fencing around the properties if required. 

HDR will coordinate hazmat testing for both lead and asbestos paint and deliver reports of 
fmdings for inclusion in the Demolition IFB package. HDR will periodically observe the 
demolition activities and submit information to support project close-out to SANBAG, once all 
properties have been cleared. 

Task 6.6.1 K Street Properties (4 structures) 

Task 6.6.2 DeGorter Property 

Task 6.6.3 Bekins Property 

Task 6.6.4 Gas Company Property (Walls and Building Foundation) 

Task 6.6.5 Mantzoros Property 

Task 6.6.6 AU-Good Property 

Task 6.6.7 EDC Property (2 structures) 

Deliverables 

• Hazmat testing results 
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Assumptions 

• Board-up and fencing services will be contracted directly by SANBAG, with coordinating 
assistance provided by HDR. 

TASK 6.7 ADDITIONAL RIGHT OF WAY SUPPORT SERVICES 

HDR right of way staff will assist the engineering team in revisions to the right of way 
requirements and additional design associated with the EDC, Caltrans, Heftner, KLR, Big Z 
Auto, Byun and DeGorter properties. HDR will coordinate the preparation of and review of 
additional Legal Descriptions and Plat Maps needed for appraisal, appraisal review and 
acquisition activities, and will perform oversight of said acquisition and relocation activities. 

HDR right of way staff will provide coordination with the engineering team related to design 
revisions and property owner's and their legal representative's requests for information and 
documentation of the proposed acquisition areas. HDR will coordinate meetings and respond to 
information requests in coordination with SANBAG's Condemnation Attorneys. HDR has 
coordinated and attended several additional meetings with the GSA regarding improvements for 
the Mfaitati property and neighboring Mantzoros and SBTC properties. 

HDR right of way staff will prepare the demolition specifications and IFB package information 
for the demolition of the following additional structures: 4 residential on K Street, 1 residential 
on 2nd Street, 7 commercial throughout the project limits, 3 trees along Rialto (needed for early 
utility relocation), and 1 storage shed at the Clark property on Rialto.) HDR will also coordinate 
project ROW Certification with SANBAG for additional properties and provide oversight on 
fmal file closeout tasks, including completion of acquisition diariesflogs and associated back-up 
documentation to be filed per Caltrans requirements. 

Task 6. 7.1 Additional Appraisal Maps, Legal Descriptions and Plats (Eng) 

Task 6. 7.2 Oversight of Epic Acquisition/Relocation Activities 

Task 6. 7.3 Coordination with Engineering re: Design Revisions and Property Owner Information 
Requests 

Task 6.7 .4 Oversight of AdditionaVUpdated Appraisal Reports 

Task 6.7 .5 Oversight of Additional Legal Descriptions and Plat Maps 

Task 6.7.6 Coordination with Condemnation Attorneys 

Task 6.7.7 Additional Coordination with GSA for Affaitati property 

Task 6.7.8 Coordinate Demolition of Structures (5 Residential, 7 Commercial, 3 trees and 1 
storage shed) 

Task 6.7.9 Coordinate ROW Certification with SANBAG 

Task 6. 7.1 OCoordinate File Closeout with Epic 

TASK 6.8 EPIC LAND SOLUTIONS (SUBCONSUL T ANT) 

Task 6.8.1 Reimbursement of the extra work entailed in the 36 month acquisition/relocation 
period: due to project delays, additional work was required to meet with 
landowners and displacees; also requiring extra work were two offers to each 
landowner; appraisals were required to be updated which required additional 
management on our part. Offers were not officially made until almost three 
years after project start. 
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Task 6.8.2 Ongoing condemnation support including multiple package reviews at the request of 
the attorneys, ongoing preparation for the filing of eminent domain, and 
continuing negotiations with landowners during RON and ED filing. 

Task 6.8.3 Ongoing and continued negotiations post eminent domain filing with landowners and 
displacees; new document preparation and execution required; additional 
visits with landowners and their attorneys in support of our legal team. 

Task 6.8.4 Alley vacation paperwork, documentation, coordinating with HDR and title 
company; meeting with adjacent landowners regarding same; submit 
paperwork to legal team for review;_make any additional changes necessary. 

Task 6.8.5 Additional scope items requested since January which include changing vesting in all 
documents at SANBAG's request, requesting hand-delivery from legal team 
of most RON notices, and additional declarations requested by legal team. 

TASK6.9 PLAN REVISIONS IN CONJUNCTION WITH RIGHT OF WAY 
ACQUISffiONS 

Activities 

Right of way acquisitions for the project have required additional support that is still ongoing. As 
negotiations are fmalized, some changes to the DSBPR plans will be required to reflect the 
negotiated agreements. The HDR team will provide fmal plan revisions driven by these right of 
way negotiation generated "hot sheet special provisions." 

Deliverables 

Task 6.9.1 Plan Revisions Due to Right of Way Acquisitions 

Assumptions 

• Modifications to a maximum of 50 plan sheets 

TASK 6.10 CAL TRANS RIGHT OF WAY CERTIFICATION 

On May 10,2013, San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) was notified that the 
Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project (Redlands First Mile Project) would need to 
obtain Right of Way Certification from Caltrans, previously not a requirement for this project, by 
June 4, 2013, so it could be presented to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) on 
June 6, 2013. Per SANBAG's direction, the HDR team immediately began work to compile all 
of the documentation and exhibits required for the Caltrans Certification of the right of way and 
utility relocations. 
Activities 

Successful delivery of right of way and the approval of project's SLPP funding will require 
obtaining the right of way certification approval from Caltrans District 8 and Caltrans 
Headquarters in Sacramento. In order for the certification to be approved by Caltrans, the proper 
certification forms must be prepared, the appropriate sections of the Cal trans Right of Way 
Manual must be adhered to, and a complete and comprehensive certification package must be 
submitted. HDR will prepare the necessary documents to deliver the submittal packages for 
Caltrans review and approval. Tasks required to obtain approval include: 

• Prepare Right of Way Certification packages for a Cert 3 with Workaround. 
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• Prepare Right of Way Certification Binders, including all pertinent acquisition documents for 
each parcel. 

• Create Right of Way requirements mapping per Caltrans formatting for inclusion in 
Certification Packages. 

HDR will coordinate the relocation of utility facilities under franchise agreements or other rights. 
In addition, HDR will review the utility owners' documents and pertinent laws regarding utility 
rights, under the Streets and Highways Code and the Caltrans Right of Way Manual, to 
determine the liability of an affected utility. HDR will make arrangements with the affected 
utilities that have prior rights, to confirm their claims and to relocate their facilities as required. 
HDR will obtain, prepare and deliver required documents, amendments and reports to assist with 
proper relocation procedures, including the following items: 

• Claim letter with copy of design plans 

• Report of Investigation to determine liability for the cost of relocation 

• Notice to Relocate 

• Relocation plans and cost estimates from each utility company 

• Approved relocation plans from the design engineer 

• Utility agreement prepared by City, if required (payment pro-ration, who performs 
the work, scheduling, replacement rights, etc.) 

• Assist with obtaining Permits and replacement rights prior to utility relocation 

• Inspection and confmnation of relocated utilities report. 

• Prepare Projects Engineer's Certification of Utility Relocation per Caltrans High and 
Low Risk Policy, for HDR Engineering, Inc. to review, approve, and sign. 

• Coordinate with the project engineer for any needed Special Provisions required for 
utility owner coordinated work. 

• Check that the project engineer has identified and included physical conflicts and 
inclusion in the construction plans. 

• Prepare utility portion of the Right of Way Certification form and binder, organized by 
utility owner with copies of completed utility forms and all back up documents. 

HDR will maintain a utility file for each utility facility that may be impacted, and will maintain 
the files in an auditable condition. The utility file will contain the following documents and other 
documents as requested by SANBAG or other agencies: 
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• Signed copies of all documents and agreements, including amendments 

• Signed copies of fmal relocation plans and approvals 

• Signed copies of all invoices and payments, including the fmal reconciliation and 
accounting 

• Proof that all credits from utility owners have been received (depreciation, 
betterment, etc.) 

• Diary notes from the resident engineer, approving relocation of utilities 

• Signed copies of as-builts from utility companies 

• Signed copies of permit and/or replacement right from local agency 

• Signed copies of right of way map, :showing location of replacement right 

• Signed letter from appropriate governing authority accepting relocation conditions, if 
needed 
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• Review utility company invoices and compare amounts based on the estimated scope 
and fee of per the executed utility agreements with SANBAG 

HDR will follow the proper steps, in the proper order, to show compliance with state and local 
requirements, and to show that right of way certification and reimbursements for relocation costs 
are not jeopardized. 

Task 6.10.1Right of Way Certification Document Preparation 

Task 6.10.2Engineering Support 

Deliverables 

• Right of Way Certification Submittal Package 

Assumptions 

• Package will be prepared for Certification 3'with Workaround 

TASK7 SAN BERNARDINO MUNICIPAL WATER DEPARTl\1ENT UTILITY 
IMPROVEl\1ENTS 
HDR will provide additional design services to accommodate requests made by the San Bernardino 
Municipal Water Department (SBMWD). The items in this task are similar in character to those 
listed in Task 3 above, but the items listed below have been separated out for potential 
reimbursement by the SBMWD. 

TASK7.1 CITY WATER LINE AT RIALTO A VENUE AND I STREET 
Following submittal of the 100% plans, the SBMWD requested that SANBAG install a new 
water line near the intersection of Rialto A venue and "f' Street during the construction of the 
DSBPR project. The proposed water line will be designed by HDR and constructed by the 
Contractor for the DSBPR project. Discussions are underway for SBMWD to reimburse 
SANBAG for all design and construction costs for this water line, possibly to be offset by 
SBMWD waiving any permitting fees. 

Deliverables 
• Water line plans will be included in the final DSBPR plan set. 

Assumptions 

• Changes will be required to a maximum of 10 plan sheets. 

TASKS ADDITIONAL RAIL OPERATIONS MODELING 

Metrolink requested that SANBAG provide additional rail corridor modeling to facilitate 
operations, maintenance, and crew work orders during and after construction of the DSBPR 
project. This task includes additional rail modeling to assist Metrolink in determining effective 
rail operations strategies during construction beginning with the EMF cutover and continuing 
through the various stages of the DSBPR project. 

TASK 8.1 MEETINGS AND COORDINATION 

HDR will meet with Metrolink prior to performing the modeling work to discuss Metrolink's 
planned operations during construction so that HDR's modelers better understand the planned 
approach during modeling efforts. Once HDR has input the Metrolink-provided operating plans 
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into RTC, they will either validate those plans or work with Metrolink to adjust the plans 
accordingly. A final meeting will be held to discuss results of the modeling. 

Assumptions 

• Metrolink will develop and provide HDR staff with operating plans. 

• Two face-to-face meetings with Metrolink will be required: one before the modeling work 
begins, and one following the modeling work to discuss the results with Metrolink. 

• Three conference calls will be required for cooperation between HDR and Metrolink staff. 

TASK8.2 MODELING ANALYSIS 

The HDR team will build an existing condition model, with current track infrastructure and train 
schedules, and simulate Metrolink's operational plan for the cutover to EMF. The model will be 
modified for each phase of construction, helping Metrolink to determine a preferred approach to 
optimize the altered operating conditions. HDR will also help test and validate crew options 
during each phase (hostler requirements). 

In addition, HDR will simulate a closure of the north lead into the EMF, forcing Metrolink trains 
to enter and exit the facility via the south lead. The south lead will be modeled using three 
infrastructure scenarios: 

• A new control point will be installed at the south lead switch 

• A turnout with electronic timer will be installed at the south lead switch 

• A hand throw turnout without signals will be installed at the south lead switch 

Trains to/from EMF will be seeded into the Metrolink San Bernardino Line model to measure 
the impact upon daily train operations each model variation may have. 

Deliverables 

• Modeling results 

Assumptions 

• Modeling will be modified for each of the six phases of construction and will also be done 
for the existing condition and final condition. 

• HDR will not be required to provide any memoranda or reports based on modeling results. 

TASK8.3 EXHIBITS 

HDR will prepare exhibits to assist coordination efforts during the two planned meetings with 
Metrolink. 

Deliverables 

• Meeting exhibits 

Assumptions 

• Up to three exhibits will be prepared as needed for each of the scheduled face-to-face 
meetings. 
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TASK9 
SURVEY 

BNSF RAIL, SIGNAL, AND UTILITY DESIGN AND RECORD OF 

This task includes the design of a new communications and signal system for a portion of the rail 
corridor north of Rialto A venue that connects the Santa Fe Depot and the EMF yard. In 
conjunction with this work, a Record of Survey will be prepared from CP Rana to CP Vernon. 

TASK9.1 RAIL, UTIT..ITY, AND SIGNAL DESIGN 

HDR will provide track design changes to replace an existing BNSF turnout with one which 
complies with Metrolink Engineering Standards. Additionally, HDR will provide associated 
design changes for drainage, grading, and utilities. 

HDR's subconsultant, PRE, will develop plans and an estimate for signal and communication 
design at Control Point (CP) Shortway and CP Mill. Work shall be composed of design of a new 
CP called CP Shortway, and modifications to the existing CP Mill for full SCRRA control and 
dispatching. Coordination with BNSF Railway Signal group will be necessary regarding 
interfacing between SCRRA and BNSF at CP Mill and/or CP Rana. 

Deliverables 

• Revised project plans 

• Integrated plans as part of the entire DSBPR project final submittal. 

• Integrated estimate as part of the entire DSBPR project final submittal. 

TASK 9.2 DESIGN SERVICES DURING CONSTRUCTION PTC 
IMPLEMENTATION 

PRE will provide additional submittal review, RFI responses, as-built documentation 
preparation, Application Programming and Technical Assistance during construction for two 
new CPs added to the project. Additional submittal review, RFI responses, and coordination with 
Contractor and SCRRA will also be provided to assist SCRRA with the implementation of PTC. 

Deliverables 

• Responses to RFJs and Submittals 

Assumptions 

• The task does not include activities in conjunction with civil, structural, mechanical, or 
architectural engineering. 

• The task does not include costs for deliverables other than stated within this task. 

• Penn its are not required for the PRE team's scope of work. 

• PRE shall provide Adobe "pdf' files for deliverables. 

TASK9.3 RECORD OF SURVEY 

HDR's subconsultant, Project Design Consultants (PDC), will provide a record of survey of the 
existing BNSF railway corridor that commences at CP Vernon (also being the historic San 
Bernardino Depot property) and runs southwesterly to the intersection with the Eastern 
Maintenance Facility (EMF) property and CP Rana. PDC will utilize the existing high-precision 
control network in place for the DSBPR PROJECT and will tie-into the pending record of survey 
at said Depot grounds. 

Cl0079·7 

447 



The survey will determine the centerline and right of way width of each major crossing street and 
the two existing major storm drain creek facilities. The results of the survey will be incorporated 
into a Record of Survey (RS) to be recorded with the County of San Bernardino. PDC will set 
maximum of twelve railway right of way monuments at strategic locations along said railway. 

Deliverables 

• Record of Survey filed with the County of San Bernardino 

CONTINGENCY 

Contingency scopes and associated budgets are provided in this Proposal for the following 
potential activities. 
DSBPR BNSF Support 

A contingency budget was established for overall engineering design to provide SANBAG with 
design support throughout the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) negotiation process with 
BNSF and to support SANBAG by providing possible minor design changes resulting from the 
negotiation process with the BNSF Railway. 

EPIC Land Solutions Contingency 

A contingency budget was established for EPIC Land Solutions to provide SANBAG with 
additional right of way services beyond this scope in the event they are required. 

HDR Additional Design Tasks Support 

A contingency budget has been established to provide SANBAG with additional design services 
that may be required due to changing requirements of stakeholders during the bid and 
construction phases of the project. This contingency will allow SANBAG to obtain design and 
support services obtained in an expedient manner during the time-sensitive bid and construction 
phases of the project. 

Right of Way Certification Submittal and Updates 

Upon SANBAG's request, HDR will coordinate the submittal of the Right of Way Certification 
package to Cal trans District 8 for review and approval. HDR will participate in multiple 
coordination meetings with SANBAG, Caltrans, Subconsultants and Utility Owners and will 
update information in the Certification package as information is received and per Caltrans 
review comments. 
Certification will be updated to Level 2 during project construction. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Contract No. C10079 Amendment No. 7 

Contract Amendment History 
" 

Below is the contract history between SANBAG and HDR Engineering, Inc. identifying the 
amendments that have been approved by the Board. 

• Original Contract- Approved February 2010, for $7,390,150. 

• Amendment No. 1 -Approved June 2010, for $1,021,704 for the sbX Bus Rapid Transit 
project right-of-way acquisition services. Total not-to-exceed amount following this 
amendment was $8,411,854. 

• Amendment No. 2- Approved January 2011, for $2,962,795 for additional design services 
for tasks on DSBPRP and RPRP and an additional $118,729 for sbX right-of-way acquisition 
services. Total not-to-exceed amount following this amendment was $11,374,649. 

• Amendment No. 3 -Approved June 2011, for an additional net increase of $4,866,142. The 
amendment included removal of the right-of-way acquisition services for the Omnitrans sbX 
bus rapid transit project and added completion of construction bid documents for the 
DSBPRP portion of the Project to the scope of work. Total not-to-exceed amount following 
this amendment was $15,565,358. 

• Amendment No.4- Approved September 2011, an additional $8,995,000 for environmental 
clearance and preliminary engineering for the RPRP portion of the Project. In general this 
work included replacement of track, bridges, and grade crossings, construction of passing 
sidings, stations, railroad signals and communication systems, Positive Train Control, a 
maintenance facility, locomotive and passenger car procurement and rehab. Total not-to
exceed amount following this amendment was $24,560,358. 

• Amendment No.5- Approved January 2012, an increase of $3,924,694 for additional design 
services and for design services during construction. Total not-to--exceed amount following 
this amendment was $28,485,052. 

• Amendment No.6- Approved September 2013, an increase of $2,899,300 to accommodate 
the FfA's request for the RPRP project to be processed under an Environmental Impact 
Study as opposed to an Environmental Assessment. Additional design services were also 
required for the DSBPRP due to third party requests. Total not-to-exceed amount following 
this amendment was $31,384,352. 

CRTC1306al-jrf 

449 



A 
c:.n 
Cl 

Governments 

SAN BAG 
Worf(ing Together 

ATTACHMENT 8 
Contract C10079 Amendment 7 

Summary of Fees 
Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project and Redlands Rail Passenger Rail Project 
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 

AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND 

HDR,INC 

FOR 

REDLANDS FIRST MILE AND REDLANDS PASSENGER RAIL PROJECT 

This AMENDMENT No. 2 to CONTRACT No. 10-079 entered into this 5th day of January, 2011 between 

the firm of HDR, Inc (hereafter called CONSULTANT) and the San Bernardino Associated 

Governments/San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (hereafter called AUTHORITY): 

WI1NESSETH, 

WHEREAS, SANBAG, under SANBAG Contract 10-079 ("Contract"), has engaged the services of 
CONSULTANT to provide consultant support for the Redlands First Mile and Redlands Passenger Rail 
Project ("Project"); and 

WHEREAS, The parties desire to amend the scope of work; 

NOW THEREFORE, the parties mutually agree to amend the Contract as follows: 

1. The scope of work has been amended to include the additional work included in Attachment A to 
this agreement. 

2. The not-to-exceed amount of the Contract shall be increased by $2,962,795. No additional 
contingency amount is included in this amendment. The amended total Contract not-to-exceed 
amount shall be $11,374,649 

Except as amended by this Amendment No. 2, all other provisions of the Contract and any prior 
Amendments to the Contract remain in full force and effect. 
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IN WITNESS THEREOF, the authorized parties have below signed: 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

By: ____________________ ___ 
Brad Mitzelfelt 
President 

Date:---------

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

By: -----------------------
Penny Alexander-Kelley 
SANBAG Counsel 

Date:---------
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By: __________________ _ 

Date: _________ _ 
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AITACHMENT "A" SCOPE OF SERVICES AMENDMENT 

BACKGROUND 
There have been a series of events that have caused the project scope to expand due to a number 
of unforeseen discoveries and changes in direction that have taken place from the inception of 
the project that lead to this amendment request. The scope items described below are segregated 
between the Redlands First Mile (RFM) project, the Redlands Corridor Alternatives Analysis 
(RCAA) project and the Omnitrans sbX (SBX) project. The following items changed the course 
of direction: 

RFM: The STV concept plans and alternatives report were the basis of scoping the preliminary 
design, environmental document and right-of-way support. Based on significant operations 
modeling performed by HDR, it was determined that there were several missing components that 
were required to develop a functioning facility. 

1. Layover Facility -There was a need to investigate opportunities to increase layover 
capacity since the existing Inland Empire Maintenance Facility (IEMF) will need to be 
abandoned and salvaged due to track configuration constraints. HDR developed concept 
and conducted rail operation modeling to evaluate four potential alternatives to address 
this issue: (1) utilizing the proposed Transit Center and existing Santa Fe Depot stub
tracks and utilizing the existing Eastern Maintenance Facility (EMF), (2) new layover 
facility at Sierra Avenue, (3) new layover facility at G Street, and (4) expanding the 
existing EMF in accordance with the previous approvals for that facility. Based on rail 
modeling, alternative 1 was determined to be feasible reinforcing the idea that the RFM 
project and EMF expansion projects have independent utility. Alternative 1, however, 
presented an inefficient and fragmented situation where layover locations would be 
spread out at three locations that would require an increase in operations cost to address 
crew distribution, security of layover trains and limitations in operations. Based on 
construction cost estimates and site constraints, it was determined that building out of the 
previously approved expansion of the EMF would be least costly and the most efficient 
alternative when compared to constructing new layover facilities. Two variations were 
developed to expand EMF: to expand the yard tracks laterally to maintain the new yard 
tracks short of Lytle Cajon Channel and to construct a bridge over Lytle Cajon Channel 
and expand longitudinally. Based on requests from Metrolink, the longitudinal expansion 
variation was chosen to maintain consistency with the original phased design of EMF 
following the Phase 3 approach, which was previously approved through a California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statutory Exemption. The planned and previously 
approved expansion of the EMF was designed to serve the whole SCRRA rail system and 
SANBAG has decided to undertake the design development of expanding EMF through 
this scope of work. SANBAG will implement construction of the EMF expansion based 
on funding availability. 

2. Rail Operations - In order to maintain rail operations and make the necessary pedestrian 
safety improvements to accommodate Amtrak and Metrolink trains at the Santa Fe 
Depot, a pedestrian grade separation was required. HDR evaluated four alternatives and 
the PDT chose the Mission Style pedestrian overhead that will be located at the west end 
of the Depot. 

3. E Street Transit Center- HDR evaluated eight alternatives at the proposed transit Center 
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to balance the requirements of Metro link, sbX and the future RCAA projects. The PDT 
selected an alternative that addressed sbX needs and future expansion needs that met the 
requirements of the rail operations modeling. 

4. Corridor Alignment - The RFM project alignment has been revised from the original 
concept report to meet Metrolink track alignment requirements. This has increased the 
number of impacted properties, real estate acquisition, drainage, grade crossings, and the 
environmental process. 

5. Environmental Process - HDR determined that there is a high likelihood that unmitigable 
impacts related to noise and air quality issues will occur. Additionally, modification to 
the Depot, which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), is a 
sensitive issue and requires detailed analysis. Based on these factors, the HDR Team 
recommended that the more appropriate environmental document to addresses these 
issues at a level of detail that provides legal defensibility is an Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR)/Environmental Assessment (EA) instead of the originally scoped Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (MND). In fact, the potential for the noise-related impact to remain 
significant and unavoidable requires that SANBAG prepare an EIR. 

RCAA: The RCAA scope has also been expanded to include preparation of a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates in the 
form of General Plan Amendments and/or zoning changes for up to ten station area locations. 
The Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda, and Redlands along the corridor will defme proposed 
transit supportive land use updates for each of the station areas to be analyzed within the PEIR. 
The PEIR will need to be certified by each of the participating jurisdictions (CEQA Lead 
Agencies). One PEIR will be prepared that each jurisdiction will certify. SANBAG will act as a 
liaison between the jurisdictions and the jurisdictions' project manager/agent for preparation of 
the PEIR. Updates to existing land use plans and the preparation of the PEIR will require 
substantial collaboration and cooperation among the participating jurisdictions throughout the 
process, and is integral to the progress and successful implementation of the project and the 
PEIR. The PEIR will incorporate as applicable the goals, policies, and objectives of the Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP), the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and the Regional 
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Inventory and Reduction Plan that are anticipated to be developed 
concurrently with the proposed PEIR for Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates. 

SBX: Several additional subconsultants had to be added to provide appraisals to support the 
right-of-way services for the sbX project. This scope of work identifies additional tasks that were 
requested of the HDR team. 
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SCOPE OF WORK 

TASK 1 PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION (RFM) 
Additional labor hours are being requested to account for ongoing project management, 
coordination, and project accounting due to the expanded scope outlined in this amended scope 
proposal. 

TASK 1.1 PROJECT ADMINISTRATION (RFM) 
The Consultant will provide ongoing management and staff to plan, organize, direct, supervise, 
control, and coordinate administrative tasks related to this scope of work. 

TASK 2 AGENCY/PROJECT/UTILITY COORDINATION AND MEETINGS (RFM) 
The original scope of work did not anticipate the additional number or duration of required 
project meetings associated with the RFM and RCAA Projects. Additional labor hours are being 
requested for internal coordination and meeting with the SHPO to discuss pedestrian bridge 
options and potential impacts to the Santa Fe Depot. The additional hours also take into account 
a longer environmental schedule and increased level of detail required for preparation of an EIR. 
In addition, based on the original scope of work, it was assumed that all project impacts could be 
reduced to less than significant levels. Due to the level of impacts that are now anticipated, 
additional comments are expected; therefore, additional hours for comment resolution meetings 
will be required. 

TASK2.1 AGENCY COORDINATION (RFM) 
HDR and its subconsultants will continue to coordinate with all external agencies, jurisdictions, 
and third parties during environmental clearance and preliminary design development. 
2.1.1 SANBAG: The amended scope is intended to cover both past and future hours dedicated 

to meetings and coordination related to the expanded scope items discussed above. In 
addition, HDR will continue to provide presentation support services on an as needed 
basis and will attend all requested presentations in support of the RFM and RCAA 
projects. 

2.1.2 Railroads (Metrolink, BNSF, Amtrak and CHSRA): The original scope did not account 
for focused coordination with Metrolink to obtain past design and environmental 
documents related to the recently constructed EMF. HDR has also continued to 
coordinate with Metrolink on the subject of EMF at biweekly meetings in Los Angeles 
intended for its existing Metrolink On-Call Professional Engineering Design Services 
Contract. 

2.1.3 Cities (San Bernardino): Additional scope and hours are being requested to further 
coordinate with the City of San Bernardino on the proposed grade crossing closures along 
the RFM Project. In particular, the original scope did not account for a technical 
memorandum and detailed analysis of closing versus maintaining the existing Third 
Street grade crossing. In addition, additional coordination with the Cities will be required 
resulting from the need to prepare an EIR, which was not included in the original scope 
of services. 
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2.1.5 Permitting Agencies (Cal trans, County, FRA, FfA, RWQCB and US ACE): Additional 
hours will be required to coordinate with applicable regulatory permitting agencies on the 
development of an EIR for the RFM Project and any necessary regulatory permits (e.g., 
Clean Water Act 404, 401). The additional hours will also cover up to two additional 
CEQA public review meetings: one meeting during the NOP review period and one 
meeting after the Draft EIR is circulated for public review. 

2.1.10 State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO): The original scope did not include 
coordination with SHPO to develop consensus on a pedestrian overpass or underpass 
concept at the Santa Fe Depot. The HDR team has developed architectural renderings of 
three overpass concepts and one underpass concept to be presented to SHPO at its 
headquarters in Sacramento. SANBAG will determine which of the four concepts will be 
presented to SHPO based on input from project stakeholders. 

Deliverables: 
• HDR will maintain files containing documentation of decisions made and 

communications with all listed parties above. HDR will submit these files to SANBAG 
during project closeout or at the request of SANBAG throughout the duration of this 
project 

TASK 2.2 :MEETINGS (RFM) 
The expanded scope will necessitate additional meetings beyond what was originally budgeted in 
order to develop consensus and ascertain key constraints and design criteria related to the EMF, 
EIR. and other key tasks outlined in this proposed scope amendment. 

2.2.1 Project Coordination Meetings: The HDR team will continue to conduct biweekly project 
coordination meetings with key staff, task leaders and SANBAG to discuss project 
reporting, coordination requirements and progress at the HDR Riverside office. The 
additional scope is intended to cover past participation by key staff assigned to the 
operations, EMF, pedestrian overpass and EIR tasks. The original scope did not account 
for the prolonged duration required to develop consensus on these particular aspects of 
the project due to the changes discussed herein. 

2.2.2 Project Development Meetings: The HDR team will continue to conduct monthly project 
development meetings as indicated in the original scope. The additional scope is intended 
to cover past participation by key staff assigned to the operations, EMF, pedestrian 
overpass and EIR tasks. The original scope did not account for the prolonged duration 
required to develop consensus on these particular aspects of the project due to the 
changes herein. 

2.2.3 City Meetings: The HDR team will continue to conduct meetings with the City of San 
Bernardino on as needed basis to discuss potential grade crossing closures at Third Street 
and I Street; along with improvements to existing grade crossings at Second Street, Rialto 
Avenue, G Street and E Street. In addition, HDR will continue to coordinate with the City 
of San Bernardino on obtaining as-built mapping for existing public utilities for 
incorporation into the existing utility base map. The original scope did not anticipate the 
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necessary magnitude of coordination required to obtain pertinent mapping data and 
approval of proposed street closures due to the changes herein and City's reduction of 
staff on resources. 

2.2.4 Railroad/Transit Meetings: The HDR team will continue to coordinate with Metrolink, 
Amtrak and BNSF staff on developing consensus on the Santa Fe Depot track and 
platform reconfiguration concept In addition, HDR will continue to coordinate with 
Metro link staff on development of the expanded EMF to accommodate a total storage 
capacity of 12-6 car trains and 1-8 car train. The original scope did not include meetings 
dedicated to the development of a new layover facility site and eventual abandonment of 
the IEMF. 

2.2.5 Environmental Agency/Public Meetings: Additional meetings will be required for 
preparation of an EIR through the end of November 2011. The original scope assumed 
preparation of a Draft and Final IS/EA, which was scheduled for completion in 
November 2010. 

2.2.7 Comment Resolution Meetings: Deliverables related to new task items summarized in 
this amended scope will prompt a greater magnitude of design review comments relative 
to the original scope. At least one additional meeting will be required to develop 
consensus among reviewers and the HDR design team for the EMF 30% design 
submittal. Additional hours will be required to log design review comments and respond 
with the appropriate response dispositions and clarifying comments. 

2.2.8 State Historic Preservation Office Meetings: The original scope did not include 
allowances for a pedestrian overpass at the historic Santa Fe Depot in order to safely 
address passenger circulation for Amtrak and SCRRA patrons. Cons_truction of an 
overpass will prompt a series of meetings with the SHPO due to the overpass's relative 
size and proximity to the historic Depot. The meetings are anticipated to occur at SHPO's 
main headquarters in Sacramento, which will require preparation of architectural 
renderings of the SANBAG preferred alternative. 

Deliverables: 
• Preparation of meeting agendas, meeting minutes, action item tracker, meeting planner 

and scheduling. 

TASK 3 BASELINE ANALYSIS AND ENGINEERING SUPPORT EV AL (RFM) 
The expanded scope will necessitate additional topographic survey and utility mapping for areas 
not identified in the original scope. 

TASK 3.2 SURVEYING AND MAPPING (RFM) 
The original surveying and mapping footprint is not wide enough to provide the necessary 
topographic coverage to design track drainage features such as ditches and under drains. Due to 
Metrolink track geometry standards, the current proposed track alignment at I-215 is well outside 
of the existing right-of-way corridor in order to provide necessary horizontal clearances to the 
recently constructed corridor protection walls. The original survey footprint was defmed 
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assuming that the I-215 corridor protection wall design would accommodate construction of a 
future second mainline track within the existing railroad corridor. However, the bearings of the 
recently constructed corridor protection walls require a near tangent track horizontal alignment in 
the vicinity of I-215, which consequently forces the tracks to encroach into private parcels on the 
south side of the corridor. 

3.2.5 Ground/3D Laser Scanning (liDS) Surveys: Additional data processing is required for 
mapping from 3nJ Street to S. Arrowhead A venue that is beyond the limits identified in the 
original scope of work. This will include topographic mapping and 1-foot contours delivered in 
Microstation format. The DTMs will be updated and will be delivered in Inroads. Field 
verification will be completed of the visible surface utility features within the areas as well as 
QC of these areas. The backyards of the residences will not be included as the scanner would not 
have collected that information. The buildings and fence lines will be mapped in those cases. 

Deliverables: 
• Topographic mapping in Microstation format 
• Digital terrain model in Inroads format 

TASK 3.4 UTILITY BASE MAPPING (RFM) 
Addition of the EMF and unanticipated challenges in obtaining requested existing utility 
mapping serves as the basis for requesting additional budget for this particular task. The original 
scope did not account for the level of effort necessary to obtain as-built and schematic utility 
mapping of public facilities within the original project footprint. The additional requested scope 
is intended to cover labor and expenses that have already been expended to complete this 
particular aspect of the project. 

3.4.1 Data Collection and Review: Additional research and collection time was required to 
obtain and coordinate the existing utilities along the proposed project limits due to expansion of 
the project limits and associated with the lack of resources from agencies to collect and provide 
the data that required HDR staff to make multiple visits to those agencies to make copies of the 
available data. 

Deliverables: 
• Revised existing utility base map detailing utility location and type 
• Updated utility matrix detailing all pertinent utility data 

TASK 3.5 GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION (RFM) 
Expansion of the project footprint to include the EMF will necessitate additional borings at the 
existing EMF site, which will also include a new bridge over the Lytle Cajon Channel. Inclusion 
of the EMF will necessitate additions to the Geotechnical Investigation Plan and Draft/Final 
Geotechnical Report. 

3.5.3 Geotechnical Report: The HDR team will prepare a technical report that includes the 
EMF within the defmed project footprint and addresses the following topics identified in the 
original scope: 

• Boring logs 
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• Soil classifications 
• Laboratory testing results 
• Suitability of materials at existing on-site borrow pit locations 
• Geologic and seismic hazards evaluation 
• Seismic design parameters 
• Foundations design data 
• Soils resistance to lateral loads 
• Stability of excavations 
• Evaluation of corrosivity 
• Suitability of excavated materials for fill or structural backflll 
• Recommendations for earthwork requirements 
• Structural section thickness of base, sub base, pavement, and track roadbed 

Deliverables: 
• Updated Geotechnical Investigation Plan that includes additional borings in the EMF site 
• Updated Draft and Final Geotechnical Reports that include the EMF site 

TASK 4 DESIGN REFINEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE (RFM) 
As previously discussed in the Amendment Background section, SANBAG decided to undertake 
the design development of expanding EMF through this scope of work. The HDR team is 
requesting additional scope that was necessary to provide additional rail operations modeling and 
to further develop the concept design of the expansion of EMF site as a separate construction 
package from the current RFM project Additionally, HDR is requesting additional scope to 
prepare the EIRIEA documentation for the RFM project that will not address the expansion of 
EMF which has been previously approved. 

TASK 4.2 DESIGN REFINEMENT AND OPERATIONS MODELING (RFM) 
4.2.1 Alternatives Concept Layout Plans/Refinement: The original scope did not include 
allowances for a new layover facility to provide additional storage capacity as concluded in the 
RFM Operations Report. Eventually, it was determined that expanding the existing EMF at this 
time and according to previous approvals to provide additional capacity would be the most cost 
effective approach. Two alternatives were ultimately developed for opening day and ultimate 
build-out configurations. 

Deliverables: 
• Updated schematic for the track configuration that includes the EMF 

4.2.4 Rail Operations Analysis: RTC modeling was expanded to confirm rail operations at the 
proposed EMF. Specifically, the New Case model infrastructure was modified to include the 
EMF and subsequently run to evaluate the network's ability to accommodate the proposed 
passenger train schedule and the requirements for capacity, flexibility, operational methods and 
future capacity designated by Metrolink, Amtrak and BNSF. The amended scope is intended to 
cover labor hours dedicated to the validation of the fmal track and train control system 
infrastructure proposed to support the proposed operations. 
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Deliverables: 
• Meeting minutes and documentation of variations and uncertainties revealed in the RTC 

modeling process 
• Rail Operations Report that includes EMF alternatives 

4.2.5 Project Definition Report (PDR): The purpose of this report is to defme the major project 
components. describe the project issues. make recommendations for a preferred design approach. 
and establish a conceptual cost estimate. This report will serve as the basis for future design 
efforts and will be distributed to all project stakeholders in order to develop consensus on the 
fmal track configuration concept. 

Deliverables: 
• Project Defmition Report 

TASK 4.4 ENVIROm.fENTAL CLEARANCE (RFM) 
Based on preliminary results of the noise and air quality technical reports, HDR determined that 
there is a high likelihood that impacts associated with these issues will be unmitigable and would 
remain significant and unavoidable. This determination was made after multiple internal 
discussions and discussions with SANBAG related to the evaluation of mitigation options. 
CEQA will not allow an MND to be prepared for a project that results in a significant and 
unavoidable impact. Therefore, the HDR Team recommends that the more appropriate 
environmental document to addresses these issues at a level of detail that provides legal 
defensibility is an EIRIEA. 

4.4.1 Strategy. Background, Scoping and NOP: The HDR team proposes an increase in hours 
to account for the preparation and distribution of the Notice of Preparation and the 
increased level of detail, commensurate with an EIR. on project background discussion. 

4.4.2 Environmental Technical Memos: The IIDR team will continue to prepare studies and 
prepare technical reports in support of the EIR as follows: 

4.4.2.2 Air Quality: The team will analyze air quality impacts resulting from increased 
motor vehicle trips generated by the expanded facility. along with impacts associated 
with its construction. The modified document will strictly adhere to the requirements set 
forth in the original project scope. 

4.4.2.3 Biological Resources: Unanticipated security clearance issues and railway 
supervisor coordination issues decreased efficiency in the planned field survey approach 
and resulted in multiple trips to the fteld to complete the biological evaluation. Changes 
in project footprint will require additional fteld work and assessm~nt. 

4.4.2.4 Cultural Resources: It was originally assumed that only 13 properties would 
require historic evaluation. Following initiation of the fteld investigation and 
coordination with the City of San Bernardino. it was discovered that a substantial number 
of additional properties required evaluation. ICF has evaluated 35 properties for the 
RFM project. Changes in the project footprint will also require additional field work and 
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property assessment for both architectural historians and archaeologists. Additional 
hours have been added to the scope of work to address these changes. 

The amended scope also includes allowances for completion of California Department of 
Parks and Recreation (DPR) Reports for additional properties to be impacted by the new 
project boundary. 

4.4.2.5 Ground Water Monitoring Wells: The HDR team will identify the number and 
location of each monitoring well within the existing facility. The team will also research 
the BNSF Archives (known as the Pigeon Coup) for records and infonnation pertaining 
to the size and depth of each well. Afterwards, HDR will meet with BNSF Staff to 
identify which environmental firm is responsible for monitoring the wells. HDR will also 
provide site reconnaissance to visually confirm each well location and existing condition; 
along with identifying which wells can remain in place, which ones need to be abandoned 
and which ones need to be redeveloped. Finally, HDR will schedule and attend team 
meetings for proper coordination. 

4.4.2.8 Noise and Vibration: Additional hours will account for the need to compare the 
results of the FTA General Noise Assessment spreadsheet (Chicago Create I HMMH, 
2006) with the guidance contained in Chapter 5 (General Noise Assessment) and Chapter 
6 (Detailed Noise Assessment) of the FfA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment. The use of the chapters provides more flexibility in the choice of 
assumptions which may better suit the details of this project. The HDR team will also be 
taking measurements of operating Metrolink trains to refine the baseline noise 
assumptions. Changes in the project footprint will also require noise analysts to go back 
out in the field to gather additional baseline measurements for the noise and vibration 
analysis. A Vibration Assessment will also be prepared to analyze potential impacts to 
the historic Santa Fe Depot building from the proposed track realigrunent at the San 
Bernardino Metrolink Station. The Vibration Assessment will be a general-level 
screening analysis utilizing baseline noise measurements rather than baseline vibration 
measurements. Additional hours have been added to the scope of work to account for this 
analysis. 

4.4.2.10 Visual Effects: Production of renderings has been a critical component of the 
RFM project to date, but it wasn't included in the original scope of services. Changes in 
aesthetics as viewed from sensitive public viewing areas will be presented through use of 
renderings to obtain environmental clearance from the State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) and the City of San Bernardino. Changes ~ landform, as viewed from sensitive 
public viewing areas will be described verbally, assessed for impacts and significance. 
Mitigation options will be identified to address specific impacts. Lastly, an analysis will 
be performed using FHWA methodology of the existing versus "with project" visual 
quality. 

4.4.2.13 Construction Impacts and Staging: The current proposed track alignment at 1-
215 is well outside of the existing right-of-way corridor in order to provide necessary 
horizontal clearances to the recently constructed corridor protection walls. The task's 
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original scope assumed that the 1-215 corridor protection wall design would 
accommodate construction of a future second mainline track within the existing railroad 
corridor. However, the alignment of the recently constructed corridor protection walls 
require a near tangent track horizontal alignment in the vicinity of 1-215, which 
consequently forces the tracks to encroach into private parcels on the south side of the 
corridor. The memo will need to provide an expanded commentary regarding the 
implications of the recently constructed 1-215 corridor protection walls. 

4.4.2.14 Water Quality Management Plan: To be in compliance with the San Bernardino 
County NPDES MS4 permit (adopted Jan 29, 2010), HDR will prepare the Preliminary 
Water Quality Management Plan (PWQMP) to summarize the storm water quality issues 
of the project preliminary engineering and environmental phase. The PWQMP is used to 
document the decision-making process relating to the implementation of BMPs within a 
project. Identification of storm water quality issues will be coordinated with, but not 
limited to, the following stakeholders: County of San Bernardino, City of San 
Bernardino, SANBAG, Santa Ana Region RWQCB, BNSF and others. It is assumed that 
one build alternative in addition to the no-build alternative will be evaluated in this 
report. 

This report will be prepared in accordance with the Model Water Quality Management 
Plan Guidance from the San Bernardino County Storm water Program, dated June 1, 
2004, based on Order no. RS-2002-012. The following assumptions arc made: 

• The PWQMP will be based on the Hydrology and Drainage Study. 

• Project falls under a permit-specified category and is similar to a 
road/freeway/highway use project with corresponding pollutants of concern. 

• The PWQMP template will be based on Order no. RS-2002-012, the previous 
related permit, but modified to comply with the last permit, Order no. 2010-0036. 

• Update of the project PWQMP to be in compliance with the PWQMP regular and 
roadway template {consistent with the Order no. 2010-0036) is not part of this 
scope. These templates are scheduled for public release on July 29. 2011 and 
January 29, 2012, respectively. 

• The proposed improvements (especially within the Depot) are not covered by the 
existing Statewide Industrial General Permit SWPPP. 

The report will include related figures and tables and be included in the required 
PWQMP template. The identified proposed post-development Best Management 
Practices {BMPs) addressing storm water quality of the WQ.MP will be coordinated with 
the project WQAR. The scope of services includes preparation of the Draft, review, 
quality assurance and quality control, and solicitation of comments of the PWQMP. 

Deliverables: 
• Environmental technical memos as detailed above 
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4.4.3 EIRIEA: The original scope of work contemplated preparation of a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration that limits the project to actions which can be fully mitigated to below a level of 
significance. Based on preliminary results of the noise and air quality technical reports, there is a 
high likelihood that impacts associated with these issues will be unmitigable and would remain 
significant and unavoidable. This conclusion was made after multiple internal discussions and 
discussions with SANBAG related to evaluation of mitigation options. CEQA will not allow an 
MND to be prepared for a project that results in a significant and unavoidable impact. Therefore, 
the HDR Team recommends that the more appropriate environmental document to addresses 
these issues at a level of detail that provides legal defensibility is an EIRIEA. The environmental 
documents will comply with both CEQA and NEPA. 

The level of detail required under CEQA to prepare a legally defensible EIR is substantially 
greater than an MND and will require substantially more time and effort. Therefore, additional 
hours have been added to this particular task for the preparation of the environmental document 
to reflect this change. For example, the EIR will need to include a more detailed assessment of 
the existing project site conditions as compared to an MND. The EIR will also require a more 
detailed analysis of potential project impacts related to the range of environmental issue areas, 
many of which have supporting technical studies (see below). 

A primary difference between an EIR and MND and the basis for much of the additional time 
and effort proposed in the amendment is due to additional analysis sections. For example, an 
EIR. requires evaluation of project alternatives. The number of alternatives that will be evaluated 
is unknown. An EIR also requires a more in-depth cumulative impacts analysis than an MND. 
This requires the EIR preparer to coordinate with local jurisdictions to obtain th<:ir current 
discretionary project lists and research the projects and incorporate the impacts qom those 
projects into a cumulative impacts analysis. Other additional EIR sections and requirements 
specific to the RFM project that are over and above the requirements for an MND include 
preparation of a Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) and Findings of Fact. 
Preparation of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) will involve additional 
labor hours as the level of effort is increased with the analysis of additional project components 
resulting in additional impacts and mitigation measures not previously contemplated. The EIR 
for the RFM project will be prepared according to the requirements of CEQA and include all 
required components, as discussed above. 

In addition, a Section 4(f) Evaluation, pursuant to U.S. DOT Act of 1966, 49 U.S.C. 303(c). will 
be prepared to address impacts to historic sites included in, or determined eligible for, the NHRP 
-specifically, the historic San Bernardino Depot. 

The HDR team will prepare a joint EIRIEA per the requirements of CEQA and the Federal 
Transit Administration's (FTA) NEPA procedures. At this time, preparation of an EA is 
assumed; however, based on the preliminary results of the technical studies, upon review of the 
studies, FT A may determine that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required. 

4.4.3.1 Screencheck Draft EIRIEA: As discussed above, preparation of the Screencheck 
Draft EIRIEA requires substantially more time and effort than preparation of an MND. 
ICF will prepare a Screencheck Draft EIRIEA for client review according to CEQA and 
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FfA fonnat/guidelines. The following is a potential outline for the EIRJEA, however the 
actual document scope will be refmed following completion of the Initial Study and 
coordination with Ff A: 

• Table of Contents 
• Executive Summary 
• Introduction, Purpose and Need 
• Proposed Action and Alternative/Project Description 
• Affected Environment/Existing Conditions 

• AestheticsNisual Resource 
• Agricultural Resources 
• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Climate Change 
• Cultural Resources 
• Geology, Minerals and Soils 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
• Hydrology and Water Quality 
• Land Use 
• Noise 
• Paleontological Resources 
• Public Services and Utilities 
• Population and Housing 
• Recreation 
• Socioeconomics 
• Transportation and Traffic 
• Water Resources 
• Cumulative Impacts 

• Environmental Consequences/Impact Analysis (includes topical areas listed 
above) 

• Consultation and Coordination 
• Other Required CEQA Sections 
• References 

4.4.3.2 Draft EIRIEA: As discussed above, preparation of the Draft EIRJEA requires 
substantially more time and effort than preparation of an MND. 

4.4.3.3 Notice of Completion (NOC)/Notice of Intent (NO I): The HDR team will prepare 
a NOC to accompany submittal of the Draft ElRIEA to the County of San Bernardino 
Clerk and the Governor's Office of Planning and Research. 

4.4.3 .4 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program: No scope change requested, 
however additional labor hours are added as the level of effort is increased with the 
analysis of an expanded project resulting in additional impacts requiring mitigation not 
previously contemplated. 

Cl0079-2 

465 



4.4.3.5 Screencheck Final EIRIEA: As discussed above, preparation of the Screencheck 
Final EIRIEA requires substantially more time and effort than preparation of an MND. 

4.4.3.6 Final EIRJEA Documents: Based on the preliminary results of the noise and air 
quality technical studies, the Final EIR/EA will require preparation of a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations. HDR assumes that SANBAG would contribute to 
development of the Findings in the event that significant and unmitigated impacts are 
identified. The Final EIR/EA will also require preparation of Findings of Fact (Section 
15090 of the State CEQA Guidelines). These documents are not required for an MND 
and are also part of the basis for this amended scope of work. 

4.4.3.7 Notice of Determination (NOD) and Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI): 
No scope change requested. 

4.4.4 PUBLIC OUTREACH 
This task includes attendance by staff at two additional public meetings that were not included in 
the original scope and fee estimate. Labor hours associated with additional meetings and 
stakeholder coordination required to fulfill public outreach requirements are included in this task. 
The addition of two meetings also requires the preparation of additional presentation materials 
and meeting notices. 

TASK 6 PREPARATION OF CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (RFM) 
This task includes development of fmal 30% construction documents for the EMF and Santa Fe 
Depot pedestrian overpass/underpass that were not included in the original scope and fee 
estimate. 

TASK 6.4 STATION PLATFORM AND LIGHTING PLANS (RFM) 
The amended scope includes additional labor hours to evaluate existing lighting conditions in the 
vicinity of the historic Santa Fe Depot for compliance with the most stringent local jurisdictional 
lighting codes (e.g. Metro link or City of San Bernardino). This expanded area includes the 
reconfigured parking lot directly east of the Depot along with the existing parking lots directly 
south and west of the Depot. In addition. the study area includes all pedestrian areas immediately 
surrounding the Depot. along with any additional areas at the discretion of SANBAG. Lastly, 
lighting will be added to the Depot's proposed pedestrian overpass in order to positively 
reinforce a patron • s perception of safety and well being. 

Deliverables: 
• 30% Station Platform and Lighting Plans 

TASK 6.9 EMF PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING EXPANSION PLAN (RFM) 
The Eastern Area Maintenance Facility (EMF) expansion plans will include all required 
preliminary engineering level design documents for the expansion of the EMF. The proposed 
EMF expansion will substantially adhere to the Phase ill expansion concept outlined in the EMF 
Project Phasing and Funding Plan which was authored by STV in February 2006. The current 
proposed concept developed by the HDR team includes opening day storage capacity for 12-6 
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car train consists and 1-8 car train consist for a total storage capacity of 13 trains. The expansion 
will occur in a southerly manner in order to avoid precluding the Phase II expansion concept that 
includes construction of a new locomotive and coach maintenance shop, train wash and a 
permanent transportation building. As a consequence, a new single span bridge will be required 
across the Lytle Cajon Channel that will connect into the recently constructed bridge across the 
Channel. 

The proposed 30% preliminary engineering EMF expansion plans will include the following 
drawings: 

General Information 

G-<>1 Cover Sheet 

G-<>2 Title Sheet 

G-()3 Index of Drawings 

G-04 Abbreviations and Symbols 

G-05 Construction Site Plan 

G-06 Survey Control Points and Right-of-Way Plan 

G-07 Construction Staging Plan- Stage 1 

G-08 Construction Staging Plan- Stage 2 

G-09 Construction Staging Plan- Stage 3 

Trackwork Drawings 

RR-01 Trackwork General Notes 

RR-02 Trackwork Horizontal Geometry Notes 

RR-03 Trackwork Key Plan 

RR-<>4 Track Plan and Profile 

RR-05 Track Plan and Profile 

RR-06 Track Plan and Profile 

RR-07 Track Typical Sections 

RR-08 Track Details 

RR-09 Track Geometry Data 

Civil Drawings 

C-01 Storm Drain Key Plan 

C-02 Storm Drain Plan 1 

C-03 Storm Drain Plan 2 

c-o4 Storm Drain Plan 3 

c-os Storm Drain Plan 4 

c-oG Fencing Plan 

C-07 Fencing Plan 

C-08 Site Paving and Grading Plan 

C-09 Site Paving and Grading Plan 

C-10 Site Paving and Grading Plan 

C-11 Light Pole Foundation Plan 

C-12 Light Pole Foundation Plan 
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Utility Drawings 

U-01 Existing Utilities 

U-02 Composite Utilities Plan 

U-03 Underdrain Key Plan 

U-04 Underdrain and Oil Drip line Plan 

U-05 Sanitary Sewer Key Plan 

U-06 Water and Natural Gas Plan 

U-07 Fire Protection Plan 

U-08 Underdrain Plan Sheet 1 

U-09 Underdrain Plan Sheet 2 

U-10 Underdrain Plan Sheet 3 

U-11 Sanitary Sewer Plan and Profile Sheet 1 

U-12 Sanitary Sewer Plan and Profile Sheet 2 

U-13 Sanitary Sewer Plan and Profile Sheet 3 

U-14 Drainage Details 

U-15 Oil Drip Pan Details 

U-16 Sanitary Sewer Details 

Structural Drawings 

S-1 Bridge General Plan 1 

S-2 Bridge General Plan 2 

S-3 Typical Sections 

S-4 Structural Details 

S-5 Structural Details 

S-6 Structural Details 

S-7 Structural Details 

S-8 Structural Details 

S-9 Structural Details 

Plumbing Drawings 

P-1 Plumbing Abbreviations, Symbols and General Notes 

P-2 Plumbing Site Plan 1 

P-3 Plumbing_ Site Plan 2 

P-4 Plumbing Site Plan 3 

P-5 Plumbing Site Plan 4 

Electrical Drawings 

E-01 Electrical Abbreviations, Symbols and General Notes 

E-02 Single Line Diagram 

E-03 Title 24 

E-04 Panel and Fixture Schedules 

E-05 Site Plan 

E-06 Electrical Details 

Deliverables: 
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• 30% EMF Expansion Plans 

TASK 6.10 SANTE FE DEPOT PEDESTRIAN OVERPASS PLANS (RFM) 
6.10.1 Architectural Plans: The HDR team will prepare architectural plans and coordinate with 
HDR team discipline engineers for structural, track, civil/utility, mechanical, electrical, 
plumbing, lighting, security, way finding, and communications work related to the pedestrian 
overpass design at the historic Santa Fe Depot. The design will meet the design requirements 
outlined in the Metrolink Design Criteria Manual. 

Reconfiguration of the Existing San Bernardino Depot as follows: 
• Provide pedestrian overpass design, as approved, for access to isolated platform(s). 
• Provide Elevator Design and coordinate with Electrical, Mechanical discipline eq.gineers. 
• Provide for platform canopies design and related work. 
• Provide for communication/security office that will be housed at the base of the stairwell 

shaft of the pedestrian overhead bridge. 
• Provide a layout of the security elements will be developed throughout the Santa Fe 

Depot and Transit Center sites. 

The HDR team will submit the 30% construction documents to SANBAG including the 
following: 

• Architectural drawings and specifications. 
• Incorporation of review comments from SANBAG. 
• Input to shared platform drawings. 

6.10.2 Structural Plans: The HDR team will prepare Structural plans per the approach stated in 
Task 6.1 0.1. 

6.10.3 Communication/Security Plan: The HDR team will prepare Communication/Security 
plans per the approach stated in Task 6.10.1. 

The proposed 30% preliminary engineering Santa Fe Depot pedestrian overpass architectural, 
structural and communication/security plans will include the following drawings: 

Architectural Drawings 

AP-01 Santa Fe Overpass Roof Plan 

AP-02 Santa Fe Overpass Reflected Ceiling Plan 

AS-01 Santa Fe Overpass Exterior Elevations 

AS-02 Santa Fe Overpass Longitudinal Section 

AS-03 Santa Fe Overpass Transverse Section 

AS-04 Santa Fe Stair Section and Details 

AS-OS Santa Fe Wall Sections 

AS-06 Miscellaneous Overpass Details 

AS-07 Finish, Door and Hardware Schedule 

AS-08 Santa Fe Station Window Types 

AD-01 Santa Fe Elevator Enlarged Plan and Section 
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AD-02 Santa Fe Elevator cab Plan and Cab Elevations 

AD-03 Santa Fe Elevator Cab Details 

Structural Drawings 

S-Ol Overpass Foundation Plan 

S-02 Enlarged Plan of Stair and Elevator Area-l 

S-03 Enlarged Plan of Stair and Elevator Area-2 

S-04 Overpass Floor Framing Plan 

S-05 Overpass Roof Framing Plan 

S-06 Foundation Details-! 

S-07 Foundation Detials-2 

S-10 Stair Details 

S-11 Elevator Pits and Framing Details 

S-12 Overpass Framing Details-1 

S-13 Overpass Framing Details-2 

S-14 Construction Phasing Drawings 

Communication/Security Drawings 

CS-01 Security Office layout Plan 

CS-02 Site Security Plan-1 

CS-03 Site Security Plan·2 

CS-04 Miscellaneous Communication/Security Details 

Deliverables: 
• 30% Santa Fe Depot Pedestrian Overpass Plans 
• 30% Communication/Security Plans 

TASK 7 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT (RCAA) 
The HDR team will assist the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands with the 
creation of Transit Oriented Development (TOD) overlay zones or the necessary land use 
changes to help promote greater transit use. The HDR team will assist in preparing vision plans, 
guidelines, and standards for overlay district zoning, or another land use mechanism developed 
for implementation of TODs, at the Downtown San Bernardino Intermodal Transit Center, Mill 
Street, and Tippecanoe Avenue station areas in the City of San Bernardino. The team will build 
upon, collaborate with and coordinate their efforts with other consultant efforts. The following 
outlines a scope of work for a distance of approximately one-half (1/2) mile from each station 
area with a focus on the one-quarter mile area. 

It is anticipated that the City of San Bernardino will reallocate resources from its Caltrans 
planning grant to create TOD Overlay Zones for Mill Street and Tippecanoe Avenue to potential 
RCAA station areas at Waterman Avenue and Mountain View Avenue. Reallocations are 
anticipated in September. 

TASK 7.1 BACKGROUND INFO, ISSUES, OPPORTUNITIES AND CONSTRAINTS 
AND INPUT INTO CITY OF REDLANDS TRANSFER DEVELOPMENT 
RIGHTS (TDR) STUDY (RCAA) 
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a) Meet monthly with a TOO group including SANBAG, Omnitrans, City of San Bernardino, 
City of Redlands, City of Lorna Linda and County of San Bernardino staff and key officials to 
obtain information, review previous studies, the City's General Plans, studies underway, each 
cities' goals for TODs and sustainable communities, proposed outreach program and potential 
implementation mechanisms under consider~tion such as an overlay zone, HDR will discuss 
funding windows and bench marks for funding. Assume five meetings. 

b) Downtown San Bernardino Intermodal Transit Center TOO area: 

The HDR team will provide the following scope of work for a distance of approximately one
half (1/2) mile for the San Bernardino Intermodal Transit Center Station area with a focus on the 
one-quarter (114) mile area. 

Review new studies provided by the City, SANBAG, and Omnitrans including the San 
Bernardino Downtown Core Vision & Action Plan and San Bernardino Intermodal Transit 
Station and Village, and other relevant City plans, studies, and projects currently underway such 
as the EIR, Main Street Overlay, etc. Briefly review the City of San Bernardino General Plans 
regarding transit-supportive policies. 

Update existing conditions, opportunities and constraints for the station area in the Redlands 
Passenger Rail Station Area Plan prepared by Gruen Associates (2007). Using SCAG data, the 
HDR Team will prepare GIS maps of existing land uses within IA and Y2 mile for the station area. 
Also, a tabulation of existing uses by acreage will be prepared for the station area. 

The HDR Team will conduct a series of interviews with city staff and other relevant stakeholders 
identified by staff for their input on the next steps to implement the station area plan, potential 
TOO principles, concepts, policies and guidelines. 

Provide a memorandum summarizing findings on existing conditions, relevant plans, issues, 
opportunities and constraints for the San Bernardino Intermodal Transit Center station and 
incorporate this information into a PowerPoint presentation. 

Deliverables 

• Update and expand the San Bernardino Intennodal Transit Center station information 
with graphics 

• Memorandum summarizing existing conditions, plans, issues, opportunities and 
constraints. 

• PowerPoint summary of the memorandum. 

TASK 7.2 ALTERNATIVES AND CONSENSUS BUILDING (RCAA) 

For the Downtown San Bernardino Intermodal Transit Center area the HRD Team will prepare 
alternative land use plans for the station addressing land use, density and intensity, and 
circulation connectivity plans (vehicular, bike, pedestrian) for the station area south of Rialto 
Avenue to address transit supportive land use benchmarks. In addition, The HDR Team will 
refme policies, standards, and guidelines for the station area. Present alternative concepts to city 
staff at a meeting. Assume up to three (3) meetings total for this task. 

For the City of Lorna Linda, the HDR team will meet with appropriative staff to define and 
review their current TOO planning policies, standards and programs, and identify potentially 
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suitable adjustments to enhance the achievement of TOO. Two presentations to the City Council 
to summarize land use planning benefits from transit supportive land use and identify policy 
direction to consider transit supportive General Plan and zoning code land use updates will be 
provided. Presentations would be coordinated and conducted jointly with SANBAG staff. Two 
follow-up meetings with City staff on implementation of City Council policy direction to City 
staff. 

Deliverables 

• Two presentations with SANBAG to the City Council of Lorna Linda 

• Two follow-ups meetings with City of Lorna Linda staff 

• Alternative concepts and policies, standards for the San Bernardino Intermodal Transit 
Center area 

TASK 7.3 TOD CONTINGENCY TASK ITEMS (RCAA) 

The following tasks are contingency tasks to be provided on SANBAG task order. 

7.3.1 City of Redlands Transit Oriented Development Overlay Zone Support 
This task supports the City of Redlands in their creation and adoption of transit oriented 
development overlay zones or General Plan amendments for the Y2 mile areas around each 
proposed transit station. Support would include assistance in document review and edits, policy 
development, urban design concepts, parking and traffic concepts. Specific support tasks to the 
City of Redlands would be defmed and approved as SANBAG task orders. 

7 .3.2 Draft SANBAG RCAA System Policy and Standards 
Assist with the creation of a SANBAG policy relative to stations, right of way and other 
interactions with cities and/or property owners within the corridor. As the system is new to 
SANBAG, a policy framework needs to be developed concurrently or in advance of project 
implementation. To date a Draft Station Joint Use and Development Policy was requested to be 
prepared to address potential private sector development of station areas. A draft was submitted 
to SANBAG for review and comment. 

Deliverables: 
• Draft Station Joint Use and Development Policy submitted. 

• Draft policy and/or standards for the RCAA system as requested in task orders 

7.3.3 General Plan Amendment and Coordination Support to Cities 
Provide additional support to cities regarding transit supportive General Plan Amendments and 
coordination and to the cities and SANBAG. Additional support could include meetings, 
presentations, data support, and organizational efforts to implement coordination. 

7.3.4 Coordination with SCAG Regarding Transit Supportive Land Use Updates 
Provides contingency support to coordinate RCAA transit supportive land use update assistance 
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to the cities with SCAG's update of the Regional Transportation Plan and creation of a regional 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (or Alternative Planning Strategy). The RCAA is somewhat 
ahead of SCAG's development of the updated Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (or Alternative Planning Strategy) and coordination and with SCAG could 
assist the RCAA and the cities in implementing transit supportive land use. Tasks are anticipated 
to be enhanced data and policy coordination. 

7 .3.5 Gruen Associates Additional Scope of Services for Redlands Stations 

Deliverables: 
• Existing Conditions analysis on 24" x 24" boards: Aerial photos, existing land use map, 

General Plan Land Use Map using art work from existing segment 

• Opportunities and Constraints analysis on 24" x 24" boards 

• Working Meetings in Redlands to develop land use plans: Five (5) meetings. With City 
staff, Tri-City, University of Redlands, New York land owner consultants 

• Land Use Plans: plan design and graphics on 24" x 24" boards 

• Powerpoint presention: one for each of the three cities from the above information 

Assumptions: 
• Redlands stations: Mountain View, Alabama. California. New York, University,and 

Downtown (assume 5 of 6 stations) 
• Input from City staff and other consultants will be provided 
• Tabulations of land use areas not included (if included assume $1 ,000) 
• Only one set of revisions for land use plans. 

TASK 7.4 PROGRAM ENVIONMENT AL IMP ACT REPORT FOR PROPOSED 
TRANSIT SUPPORTIVE LAND USE UPDATES (RCAA) 
Project Purpose: Existing land use densities within a half-mile radius of planned Redlands 
Corridor Alternatives Analysis (RCAA) stations (station areas) are not sufficiently transit 
supportive to achieve an adequate project rating based on the Federal Transit Administration 
(FfA) measurement criteria. These criteria are components of the FTA project evaluation process 
for capital funding assistance. Adoption of transit supportive land use planning updates in the 
station areas will be an important factor in meeting FTA funding criteria. 

To move toward this goal, the General Plan land use designations and zoning classifications in 
the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda, and Redlands would need to be amended to provide 
for more pedestrian and transit supportive land uses and densities around planned RCAA 
stations. Increasing land use density within station areas will increase the RCAA ridership 
potential along the corridor, and help support sustainable economic and community 
development. 
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The RCAA is a proposed high capacity transit system with three to ten transit stations along the 
corridor between downtown San Bernardino and the University of Redlands. The San Bernardino 
Associated Governments (SANBAG) is working to secure federal funding from FfA through 
New Starts and/or Small Starts Programs. The RCAA supports economic development by 
providing an important new element in the transit system to support the participating 
jurisdiction's ability to: 

• Continue to attract new businesses and to retain existing businesses; 

• Create viable locations for new businesses, new jobs, and new housing at underutilized 
sites; 

• Support convenient compact development patterns with a variety and density of uses, 
integrate well-designed pedestrian systems and streetscapes, and increase opportunities to 
commute by walking or biking; 

• Provide transit opportunities to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT); and 

• Support local and regional planning goals for the development of transit corridors 
through the Inland Empire. 

Project Understanding 
The project is the preparation of a Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for 
Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates in the fonn of General Plan Amendments and/or 
zoning changes for up to ten station area locations (previously defmed as being within a half
mile radius of planned RCAA stations). Station area locations are shown in Figure 1, Project 
Location and further described below: 

1. San Bernardino Transit Center 
2. Mill Street Station 
3. Waterman Avenue Station 
4. Tippecanoe Street Station 
5. Mountain View Avenue Station 
6. California Street Station 
7. Alabama Street Station 
8. New York Street Station 
9. Downtown Redlands Station 
10. University Station 

Figure 1 - Project Location 
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The Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda, and Redlands along the corridor will defme proposed 
transit supportive land use updates for each of the station areas to be analyzed within the PEIR. 
The PEIR will need to be certified by each of the participating jurisdictions. One PEIR will be 
prepared that each jurisdiction will certify. SANBAG will act as a liaison between the 
jurisdictions and the jurisdictions • project manager/agent for preparation of the PEIR. 

Updates to existing land use plans and the preparation of the PEIR will require substantial 
collaboration and cooperation among the participating jurisdictions throughout the process, and 
is integral to the progress and successful implementation of the project and the PEIR. The PEIR 
will incorporate as applicable the goals, policies, and objectives of the Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP), the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and the Regional Greenhouse Gas 
(GHG) Inventory and Reduction Plan that are anticipated to be developed concurrently with the 
proposed PEIR for Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates. 

Benefits of Programmatic Environmental Documentation 
The PEIR would meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements for the 
Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda, and Redlands, which will act as CEQA lead agencies to 
consider the proposed transit and pedestrian supportive land use updates (within a half-mile of 
planned RCAA stations) in their respective cities. Review, comment, and certification of a PEIR 
by the City of San Bernardino, the City of Lorna Linda, and the City of Redlands would provide 
a cohesive and formal approach to land use, transportation, and air quality planning in the 
corridor while also defining a framework for subsequent development proposals. When a 
particular development project is proposed within the half-mile transit supportive area, the 
respective participating jurisdiction would be required under CEQA to determine if a subsequent 
level of CEQA documentation (i.e., tiering) would be required in accordance with CEQA. The 
PEIR would provide a programmatic approach to CEQA documentation for transit supportive 
land uses in the corridor. 
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We understand that a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is currently being developed 
between the parties that will define the roles and responsibilities of SANBAG and the 
participating jurisdictions during the planning and implementation process. SANBAG will act as 
a liaison between the participating jurisdictions and project manager for preparation of the PEIR. 

PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (RCAA) 

This scope of work addresses preparation of a PEIR and supporting technical studies for the 
Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates in the fonn of General Plan Amendments and/or 
zoning changes within a half-mile radius for up to 10 planned RCAA stations in the Cities of San 
Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands (see Figure 1, Project Location). · HDR recognizes that 
preparation of the PEIR is contingent upon completion of a MOU by and among SANBAG and 
the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands. 

The PEIR would provide an assessment of the Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates 
relative to the potential effects on the surrounding environment. The PEIR would include an 
evaluation of project related impacts and environmental effects, both positive and negative, that 
would occur as a result of the project. Many aspects of the project promote environmental 
stewardship within the region, and ·should be recognized within the PEIR. HDR's approach to the 
PEIR would address the project impacts and benefits equally, as appropriate. By providing a 
balanced assessment of project related effects on the environment, this will help to build 
consensus between participating jurisdictions and the public as to what the environmental 
impacts and benefits of the project would be. An initial evaluation of project-related benefits 
associated with Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates includes the following: 

• Supporting transit use along the corridor thus minimizing commute times and distances, 
while relieving congestion in the region; 

• Reduced GHG emissions and air pollution; 

• Reduced infrastructure costs; 

• Promoting compact development patterns while maximizing infill development 
opportunities around existing infrastructure; 

• Increasing energy efficiency (i.e., electricity, natural gas, and possible water 

consumption) by reduced building footprints; 

• Incorporating a mix of housing types to accommodate a greater jobs/housing balance in 
the East Valley region; and 

• Accommodating growth near transit, while conserving other areas within the region for 

lower intensity uses. 

TASK 7.5.1 MOU DEVELOPMENT AND PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND 
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INITIATION 

7.5.1.1 Development of a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 

The purpose of the MOU among SANBAG and the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda and 
Redlands is to develop a PEIR for Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates to the cities' 
respective General Plans that would be jointly adopted by the Cities and SANBAG. A Draft 
MOU will be submitted to SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions as directed by SANBAG 
for comprehensive review and comment, including legal review. The Draft MOU will be revised 
to reflect comments received, including legal review edits by SANBAG general counsel. A 
Final MOU document incorporating comments will be submitted to SANBAG. SANBAG will 
be responsible for securing parties' acceptance and signatures to the MOU. 

Deliverables 

• Draft MOU (Electronic copy); and 

• Final MOU (Electronic copy) 

7.5.1.2 Development of a Project Plan 

The Project Plan will include a comprehensive summary of existing baseline land use 
information (General Plan and Zoning) for each station area within the Cities of San Bernardino, 
Lorna Linda and Redlands to appropriately assess the proposed project relative to each of the 
environmental resource topics to be analyzed within the PEIR. The Project Plan will include a 
comprehensive project description, including detailed land use tables and graphic representation 
(maps) of the proposed land use updates for each station area. 

The Project Plan will summarize the land use updates associated with the project, and provide a 
compilation of proposed land use development policy and standards for station areas in the Cities 
of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands. The Project Plan would also identify other 
existing plans, studies, and land use information being developed concurrently (under a separate 
effort) that would contribute to enhancing the sustainable development potential at station area 
locations. 

The Project Plan will be prepared in close coordination with SANBAG and each of the 
participating jurisdictions to initiate the CEQA process accordingly, and mobilize IIDR and 
subconsultant resources as appropriate. A Draft Project Plan will be submitted to SANBAG and 
the participating jurisdictions for comprehensive review and comment. The Draft Project Plan 
will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions. 
A Final Project Plan document will be submitted to SANBAG. 

Deliverables 

• Draft Project Plan (Electronic copy); and 
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• Final Project Plan (Electronic copy) 

TASK 7.5.2 PROGRAM EIR TASK MANAGE:MENT 

7.5.2.1 Coordination of project team, client and participating jurisdictions. Attendance at up to 
40 hours of project-related meetings, including the EIR kick-off meeting and scoping 
meeting. 

7 .5.2.2 Assisting cities in proposing and helping facilitate cost effective CEQA collaboration not 
in the adopted Task 7 scope. The cities have identified the lack of a CEQA approach as 
being critical in implementing transit supportive land use planning updates. The task 
supports cities' consensus on the jointly adopted PEIR approach for transit supportive 
land use planning updates. 

Deliverables 

• Monthly progress reports 

TASK 7.5.3 TECHNICAL STUDIES 

HDR assumes that one set of consolidated comments on each of the draft technical studies will 
be provided by SANBAG and each of the participating jurisdictions. In an effort to be as cost 
efficient as possible, this is necessary because each technical study will need to be updated based 
upon comments from up to four commenting agencies. If comments on each technical study 
were received from multiple staff persons within each participating jurisdiction, the cost of the 
effort to incorporate comments would increase substantially. 

7.5.3.1 Aesthetics/Visual Resources 

Prepare a program-level Aesthetics/Visual Resources Assessment report. The report will include 
an analysis of current visual assessments (e.g. studies undertaken as part of General Plan 
updates), provide a description of the existing visual environment, and analyze potential changes 
in visual resources (both inside and outside of station areas) relative to the preferred transit 
alternative selected for the RCAA. This report will be tailored to the specific thresholds of the 
applicable jurisdiction as applicable. This task includes review of existing visual assessments and 
information along with a site visit for the primary report preparer to take existing condition 
photos for incorporation into the report. Visual simulations are not proposed as part of this scope. 
HDR plans on utilizing the previously prepared Gruen Study (San Bernardino Downtown 
Specific Plan) to show typical building prototypes and visual examples reflective of similar 
transit supportive land uses that are proposed as part of the project. 

HDR will submit a Draft Aesthetics/Visual Resources Assessment Report to SANBAG and the 
participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Aesthetics/Visual Resources 
Assessment Report will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and 
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participating jurisdictions. HDR will produce a Final AestheticsNisual Resources Assessment 
Report and incorporate the results into the AestheticsNisual Resources section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.2 Air Quality 

Prepare a program-level Air Quality Technical Report. The report will provide a description of 
baseline conditions, identify the regulatory environment related to air quality, and incorporate a 
regional analysis of air quality in the basin. This task will be completed by HDR • s subconsultant. 
ICF. 

ICF will prepare an analysis of air quality impacts consistent with applicable procedures and 
requirements of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The air analysis 
will describe existing environmental and regulatory air quality conditions, followed by a General 
Plan level analysis of the potential air quality impacts associated with the anticipated changes in 
General Plan designations, and the distribution of land uses within each station area due to the 
institution of transit supportive land uses. The air quality analysis will focus on the criteria for 
project-related pollutants of greatest concern in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) that would be 
affected by changes in land use designations in each jurisdiction. Those pollutants include ozone 
precursor (reactive organic gases [ROGs] and oxides of nitrogen [NOx]), carbon monoxide 
(CO), and inhalable particulate matter (PMIO and PM 2.5). ICF air quality specialists will 
prepare an air quality analysis describing existing air quality conditions, the project's air impacts, 
and mitigation measures (including those reconunended and required by the SMAQMD) 
designed to reduce the significance of project-related air impacts. The mitigation measures will 
be discussed at a General Plan level of detail and would focus on any measures already identified 
in the General Plans of the participating jurisdictions. 

In the air quality setting section, ICF will describe the existing environmental conditions and the 
current air quality regulatory environment as it applies to this program-level analysis. ICF will 
summarize meteorological and climatological data for the study area, as well as localized 
conditions in the vicinity of the proposed project using data collected by the SCAQMD and the 
California Air Resources Board (ARB). The pollutants of concern in the planned station area 
locations and their known health effects will also be described. The existing state and federal 
ambient air quality standards; the SCAQMD's attainment status with regard to those standards; 
and a discussion of applicable air quality goals, policies, and attainment plans of state and local 
agencies, including the region's most recent air quality plans, will be summarized. ICF will also 

describe the general locations of existing sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the station areas 
within the cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands. 

ICF will identify potential air quality impacts using the SCAQMD's adopted thresholds of 
significance. ICF will describe the air quality thresholds used to identify significant impacts 

based on SCAQMD guidance, as well as the methodology used to estimate project-related 
emission impacts. Because the SCAQWJ's localized significance thresholds (LSC) are not 
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applicable to regional projects of this nature, an analysis of air quality impacts using the 
SCAQMD LSC will not be conducted. 

Construction impacts will be qualitatively evaluated and available and practicable mitigation 
measures, including those required and recommended by the SCAQMD and existing General 
Plan documents, will be discussed. 

ICF will use the traffic data from the transportation and circulation analysis (i.e., trip generation 
rates or VMT) and the URBEMIS2007 or CT-EMFAC model to estimate operational emissions 
(area and mobile sources) of criteria pollutant associated with the proposed land use changes. 

This scope of work assumes the transportation and circulation analysis will provide traffic data 
under existing, interim, (with and without implementation of the proposed project), and build-out 
conditions (with and without implementation of the proposed project). ICF will also 
qualitatively evaluate whether the proposed General Plan amendments could result in increased 
health risks associated with diesel exhaust using guidance provided by the ARB, SCAQMD, and 

other published studies. 

For the assessment of CO impacts, data from the transportation and circulation analysis will be 
reviewed to determine the need for localized CO modeling, based on methodology contained in 
the Caltrans Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol. ICF will use the 
CALINE4 model and the latest version of ARB emission factors (EMFAC2007) to estimate CO 
concentrations at key intersections analyzed in the transportation and circulation analysis. CO 
concentrations at up to 3 intersections within each jurisdiction will be evaluated under existing, 
interim, (with and without implementation of the proposed project), and build-out conditions 
(with and without implementation of the proposed project). CO impacts will assessed by 
evaluating whether the proposed project meets the ambient air quality requirements for localized 
pollutants by determining whether it causes or contributes to an exceedance of state or federal 
CO standards. Where significant impacts are identified, ICF will identify mitigation measures 
(including those recommended and required by the SCAQMD) designed to reduce the 
significance of project-related air impacts. 

HDR will submit a Draft Air Quality Report to SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions for 
review and comment. The Draft Air Quality Report will be revised to reflect comments received 

from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. ICF will produce a Final Air Quality Report and 
incorporate the results of this report into the Air Quality section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.3 Global Climate Change/GHG 

Prepare a program-level Global Climate Change!GHG Emissions Report. This task will be 
completed by HDR's subconsultant, ICF. ICF will prepare an analysis of climate change 

impacts associated with the proposed land use changes to the station areas in the cities of San 

Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands. The climate change analysis will describe existing 

environmental and regulatory climate change quality conditions, followed by an analysis of the 
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project's construction and operational impacts. The climate change analysis will focus on the 
GHGs of greatest concern, carbon dioxide, (C02), methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N20) that 
will be generated by implementation of the proposed project. ICF climate change specialists will 
prepare a climate change analysis describing existing conditions, the project's impacts to climate 
change and impacts to the project resulting from climate change, and mitigation measures 
designed to reduce the significance of project-related climate change impacts. 

In the project setting section, ICF will describe the key concepts of climate change, the GHGs of 
greatest concern and their contribution towards climate change, and the current climate change 
regulatory environment as it applies to this project. ICF will also summarize existing GHG levels 
at station area locations based on the current San Bernardino County and SCAQMD GHG 

inventories. 

In the project impacts section, ICF will evaluate the project's contribution towards climate 
change, as well as the effects of climate change on the project. ICF will identify significant 
impacts using guidance provided by the SCAQMD and the ARB .. If no guidance is available or 
relevant to the project, ICF will consult with SCAQMD and SANBAG staff to identify 
appropriate thresholds which to evaluate impacts related to climate change. 

Relative to the existing "traditional" land uses, transit supportive land uses are anticipated to be 
higher in density. Higher density land uses are often associated with decreased building, utility, 
and roadway construction materials by virtue of their density. Savings in construction materials 
can reduce raw materials associated with mining, logging, manufacturing, transport, and 
installation, which can result in energy savings and reduced GHG emissions. However, because 
of the programmatic nature of the proposed project, specific data would not be available to 
quantify project-specific construction activities and associated emissions. Consequently, 
construction impacts will be qualitatively evaluated and available and practicable mitigation 
measures, including those recommended by the SCAQMD, General Plans, and the California 
Attorney General, would be identified and discussed. 

Typically, higher density land uses result in fewer and shorter vehicle trips, which correlates to a 
reduction in VMT. ICF will use the traffic data from the transportation and circulation analysis 
(i.e., trip generation rates or VMT) and the URBEMIS2007 or CT-EMFAC model to estimate 
GHG emissions from vehicular trips and VMT associated with land use changes resulting from 
the proposed project. 

In addition to fewer and shorter vehicle trips, higher density land uses are also expected to have a 

smaller footprint on a per-unit basis. This often translates into increased energy efficiency 
because smaller building sizes requires less energy for heating and cooling needs, while higher 
density land uses often have more shared common walls and less exposed surfaces (roof, walls, 
and windows), which results in less energy for space heating and air conditioning than detached 

buildings. As a result, it is anticipated that the transit supportive land uses associated with the 
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project would have reduced electricity, natural gas, and possibly water consumption, relative to 
the existing "traditional" land uses. ICF will quantify GHG emissions from energy and water 
use associated with land use changes resulting from the proposed project using land use 
designations for existing and project conditions, the ARB's Reporting Tool for California GHG 
Emissions, and other accepted protocols. 

In addition to evaluating the project's contribution towards climate change, ICF will also 
evaluate the effects of climate change on the project. The following consequences of climate 
change are primary concerns to the state of California: 

• Sea level rise; 

• Increased frequency and intensity of wildflres; 

• Increased frequency and intensity of extreme heat events; 

• Diminished Sierra snowpack; 

• Increased frequency of extreme precipitation and/or flooding events; 

• Shifts in precipitation patterns and amounts; and 

• Shifts in plant and animal distributions. 
It is anticipated that the primary consequences of climate change affecting the station area 
locations include: 

• Increased frequency and intensity of extreme heat events (increased energy usage 
for cooling needs and increased mortality from extreme heat events); 

• Diminished Sierra snowpack (decreased water supply to the station areas); and 

• Increased frequency of extreme precipitation and/or flooding events (decreased 
water supply to the station areas). 

It is difficult to accurately quantify the effects of climate change at station area locations, as 
current tools and models do not have sufficient resolution to forecast localized changes in 
climate and resulting effects related to climate change. Consequently, ICF will present a 
qualitative evaluation of the consequences of climate change to the station area locations using 
studies published by, but not limited to, the ARB, California Department of Water Resources, 

California Energy Commission, California Climate Change Center, and California Natural 
Resources Agency. Where significant impacts are identilled, ICF will identify mitigation 
measures (including those recommended by the California Attorney General) designed to reduce 
the signillcance of project-related climate change impacts. 

HDR will submit a Draft Global Climate Change/GHG Emissions Report to SANBAG and the 
participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Global Climate Change/GHG 
Emissions Report will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating 

jurisdictions. ICF will produce a Final Global Climate Change/GHG Emissions Report and will 
incorporate the results of this report into the Climate Change section of the PEIR.. 
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Assumptions 

This scope of work assumes that GHG reductions associated with identified mitigation measures 
will not be quantified. It is also assumed that a HRA will not be required. If quantification is 
requested, ICF will prepare an amendment to the scope of work and cost to include mitigation 
quantification and HRA if necessary. 

7.5.3.4 Cultural and Historical Resources 

Prepare a program-level Cultural Resources Technical Report. This task will be completed by 
HDR's subconsultant, ICF that would include a records search for any newly identified resources 
at station areas (archeological and historical) that were not identified as part of the General Plan 
processes for the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda and Redlands. A sensitivity analysis will 
be conducted based on a review of historic reference materials and a records search at the San 
Bernardino Archeological Information Center of the San Bernardino County Museum. For 
reference, the technical report will include the listings for the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna 
Linda and Redlands in the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) which 
includes the statewide Historical Resotirces Inventory (HRI) database maintained by the 
California Office of Historic Preservation. 

A discussion of archaeological resources and studies identified in the records search and General 
Plan documents for the participating jurisdictions will be included, as will baseline information 
for paleontological resources. A qualitative analysis will be provided for the preferred transit 
alternative selected for the RCAA relative to archaeological, historical and paleontological 
resources. Mitigation measures with an appropriate General Plan level of detail will also be 
identified. The analysis will further describe the cultural resources and identify the historical 
significance of structures at station area locations that could be affected by the proposed changes 
to land use. In addition, the analysis will identify the potential for archaeological sites to exist 

within station areas. 

HDR will submit a Draft Cultural Resources Report to SANBAG and the participating 
jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Cultural Resources Report will be revised to 
reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. ICF will produce a 
Final Cultural Resources Report and will incorporate the results of this report into the Cultural 
Resources section of the PEIR. 

Assumptions 

This scope assumes that a table of historical resources at station area locations will be sufficient 
and that survey inventory forms for each resource will not be required. 

7 .5.3.5 Hydrology 

Prepare a program-level Hydrology Assessment Memorandum. The memorandum would 
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provide a general discussion of hydrologic setting at station area locations and a qualitative 

assessment of potential impacts to hydrology relative to the preferred transit alternative selected 

for the RCAA. Technical memo discussion will include: 

• Analysis of existing significant drainage facility design documents; 

• Identification of FEMA floodplains within station areas; 

• Qualitative analysis of hydrologic impacts from proposed design alternatives; 

• Qualitative analysis of potential impacts from design alternatives on existing 

drainage facility performance; 

• Qualitative analysis of impacts to FEMA floodplains potentially impacted by the 

project; and 

• Qualitative analysis of potential mitigation options required from adverse impacts 

to drainage facilities or floodplains resulting from project development. 

Hydrological analysis will be qualitative and will be based on the San Bernardino County Flood 

Control requirements. No quantitative rational method hydrology calculations, unit hydrograph 

hydrology calculations, or continuous hydrologic simulations will be completed. 

HDR will submit a Draft Hydrology Assessment Memorandum to SANBAG and the 

participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Hydrology Assessment 

Memorandum will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating 

jurisdictions. HDR will produce a Final Hydrology Assessment Memorandum and incorporate 

the results into the Hydrology section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.6 Land Use and Planning 

Prepare a Land Use and Planning Memorandum. The memorandum would describe baseline land 

use conditions, based upon adopted land use plans (e.g., General Plans, Specific Plans, 

Community Plans, etc.) for each participating jurisdictions, with a comparative analysis to the 

Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates. The memorandum will include a comprehensive 

description of the Proposed Transit Supportive Land Use Updates in the form of General Plan 

Amendments and/or zoning changes relative to the preferred transit alternative selected for the 

RCAA. The memorandum will also provide an analysis of the proposed project as it fits into the 

regulatory environment that promotes sustamable development (e.g .• Senate Bill375, RTP/SCS, 

and Assembly Bill32). 

HDR will submit a Draft Land Use and Planning Memorandum to SANBAG and the 

participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Land Use and Planning 

Memorandum will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating 

jurisdictions. HDR will produce a Final Land Use and Planning Memorandum and incorporate 
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the results into the Land Use and Plaillling section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.7 Noise and Vibration 

Prepare a program-level Noise and Vibration Technical Report. The report would provide a 
description of baseline conditions and regulatory environment related to noise at station area 
locations and surrounding areas. This task will be completed by HDR's subconsultant, ICF. ICF 
will assess the noise and vibration impacts associated with implementation of the proposed 
project. ICF will identify relevant noise and vibration regulations and planning standards and 
determine significance thresholds by which to compare project impacts. 

Existing noise and vibration conditions at station area locations will be quantified based on noise 
measurements, as well as available existing documentation (i.e., recent General Plan Updates, 
General Plan Amendments, etc). Short term measurements will consist of up to 10 short-term (10 
to 15 minutes) and up to 5 long-term (continuous 24 hour measurement) measurements 
conducted at selected noise~sensitive locations. Noise/vibration effects from the various transit 
modes (commuter rail, Diesel Multiple Unit, Bus Rapid Transit and Light Rail Transit) will be 
assessed using the guidance and methodology as contained in the FTA's Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact handbook. Traffic noise will be modeled using traffic data for existing, future 
without project, and future with project scenarios {up to 3 project scenarios are assumed). The 
most recent version of the Federal Highway Administration (FHW A)~approved traffic noise 
prediction model, Traffic Noise Model® (TNM®) Version 2.5 will be used for the traffic noise 
assessment. 

The significance of noise impacts from the various project scenarios and transit modes will be 
compared and assessed based upon local standards for each of the participating jurisdictions. 
Potential impacts to existing and planned sensitive uses will be quantified at a programmatic 
level and mitigation measures (if necessary) will be recommended. The mitigation measures will 
be consistent with a General Plan lev~l of analysis and will focus on plans and policies 
established by the existing General Plans of the participating jurisdictions. 

The results of the analysis will be summarized in a Noise and Vibration Technical Report. HDR 
will submit a Draft Noise and Vibration Technical Report to SANBAG and the participating 
jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Noise and Vibration Technical Report will be 
revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. ICF will 
produce a Final Noise and Vibration Technical Report and incorporate the results of this report 
into the Noise sectiqn of the PEffi. 

Assumptions 

Analyses of three project scenarios are included. If additional project scenarios are required, ICF 
will prepare an amendment to the scope of work and cost to include these scenarios. 
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7.5.3.8 Population and Housing 

Prepare a Population and Housing Memorandum. The memorandum will provide an assessment 
of population and housing changes that would occur as a result of the proposed project. Analysis 
will rely on SANBAG and SCAG forecast information for the participating jurisdictions and 
how those projections would change with the land use modifications. SANBAG forecast 
information will also be considered in light of the current status and development of the Regional 
Housing Needs Assessment and RTP/SCS. 

HDR will submit a Draft Population and Housing Memorandum to SANBAG and the 
participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Population and Housing 
Memorandum will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating 
jurisdictions. HDR will produce a Final Population and Housing Memorandum and incorporate 
the results into the Population and Housing section of the PEIR. 

7 .5.3.9 Public Services and Utilities 

Prepare a program-level Public Services and Utilities Assessment. The assessment will describe 

public services and utilities (on a jurisdiction-by-jurisdiction basis) and the potential changes in 
service demand relative to increased densities at station area locations. The assessment will 
consider the concentration of services and reduction in per/unit demand based upon density. 
Information from the Water Supply Analysis (Task 7.3.13) will be incorporated into this report. 

HDR will submit a Draft Public Services and Utilities Assessment to SANBAG and the 
participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Public Services and Utilities 
Assessment will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating 

jurisdictions. HDR will produce a Final Public Services and Utilities Assessment and incorporate 
the results into the Public Services and/or Utilities/Service Systems section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.10 Recreation 

Prepare a program-level Recreation Analysis Memorandum. The memorandum will describe 

recreation facilities in station area locations and the potential changes in recreation services 
relative to increased densities at station area locations. Program-level mitigation measures will 

be identified. if needed. 

HDR will submit a Draft Recreation Analysis Memorandum to SANBAG and the participating 

jurisdictions for review and comment The Draft Recreation Analysis Memorandum will be 

revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. HDR will 

produce a Final Recreation Analysis Memorandum and incorporate the results into the 

Recreation section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.11 Traffic 
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Prepare a program level Traffic/Mobility Report. The report will describe baseline traffic, 
mobility and the regulatory environment that supports sustainable development at station area 
locations. This task will be completed by HDR 's subconsultant, ICF. The analysis of potential 
transportation and circulation impacts resulting from the proposed project will be conducted by 
ICF with technical support from Iteris. It is expected that areas of intensification will be located 
in the vicinity of the RCAA corridor, and that areas of decreases in intensity may be located 
elsewhere within the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda, and Redlands. It is assumed that up 
to ten areas of intensification will be identified (one per station area), as well as up to two areas 
of decreases in intensity in each City. 

The General Plan documents of the participating jurisdictions will be reviewed to identify 
collector or higher classification roadways in the vicinity of each station area that may be 
affected by the change in intensity. In addition, locations along General Plan roadways that may 
be more distant from the locations where changes will take place, but that provide important 
regional connectivity to them, will also be identified. It is anticipated that up to four roadway 
segments in the vicinity of each station area plus two segments providuig regional connectivity 
for each may be studied, for a total of up to 80 roadway segments (15 x 6). In addition, up to a 
total of 10 freeway segments on 1-215 and I-10 may be studied. 

Existing peak hour and daily traffic volumes will be collected for each study location. To the 
extent possible, data already collected for the RCAA will be utilized. Freeway data will be 
obtained from Caltrans' Performance Measurement System (PeMS). Existing and peak hour 
levels of service will be calculated based on the "Florida" level of service tables, which are 
included in Appendix A of the San Bernardino County Congestion Management Plan (CMP). 

In order to maintain consistency with other work conducted for the project, the latest travel 
demand model used by SANBAG will be used for analysis of land use scenarios and ridership 
forecasts. Model scenarios will be developed for up to three land use alternatives to be evaluated 
as part of this effort. Each scenario may include intensifications and decreases in intensity in 
multiple areas. The model scenarios will be created by modifying the socioeconomic data (SED) 
in the traffic analysis zones of the model to reflect anticipated changes in population and 
employment in each zone. Adjustments may also be made to reflect changes in mode split (e.g., 
automobile, transit, walking) resulting from the proposed land uses changes. These adjustments 
may also be made "off-model" to reflect the impact of urban design or other attributes not 
captured by the model. 

For each land use scenario, the analysis will develop year 2035 traffic volumes for all study area 
segments using existing traffic volumes and base-year and horizon-year modeled volumes, 
employing link post-processing methodologies approved by SANBAG. Future segment volumes 
will be compared to existing volumes to identify significant impacts, using impact criteria 
established by SANBAG and each of the participating jurisdictions. For segments at which a 
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significant impact is identified, Iteris will work with the project team to develop mitigation 
measures to reduce the impact to a less than significant level. 

For each land use scenario, the analysis will include a summary of total daily VMT and Vehicle 
Hours Traveled (VHT) in the Cities of San Bernardino, Lorna Linda, and Redlands. The 
VMTNHT summaries will be broken down into 5·mph "speed bins" for both peak and off-peak 
periods, and for arterials and freeway segments separately. These data are for use in the Air 
Quality analysis prepared for the project. 

A Draft Traffic/Mobility Report will be prepared documenting the methodologies, results, and 
conclusions of the traffic analysis. HDR will submit a Draft Traffic/Mobility Report to 
SANBAG and each of the participating jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft 
Traffic/Mobility Report will be revised to reflect comments received from SANBAG and 
participating jurisdictions. ICF will produce a Final Traffic/Mobility Report and will incorporate 
the results of the report into the Transportationffraffic section of the PEIR. 

Assumptions 

7.5.3.12 

• Up to ten areas of intensification will be identified (one per station area), as well 
as up to two areas of decreases in intensity in each City. 

• Only the preferred alternative selected for the RCAA will be evaluated. 

• Because the Programmatic EIR will cover proposed changes in generalized land 
use categories and not specific development projects, the traffic analyses will be 
conducted at the roadway segment level of analysis, not the intersection level of 
analysis. Roadway segment analysis is an appropriate level of analysis when site
specific details are not known, such as the locations of ingress and egress points 
or the design of particular projects. It is often used for General Plan traffic 
analyses; although in the past some cities in San Bernardino County have opted to 
conduct intersection level analysis in conjunction with their General Plans. This 
practice developed because, under the County's Cl'vfP in place at the time, 
approval of subsequent development projects was facilitated by doing so. This is 
no longer the case, and there is no requirement that intersection level analyses be 
conducted for General Plan amendments. 

Water Quality 

Prepare a program· level Water Quality Assessment. The assessment will provide a general 
discussion of water quality issues and a qualitative assessment of potential impacts to water 
quality relative to increased densities at station area locations. Santa Ana Regional Water 
Quality Control Board has recently adopted San Bernardino County MS4 permit (Order R8· 
2010-0036) with no Water Quality Management Plan guidance yet created by the Co·permittees 
to implement this permit. Given the stage of stormwater permitting, project discussion will focus 
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on the new permit language and existing San Bernardino County Model Water Quality 
Management Plan. Based on these documents, project water quality discussion and qualitative 
analysis will include: 

• Discussion of overall drainage patterns and receiving water bodies; 

• Identification of potential pollutants generated by the project; 

• Identification of downstream pollutants of concern; 

• Identification of beneficial uses of receiving water bodies; 

• Discussion of potential hydromodification impacts; 

• Discussion of potential mitigation alternatives for pollutants of concern and 
hydromodification; 

• Discussion of potential Low Impact Development (LID) features that could be 
utilized to treat and retain runoff in accordance with mitigation goals; 

• General representative land use water quality impacts expected from changes in 
land-use (i.e. average impacts for a unit area); and 

• General representative mitigation impacts (i.e. average beneficial mitigation per 
Best Management Practices [BMPs]). 

Based on the preliminary level of design and the current stage of MS4 permitting within the 
County no specific quantitative water quality or detention calculations will be completed, 
including rational method hydrology calculations, unit hydrograph hydrology calculations. or 
continuous hydrologic simulations No specific engineering or sizing of BMPs or detention 
basins will be completed. 

HDR will submit a Draft Water Quality Assessment to SANBAG and the participating 
jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Water Quality Assessment will be revised to 
reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. HDR will produce a 
Final Water Quality Assessment and incorporate the results into the Hydrology section of the 

PEIR. 

7.5.3.13 Water Supply Assessment 

Prepare a Water Supply Analysis Report. The report will identify existing and forecasted water 

demand relative to increased densities at station area locations. HDR will rely on adopted Urban 
Water Management Plans for the various water providers that serve the participating 
jurisdictions. The analysis will discuss both in terms of municipal and groundwater sources. 

Program-level mitigation measures will be identified. 

HDR will submit a Draft Water Supply Analysis Report to SANBAG and the participating 
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jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Water Supply Analysis Report will be revised 
to reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. HDR will produce a 
Final Water Supply Analysis Report and incorporate the results into the Public Services and 
Utilities section of the PEIR. 

7.5.3.14 Biological Resources 

Prepare a program-level Biological Technical Report (BTR). HDR will prepare a program-level 
technical report that will incorporate information into the BTR from the Biological Constraints 
Memorandum (HDR, September 2010) previously prepared for the RCAA. For areas not 
previously surveyed in the Biological Constraints Memorandum, HDR will conduct a general 
survey within the half-mile radius of each station to characterize the existing vegetation 
communities located. However, given the scope and scale of the project and the programmatic 
approach, HDR will primarily utilize existing databases from SANBAG and the participating 
jurisdictions to determine the presence of sensitive habitat HDR will access available aerial 
photography to determine the presence of likely sensitive habitats/vegetation (and associated 
sensitive species) within the vicinity of the station areas. HDR will also perform a search of the 
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) to identify sensitive botanical and zoological 
species that may occur within the vicinity of the station areas. 

All of the researched information will be used to evaluate the potential for the project site and 
immediate vicinity to support sensitive vegetation communities and associated special-status 
biological resources (including federal and state listed species). Sensitive vegetation 
communities, flora/fauna, and jurisdictional areas will be addressed in the report as they relate to 
federal, state, and local regulations and a qualitative analysis will be provided for the preferred 
transit alternative selected for the RCAA relative to biological resources. The analysis will 
further describe the biological resources and identify the significance of sensitive biological 
resources (e.g., botanical, zoological, wetland/waters, etc) within the vicinity of station areas that 
could be affected by the proposed changes to land use. Programmatic-level mitigation measures 
will also be identified, as appropriate. 

HDR will submit a Draft Biological Technical Report to SANBAG and the participating 
jurisdictions for review and comment. The Draft Biological Technical Report will be revised to 
reflect comments received from SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. HDR will produce a 
Final Biological Technical Report and will incorporate the results of this report into the 

Biological Resources section of the PEIR. 

Deliverables 

• Draft Aesthetics/Visual Resources Assessment Report (4 hard copies, one electronic 

copy) 

• Final Aesthetics/Visual Resources Assessment Report ( 4 hard copies, one electronic 
copy) 

Cl0079-2 
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• Draft Air Quality Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Air Quality Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Global Climate Change/GHG Emissions Report (4 hard copies, one electronic 
copy) 

• Final Global Climate Change/GHG Emissions Report ( 4 hard copies, one electronic 
copy) 

• Draft Cultural Resources Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Cultural Resources Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Hydrology Assessment Memorandum ( 4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Hydrology Assessment Memorandum ( 4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Land Use and Planning Memorandum (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Land Use and Planning Memorandum ( 4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Noise and Vibration Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Noise and Vibration Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Population/Housing Memorandum (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Population/Housing Memorandum (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Public Services/Utilities Assessment (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Public Services/Utilities Assessment ( 4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Recreation Analysis Memorandum (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Recreation Analysis Memorandum (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Traffic/Mobility Report ( 4 bard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Traffic/Mobility Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Water Quality Assessment (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Water Quality Assessment (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Draft Water Supply Analysis Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

• Final Water Supply Analysis Report (4 hard copies, one electronic copy) 

TASK 7.6 NOTICE OF PREPARATION (RCAA) 

7.6.1 Preparation of the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for circulation 

HDR will prepare and submit to SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions a Draft NOP for 
review and comment. HDR will revise to produce an NOP ready for public review and submittal 
to the State Clearinghouse. SANBAG will distribute the NOP to the State Clearinghouse and 
publish the NOP one-time in newspapers of general circulation that cover the participating 

jurisdictions. 

7.6.2 Preparation of the Notice of Completion (NOC) 

This will accompany the NOP to the State Clearinghouse. 
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Deliverables 

• Draft Notice of Preparation (Electronic copy) 

• Final Notice of Preparation (Electronic copy) 

• Notice of Completion (Electronic copy) 

TASK7.7 SCREENCHECK N0.1 PEIR (RCAA) 

7. 7.1 Preparation of a Screencbeck Draft PEIR for review by SANBAG and the participating 
jurisdictions. ~R proposes the following outline for the PEIR. 

CI0079-2 

• Executive Summary 

• Project Description 

• Environmental Analysis 

o Aesthetics 
o Air Quality 
o Biological Resources 
o Cultural Resources 
o Geology and Soils 
o Global Climate Change 
o Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
o Hydrology 
o Land Use and Planning 
o Noise 
o Population and Housing 
o Public Services 
o Recreation 
o Transportationffraffic 
o Utilities/Service Systems 
o Water Quality 

• Growth Inducement 

• Cumulative Impacts 

• Other Mandatory Discussion Areas 

• Alternatives Analysis (For scoping purposes, HDR assumes that the "No Project" 
and two additional alternatives will be analyzed in the EIR (total of three 

alternatives). The alternatives will focus on the reduction of impacts. At this 
juncture of the project, it is most likely that the alternatives would be focused 
analyzing varying levels of land use density increases and/or avoidance of certain 
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portions of participating jurisdictions within the envelope of density increase that 
contain sensitive resources (e.g., biological and/or cultural). 

• Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Deliverables 

• Screencheck No. 1 PEIR - 3 hard copies and one CD each for SANBAG and each 
participating jurisdiction (12 hardcopies and 4 CDs total) 

I 

TASK7.8 SCREEN CHECK NO.2 PEIR (RCAA) 

7.8.1 Revise Screencheck No.1 PEIR to reflect comments made by SANBAG and 
participating jurisdictions to prepare a Screencheck No. 2 PEIR. 

Deliverables 

• Screencheck No. 2 PEIR - 3 hard copies and one CD each for SANBAG and each 
participating jurisdiction (12 hardcopies and 4 CDs total) 

TASK 7.9 SCREENCHECK No. 3 PEIR (RCAA) 

7.9.1 Revise Screencheck No.2 PEIR to prepare Screencheck No.3 PEIR for review by 
SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions. 

Deliverables 

• Screencheck No. 3 PEIR - 3 hard copies and one CD each for SANBAG and each 
participating jurisdiction ( 12 hardcopies and 4 CDs total) 

TASK 7.10 DRAFT PEIR (RCAA) 

7.10.1 Revise Screencheck No.3 PEIR to prepare a Draft PEIR. for public review. 

7.10.2 Prepare the Notice of Availability to accompany the PEIR. Submit to SANBAG and 
participating jurisdictions for review and revise, as needed, to address comments made by 
SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions. 

7.10.3 Prepare a Notice of Completion to accompany the PEIR to the State Clearinghouse. 

Deliverables 

• Draft PEIR- 50 hard copies and 10 CDs 
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TASK 7.11 151 Iterations Response to CommentsiPEIR Errata (RCAA) 

7.11.1 Review all comment letters received on the public review Draft PEIR. 

7.11.2 Prepare a matrix summarizing all comments received on the Draft PEIR. 

7.11.3 Meet with SANBAG and participating jurisdictions to discuss response to comment 
approach. 

7.11.4 Coordinate with SANBAG, participating jurisdictions and the PEIR technical specialists, 
as needed, for input on response to conunents. 

7.11.5 Draft response to comments for review by SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. For 
the purposes of this proposal if excessive comments are received, then the costs will be 
determined on a "negotiated basis" when the draft document and comments on the 
project become available. We understand that excessive comments are generally 
considered to be more than 20 commenting agencies/individuals and/or over 150 
individual comments that require answers other than "comment noted". This scope of 
work and cost estimate includes time to respond to up to 150 individual comments. 

Deliverables 

• Attend one meeting to discuss Response to Comments 

• Response to Comment Summary Matrix (Electronic copy) 

• Draft Response to Comments (Electronic copy) 

TASK 7.12 2nd Iteration Response to Comments/PEIR Errata (RCAA) 

7 .12.1 Revise the response to comments and PEIR Errata to reflect comments made by 
SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. Resubmit to SANBAG and cities for second 
round review/comment. 

7.12.2 Prepare the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for review. 

Deliverables 

• Revised Response to Comments (Electronic copy) 

• Draft MMRP (Electronic copy) 

TASK 7.13 Final CEQA Document (RCAA) 

7.13.1 Finalize the PEIR., including response to comments and MMRP based upon fmal 
comments made by SANBAG and participating jurisdictions. 
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7.13.2 Preparation of Notice of Determination for each participating jurisdiction if the EIR is 
certified by their respective Councils. 

Deliverables 

• Final PEIR- 50 hard copies and 10 CDs 

• MMRP 

• Notice of Determination - Participating jurisdictions would pay the required California 
Department of Fish & Game (CDFG) and County filing fees. 

TASK 7.14 FINDINGS OF FACf AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING 
CONSIDERATIONS (RCAA) 

7 .14.1 Prepare the Findings of Fact for the PEIR. If the PEIR determines that the project will 
have significant and unmitigated impacts. HDR will also prepare the Statement of 
Overriding Considerations (SOC). 1-IDR assumes that SANBAG and participating 
jurisdictions wiil contribute to development of the Findings in the event that significant 
and unmitigated impacts are identified. HDR will revise the Findings based upon 
comments made by SANBAG and the participating jurisdictions. 

Deliverables 

• Draft Findings/SOC (Electronic copy) 

• Final Findings/SOC (Electronic copy) 

TASK 7.15 MEETINGS/HEARINGS (RCAA) 

7.15.1 Preparation for and attendance at up to 60 hours of !Deeting and/or hearings related to the 
PE1R. This includes attendance at a CEQA Scoping meeting. This is exclusive of the 
kick-off and response to comment meetings noted earlier in this scope of work. 

Deliverables 

• Meeting Attendance 

SBX OMNITRANS RIGHT-OF·WAY 

TASK 1.0 SBX OMNITRANS APPRAISALS (SBX) 

The HDR team will assign real property appraisals and will coordinate obtaining appraisals. A 
"Notice of Intent to Appraise" will be sent to all property owners expected to have their 
properties partially or entirely acquired. Appraisers will send introductory letters indicating when 
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they expect to contact the owner for an appointment to perform the appraisal. If the land owner is 
agreeable, the appraiser and landowner will meet at the property at which time the landowner 
will be given an opportunity to provide the appraiser their opinions about the property and its 
value. When appraisals are completed, and before they are accepted, they are reviewed for 
accuracy and regulatory compliance by a review appraiser. The review appraiser will make the 
fmal recommendation of just compensation for SANBAG approval. 

Deliverables 

• NOI to appraise letters 
• Written appraisals for all properties 
• Appraisal review recommending just compensation 

TASK 1.2 SBX OMNITRANS ACQUISITION PACKAGE PREPARATION (SRX) 

A Purchase Offer package will be prepared for each landowner containing an offer letter and the 
accompanying regulatory statements and documents. 

Deliverables 

• Purchase Offer Package 

Assumptions 

• Omnitrans will provide document template 
• Acquisition packages will be prepared for thirty (30) properties 
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, Governments 
SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 9 2 41 0-1715 ~ 
. . 

Working Together Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sonbog.ca.gov ' 
NBPORTATION 

MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Tronsportollon Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: --=27;.....__ 

Date: July 10,2013 

Subject: Reimburse the Orange County Transportation Authority for purchase of Southern 
California Regional Rail Authority rolling stock, Rotem passenger cars 

Recommendation:· Reimburse the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) $6,041,376 for 
Rotem cars purchased by the Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
(SCRRA) by assuming responsibility for approximately $1 million of OCT A's 
annual member share of the SCRRA capital budget from Fiscal Year 2013/14 
through 2018/2019. 

Background: Beginning in 2003, Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) began 
the process of ordering new passenger and cab cars for Metrolink trains. After 
some contractual changes and re-bidding, SCRRA awarded a contract to Rotem 
on March 14, 2006. The base order included 54 coach cars and 33 cab cars for a 
total of 87. Four ( 4) additional contract options were exercised bringing the total 
number of cars purchased to 137 (57 cabs and 80 coaches). 

• 

Of the 137 cars purchased, Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) 
directly paid for 59 cars for their Fullerton to Laguna Niguel expansion project; 
Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) paid for 17 cars for their 
Perris Valley Line expansion project; and SANBAG paid for 3 cars for non
specific uses. The balance of cars purchased was paid for using the SCRRA "All
share Formula", which distributes costs amongst the member agencies for system
wide expenses. The member agencies contributed various local, state, and federal 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

fn Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I I ere I x I cr A I x I SAFE I CMA I 
Claec"Jc all that apply. 
BRD 1307b-jrf 
Attachments: 
http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmtlcommittee/commuter/crtc20 13/crtc 1306/ Agendaftems/CRTC I 306b 1-jrf.pdf 
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funds for a total of $273.8 million with Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (LACMTA) paying Ventura County Transportation 
Commission's (VCTC) share. SANBAG's share, including the 3 cars purchased 
for non-specific uses, was approximately 16% ($44 million). 

In October 2005, the OCT A Board directed SCRRA to purchase 59 Rotem cars to 
support expanded service between Fullerton and Laguna Niguel, known as the 
Metrolink Service Expansion Project (MSEP). However, as a result of economic 
conditions and reduced transit demand, SCRRA is operating fewer trains than 
originally anticipated between Fullerton and Laguna Niguel, resulting in 22 
excess Rotem cars in the SCRRA fleet OCT A has requested that the other 
SCRRA member agencies pay for a share of these excess cars. The total amount 
of these 22 cars equals $41.9 million and is distributed to each of the other 
member agencies based on the All-share Fonnula. The proposed distribution is as 
follows: 

Rotem Car Reconciliation - Distribution of Costs 

Agency All-share Formula Cost Distribution Distribution 
SANBAG 14.4% $6,041,376 
LACMTA 47.5% $19,928,150 

OCTA 19.8% $8,306,892 
RCTC 11.1% $4,656,894 
vcrc 7.2% $3,020,688 

Total $41,954,000 

To date, RCTC has paid their reconciliation share in full; VCTC has paid nearly 
$2 million of their reconciliation share; and LACMT A has committed to paying 
their reconciliation share contingent upon all other member agencies commitment 
to reconcile. Based on a staff report recommendation and MOU between SCRRA 
and OCTA, approved at the October 14, 2011 SCRRA Board Meeting (included 
as Attachment A), the member agencies have agreed that the reconciliation can 
come from direct contributions to specific shared projects or simply by member 
agencies assuming portions of OCT A's annual capital budget contribution. 

For each weekday, SCRRA operates 37 consists with a total of 195 cars, that 
make up 169 trains. A consist is the make-up of each train. Rotem cars are safer 
as compared to the Bombardier cars previously purchased, due mostly to crash 
energy management systems. Generally, this is a system within each car that 
absorbs impact energy. Due to these additional safety features. each consist, at a 
minimum, is comprised of one (1) Rotem cab car at the end of the each train and 
one (1) Rotem coach car behind the locomotive. (A cab car is used in the "push" 
mode with a compartment and duplicate train controls for the engineer.) In 
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general, all Metrolink trains run in the "pull" mode coming out of Los Angeles 
Union Station with the locomotive in the lead and in the "push" mode with the 
cab car running at the front of the train headed towards Los Angeles. Since there are 
no plans or funding to purchase additional Rotem cars, and once all 137 Rotem cars 
are put into service, 58 of the existing Bombardier cars will be needed to complete 
train consists. As a result of purchasing the Rotem cars and restrictions on selling 
most of the equal amount of Bombardier cars, SCRRA has begun to store the 
Bombardier cars throughout the Metrolink system. SCRRA is also exploring leasing 
as many Bombardier cars as possible. 

The reconciliation for the purchase of 22 Rotem cars is based on the core concept that 
the Metrolink service is a partnership and that all cars purchased are part of the entire 
512 mile Metrolink system. A train that starts the day in Riverside may travel to Los 
Angeles, then through Orange County, then through the Inland Empire ultimately 
terminating in San Bernardino. The next day that same train set will travel on 
different routes. These "cycles" are choreographed to meet the service commitments 
of the schedule and to also make sure the equipment is properly cleaned and 
maintained. In addition, the number of Rotem cars within a train consist are not 
always the same, other than the basic requirement of two (2) Rotem cars per consist. 
Individual cars are also "cycled" out of service depending on maintenance and 
inspection requirements. Thus the concept that one (l) member agency funds a 
discrete asset is counter to how that asset is utilized. 

SANBAG staff completed an analysis to determine the number ofRotem cars utilized 
by the County of San Bernardino, taking into account the system wide "cycling,. of 
train consists and cars as discussed above. Based on this analysis, the County of San 
Bernardino uses 17 Rotem cars on any given weekday. To date, SANBAG has only 
paid for 13 Rotem cars, 3 directly and 10 through the All-share Formula. 
Reconciliation of $6.04 million to ocr A, based on the All-share Formula 
distribution for reconciliation of the 22 cars, will add three additional cars paid by 
SANBAG, bringing the total to 16. 

Based on the analysis discussed above, staff recommends that SANBAG reimburse 
OCfA in an amount of $6,041,376 for Rotem cars purchased by SCRRA. 
Reconciliation will occur by SANBAG assuming responsibility for approximately 
$1 million of OCT A's annual member share of the SCRRA capital budget from 
Fiscal Year 2013/14 through 2018/19. 

Reimbursement to OCTA for Rotem cars will cost a total of $6,041,376 and will be 
reconciled by assuming an annual portion of approximately $1 million per year of 
OCTA's contribution to SCRRA's capital budget over six (6) years. Pending 
approval of the reimbursement plan, the specific allocation will be presented to the 
Board with the overall SCCRA fiscal year budget allocations. 
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Responsible Staff: 
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This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Transit and Rail Committee on June 20, 2013. 

Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 
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~ METRDLINI< 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 

TRANSMITTAL DATE: October 7. 2011 

MEETING DATE: October 14, 2011 ITEM 8 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM: Chief Executive Officer 

SUBJECT: Rotem Car Reconciliation 

Issue 

Board approval is required to enter into an agreement with the Orange County 
Transportation Authority (OCTA) and subsequently agreements with the other Member 
Agencies (MA) for reconciliation of costs associated with the Rotem Car procurement. 

Recommendation 

Staff recommends the Board authorize the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to complete 
negotiations and execute an agreement with OCT A for the reconciliation of costs for 
Rotem Cars (see attached document). Additionally, delegate authority to the CEO to enter 
supporting agreements, if needed, with each Member Agency and to track progress on 
overall reconciliation for 22 Rotem cars. 

Alternative 

The Board can recommend an alternate approach to document and reconcile Rotem Car 
procurement costs between Member Agencies. 

Background 

SCRRA awarded a contract to Rotem for the procurement of 137 passenger rail cars. The 
base order of the contract was for 87 cars (54 Trailers and 33 Cabs). This quantity of cars 
was to provide a cab car for every consist and would also provide additional trailer cars for 
over-crowded trains or proposed new services. The contract also contained options that 
have been executed and bring the total procurement to 57 cabs and 80 trailers. The first 
three options were funded by specific member agencies that were procuring additional 
cabs and trailers for future expansion needs. The final option was for 20 trailers and was 
funded by bond funds designated to Metrolink. 

Metrolink Service is provided by train consists that run all over the 512 mile system. A 
train that starts in Riverside may travel to Los Angeles, then Oceanside, then spend the 

One Gateway Plaza, 12th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

501 



- •.. .! 

Rotem Car Reconciliation 
Transmittal Date: October 7, 2011 
Page2 

Meeting Date: October 14, 2011 

night in San Bernardino. The next day that same train set will travel on the different routes, 
receive mid-day seNice at the Central Maintenance Facility, then will end the day at the 
Oceanside layover. These "cycles" are choreographed to meet the seNice commitments 
of the schedule and to also make sure that the equipment is properly cleaned and 
maintained. Thus the concept that one member agency funds a discrete asset is counter 
to how that asset is utilized. While acknowledging that OCTA contributed funds for too 
many cars, the proposed reconciliation agreement documents and preserves the system
wide use of Metro link assets. 

OCTA took board action in October 2005 that committed $137 million for the purchase of 
59 cars. This quantity of cars was to support levels of seNice that are no longer 
anticipated. OCTA has been pursuing reconciliation for cars in excess of their current 
needs. The MAs started work on this issue in mid-201 0. The initial concern was to 
document which agency contributed what funds and to identify what was the proposed 
purpose of those assets. Some cars were designated for expansion while others were 
designated for over-crowding or for spares. The next step was to determine how many 
cars were subject to the reconciliation. It was determined with the guidance of the MA 
CEOs that the correct number of cars in question was 22. It was also determined that 
because the OCT A contributions went to the original base order the reconciliation amount 
was guided by the cost of the cars in the base order. 

The reconciliation can come from direct MA contributions to specific shared projects or 
simply by one MA assuming a portion of OCTA's annual rehab contribution. The 
agreement is to be flexible so reconciliation can occur with operating, capital or rehab 
funds. The reconciliation time period is recommended to start with next fiscal year's rehab 
budget, as explained in the attached letter and draft agreement, and to be complete within 
5 years. 

It should be noted that other agencies have contributed additional ROTEM cars and this 
contribution is recognized and credited towards the funding agency so that seNice 
expansion and future rehab costs are equitably distributed. Each agency has contributed 
a mix of funds to support the future seNice needs. 

This is of primary concern to RCTC in regard to the future Perris Valley line seNice which 
is slated to begin in 2013. RCTC contributed funds for 10 Rotem cars and 2 locomotives 
to support that service. This report is intended to memorialize the agreement of all parties 
that once the new Perris Valley Line seNice is ready to start the rail cars needed to run the 
seNice will be available without additional cost to RCTC for either the purchase of new 
ROT EM cars or the rehabilitation of existing equipment. 

This agreement is entered into with OCT A but ultimately needs the other MA's participation 
and agreement to fulfill. 
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Meeting Date: October 14, 2011 

This agreement does not impact the current year operating or rehab budget. Future rehab 
budgets may be impacted by reconciliation contributions. 

Prepared by: Gray Crary, Chief Strategic Officer 

)t t'. U-
JOHN E. FENTON 
Chief Executive Officer 
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September 2, 2011 

Mr. Will Kempton 
Chief Executive Officer 
Orange County Transportation Authority 
550 South Main Street/ P.O Box 14184 
Orange, CA 92863-1584 

Dear Mr. Kempton, 

Southern California Rogional Rai Authority 

Metrolink and its Member Agencies have been working to reconcile equity issues related to the 
Rotem Car procurement. SCRRA has contracted to purchase 137 cars, two-thirds of which have 
already been delivered. The core issue has been a concern over who contributed to the purchase of 
the cars and how the cars are utilized in the Metrolink system. After much discussion it was agreed 
that there are twenty-two (22) cars of this purchase that are in service throughout the system and are 
assets utilized at the discretion of the SCRRA Board. In order to keep those cars in general system 
use it was agreed that OCTA would be reimbursed for the cost of the 22 cars. 

Given the proposed time to reconcile these costs there are several ways that a Member Agency can 
reimburse OCTA. Agencies can provide a cash contribution, pick up the OCTA share for a specific 
project or contribute on behalf of OCT A annual rehab costs. Reconciliation is proposed to begin in 
FY12/13 and it will be SCRRA's obligation to track and report progress by the other Member 
Agencies. 

This reconciliation between SCRRA and OCTA is built on the core concept that the Metrolink service 
is a partnership and that all cars purchased are part of the system. The attached proposed 
Reconciliation Worksheet shows all Member Agency's share of the cost of the 22 cars in question. 
The cars have an agreed upon value of nearly $42 million. The shares of the cost have been 
calculated using the "All-Share Formula" currently used for many of the system wide costs. The 
columns of the Work Sheet identify whether the reconciliation will occur with a cash contribution, 
allocation of annual rehab costs or reconciliation for a specific purpose. SCRRA will administer how 
the other member agencies handle the settlement of their shares. 

Also attached is a proposed draft Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for your comments. This 
MOU solidifies the concept that the system-wide deployment of vehicles is a benefit to the service as 
it provides flexibility and the ability to defer immediate rehab costs of the existing fleet. In order to 

One G11teway Plnza, Aoor 12 los Angelos, CA 90012 T (213) 46'2.0200 
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maintain such flexibility. this reconciliation must occur. The following sequence should bring this 
matter to conclusion: 

1. Review Memorandum of Understanding and proposed reconciliation projects; 

2. Take MOU to SCRRA Board of Directors in October (This item is slated to go to the September 
23rd Planning and Finance Committee); 

3. Seek annual rehabilitation and capital project reconciliation 

4 . Begin Reconciliation in FY 12/13. complete reconciliation in FY 16/17 

I look forward to discussing this with you and the other Member Agencies. 

Sincerely. 

jt f. :t..,t:_ 
JOHN E. FENTON 
Chief Executive Officer 

cc: Member Agency CEOs 
Richard Katz 
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METROLINK 

Rotem Trailer Cars 
Base Price 
Insurance 
Freight Cost 
Total per car 

Total Reimbursement 
jor22Cars 

$1.840 
$0.020 
$0.047 
$1.907 

$41..954 

<--Values From All-Share %--> 

Rotem Car Re-conciliation 
(All Cars In System Service) 

All-Share Ratio 
LACMTA 
OCTA 
SAN BAG 
RCTC 
VCTC 

Total 

August 2011 

47.50% 
19.80% 
14.40% 
11.10% 

7.20% 
100% 

------------------ --- ------------------------
Rehab Costs EMF Phase Express 

Member Agency . Total Due Cash (a) (b) II - ( C) Trains --------------- - - -- ---·------
VCTC $3.022 $2.000 $1.022 $0.000 

OCTA $8.306 

LACMTA $19.929 $8.125 $0.744 

SAN BAG $6.041 $3.180 $0.573 

RCTC $4.657 $4.413 $0.244 

Total $41.955 $2.000 $16.740 $1.561 

(a)VCTC cash contribution to Option 4 moves like amount for FY 16 PTMISEA funds for OCTA 
discretion. 

(b) Combination of Passenger Cars, Locomotives, & Other Rehab 
(c) Cost share formula for EMF Phase II: LA 47.68%, SB 36.72%, RS 15.58%. 

Shares relate to train miles by agency over affected segments (minus OCTA). 

--
$0.000 

$11.060 

$2.288 

$0.000 

$13.348 

(d) LACMTA contribution for trailer cars for express service to Antelope Valley (3 Trailer 1 spare) -AND-

60% of 3 SB Express Trailers 
(e) SAN BAG 40% of 3 SB Express Trailers. 

fn4 Total Paid 
$3.022 

d $19.929 

e $6.041 

$4.657 

$33.649 



METROUNK 5-Year Payback August 2011 

(all values &lven In miiUons of doUars) 
.. --

Member Agency FY 11-12 FY 12-13 FY 13-14 FY 14-15 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 

VCTC $3.022 $1.022 $0.818 $0.613 $0.409 $0.204 Project Paid Over -Cash $2.000 Cash 1 Year 
Rehab $0.204 $0.204 $0.204 $0.204 $0.204 OCTARehab 5 Years 
EMF Phase II EMF Phase II 5 Years 
Ex ress Trains Express Trains 5 Years 
Declining Balance $1.022 $0.818 $0.613 $0.409 $0.204 $0.000 

LACMTA $19.929 $19.929 $15.943 $11.957 $7.9n $3.986 
Cash 
Rehab $1.625 $1.625 $1.625 $1.625 $1.625 
EMF Phase II $0.149 $0.149 $0.149· $0.149 $0.149 
Express Trains $2.212 $2.212 $2.212 $2.212 $2.212 

joeclining Balance $19.929 $15.943 $11.957 $7.972 $3.986 $0.000 

SAN BAG $6.041 $6.041 $4.833 $3.625 $2.416 $1.208 
Cash 
Rehab $0.636 $0.636 $0.636 $0.636 $0.636 
EMF Phase II $0.115 $0.115 $0.115 $0.115 $0.115 
Express Trains $0.458 $0.458 $0.458 $0.458 $0.458 

lDecllnlng Balance $6.041 $4.833 $3.625 $2.416 $1.208 $0.000j 
Ul 
~ RCTC $4.657 $4.657 $3.726 $2.794 $1.863 $0.931 

Cash 
Rehab $0.883 $0.883 $0.883 $0.883 $0.883 
EMF Phase II $0.049 $0.049 $0.049 $0.049 $0.049 
Ex~ress Trains 
Declining Balance $4.657 $3.726 $2.794 $1.863 $0.931 $0.000 

.: 
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DRAFT 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 

AND 

ORANGE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND 
< • 

FOR 

ROTEM RAIL CARS REIMBURSEMENT 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING, is effective this 
I 

• 
___ day of 

--------- 2011, by and between Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

(SCRRA), and the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA). The OCTA! San Bernardino 
"· 

Associated Governments, Ventura County Transportation Commission, Riverside County 

Transportation Commission and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority make up 

the MEMBER AGENCIES of the Southern California Regional Rail Authority. 

RECITALS: 

WHERAS, SCRRA HAS PURCHASED 137 Rotem Cab and Trailer Passenger Cars and 

uses them as directed by its Board of Directors; and 

WHEREAS, OCT A's Board of Directors, on June 9, 2005, approved the Metrolink Service 

Expansion Program (MSEP), to offer increased Metrolink service in Orange County; and 

WHEREAS, in 2005 OCTA committed $137 million to purchase 59 new rail cars to support 

existing and expanded Metrolink service, including the MSEP; and 

WHEREAS, OCTA has scaled back the MSEP service roll out to align with available 

revenues; and 

WHEREAS, it was determined that 37 of the 59 railcars independently funded by OCT A will 

be required for the expanded service, leaving 22 rail cars for available system-wide utilization; and 

WHEREAS, MEMBER AGENCIES and SCRRA mutually desire to utilize the available 22 

railcars for system-wide service within the Metro link system; and 
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DRAFT 

Whereas, these 22 available railcars will be deployed for system use based on need and 

operational efficiency; and 

Whereas, MEMBER AGENCIES will reconcile funds through cash contributions for by 

paying OCT A's share of capital or rehab project costs for the use of these 22 railcars; and 

Whereas, SCRRA shall document and track MEMBER AGENCIES' progress toward 

reconciliation. 

UNDERSTANDING 

1. This MOU specifies the roles and responsibilities of the MEMBER AGENCIES as they 

pertain to the subject matter addressed herein. MEMBER AGENCIES will reconcile their 

respective share of the 22 rail cars either directly or through the annual rehabilitation 

program process that SCRRA coordinates. 

2. MEMBER AGENCIES will reconcile OCTA their respective share of the 22 railcars based 

on the current cost sharing agreement as follows: METRO 47.5%, OCTA 19.8%, RCTC 

11.1%, SANBAG 14.4% and VCTC 7.2%. 

3. OCTA has agreed to fund the initial payments for the 22 railcars and each of the other 

MEMBER AGENCIES will make annual payments or pay portions of rehab or specifiC 

projects on behalf of OCTA for the next five years, and no later than June 30, 2017. 

4. Payments by the MEMBER AGENCIES shall be due to OCTA or payable to SCRRA on 

behalf of OCTA upon adoption of each MEMBER AGENCIES respective annual budget. 

OCT A will consider form of payment including, but not limited to, cash, credits against 

future OCTA operating, rehab or capital shares, and fund exchanges. 

5. The understandings in this MOU will be confirmed in a formal annual cooperative 

agreement administered by SCRRA between the MEMBER AGENCIES. 

Page 2 of 3 
AU!o"U>t l9 ~Oil 

509 



1 

3 

4 

6 

7 

8 

' 
10 

11 

11 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

10 

ll 

ll 

l3 

14 

15 

16 

DRAFT 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this MOU to be executed on the date 

first above written. 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL 
RAJL AUTHORITY 

By: __ ~~~--------------
John E. Fenton 
Chief Executive Officer 

ORANGE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

By:~~-----------
Will Kempton 
Chief Executive Officer 
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Governments 
SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W . 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410·1715 ~ 
"' . ~· 

Working Together 
Phone: 1909) 884-8276 Fax: 19091 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov I 

NBPORTATION 
MEABUREI 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: l8 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Review Financial Audits for Transit Operators 

Recommendation: • That the Board receive: 

Background: 

I. Omnitrans Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) on the Annual 
Financial Audit for Fiscal Year 201112012 

2. Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority (MARTA) Basic Financial 
Statements for Fiscal Year 201112012 

3. Valley Transportation Services (Vtrans) Basic Financial Statements for 
Fiscal Year 2011/2012 

Public Utility Code 99245.2, Single Audit Act, and the U.S. Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) require an annual audit be conducted of 
SANBAG and its affiliated organizations; Barstow Area Transit (BAT), Mountain 
Area Regional Transit Authority (MARTA), Morongo Basin Transit Authority 
(MBT A), Needles Area Transit (NAT), Omnitrans, Valley Transportation 
Services (Vtrans) and Victor Valley Transit Authority (VVTA). This item 
presents the results of audits performed on Omnitrans, MART A, and Vtrans. The 
audit of the fmancial statements for Fiscal Year 2011/2012 was completed by two 
different firms. Mayer Hoffman McCann performed the annual audit for 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I I ere I x I cr A I x I SAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 

BRD 1307c:·mmm 
h!!p://nonnl.s:IOba !!,Cii.I!Ov/m[!mJ/cornm jgc:e/gpdgac20! Jt1mc I 306/Agcoda hcms/CRTC 1106cA-mmm.ndf 
http://pruta!.~onbn g.ca. gov/mgrn!lcommiltee/!!pclgpc2013/J:pc I 306/Agcn!.la!tcms/CRTC I JQ6cB-mmm.[l!!f 
hM://nonal.sanhaun.gov/mgmlfcornmjgl't:/gpclgpc20 I :1/gac I 106/Ascndp I !l•ms/CRTC I JQ6cC-rnmm,pdf 
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Omnitrans and Vavrinek Trine and Day Co., LLC performed the annual audits for 
MARTA and Vtrans. 

Each fmancial audit is included as additional material with the board packet and 
includes the following reports: 

1. Audit of Operators Basic Financial Statements or CAFR 
2. Single Audit Compliance Reports in accordance with Budget and 

Management (OMB) Circular A-133 
3. Statement on Auditing Standards 114 (SAS 114) 
4. Statement on Auditing Standards 115 (SAS 115) 
5. National Transit Database (NTD) 

A management letter from Mayer Hoffman McCann for Omnitrans is attached 
(Attachments AI). It provides recommendations to improve the following 
controls: 

• Enhance procedures over subrecipient monitoring and reporting to ensure 
information required by OMB Circular A-133 is obtained and key data 
elements are provided to subrecipients. 

• Enhance security controls over information technology systems which 
include removing accounts for former employees. 

Audit requirement SAS 114 (The Auditor's Communication with Those Charged 
with Governance) establishes standards and guidance on the auditor's 
communication with those charged with governance in relation to an audit of 
fmancial statements. It describes the role of communication, legal considerations, 
those who are charged with governance, management, matters to be 
communicated, the communication process, and documentation. 

Audit requirement SAS 115 (Communicating Internal Control Related Matters 
Identified in an Audit) establishes standards and provides guidance on 
communicating matters related to an entity's internal control over fmancial 
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reporting identified in an audit of financial statements. It is applicable whenever 
an auditor expresses or disclaims an opinion on financial statements. The section 
defmes the terms deficiency in internal control, significant deficiency, and 
material weakness; provides guidance on evaluating the severity of deficiencies in 
internal control identified in an audit of fmancial statements; and requires the 
auditor to communicate in writing, to management and those charged with 
governance, significant deficiencies and material weaknesses identified in an 
audit. 

The SAS 114 and SAS 115 fmdings are indicated below. Attachments for each 
operator are also referenced: 

• MARTA - Deficit unrestricted net assets of $56,715 primarily due to long 
term insurance liability. The deficit is expected to be funded through future 
earrings and no impact to operations is anticipated (Attachment B 1). 

• Vtrans significant deficiency related to Internal Control 
(Attachment Cl). 

• Omnitrans- no significant matters to report (Attachment A2). 

Single audit report includes report of internal control over financial reporting, 
Compliance, and schedule of expenditures of Federal Awards. The following 
significant deficiency and material weaknesses were identified by the Auditors: 

• MARTA- Did not have formal year-end closing procedures. Subsequent 
to June 30, 2012, management implemented written procedures for year
end closing. Material weaknesses include documentation review or 
approval demonstrating performance of the control, implement policies 
and procedures for each of the key internal control system, bank 
reconciliations should be prepared reviewed, and approved timely, and 
adopt a comprehensive equipment management policy. 

• Omnitrans - Develop and implement application and award procedures to 
ensure that the information required by OMB is obtained from all 
subrecipients during the application and award process. Additionally, all 
key data elements will be transmitted and reported to the Federal Funding 
Accountability and Transparency Act Subaward Reporting System 
(FSRS). 

NTD report is an agreed upon procedure on data contained in the Federal 
Funding Allocation Statistics Form for Omnitrans to evaluate compliance 
with the standards established by the Federal Transit Administration and 
NTD Form is in conformity with the requirements of Uniform System of 
Accounts and Records and reporting System, Final Rule, as specified in 49 
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CFR Part 630, Federal Register, January 15, 1993, and as presented in the 
2012 Reporting Manual. The results of fmding includes: 

• Omnitrans - Develop and implement procedures to ensure that purchased 
transportation passenger miles entered into Trip Sheet Data Entry 
Database (Transtrack) are in agreement with the supporting trip sheets. 

The fmancial statements for the transit operators includes an Independent 
Auditors' Report. Each transit operator received an unqualified opinion. The 
CAFR for Omintrans provides not only the basic fmancial statements, but also 
management discussion and analysis, required supplementary information, and 
supplementary information. 

Effective Audit Fiscal Year 2011/2012, SANBAG procured Vavrinek Trine and 
Day Co., LLC as the new auditor for the transit operators (excluding Omnitrans). 
The previous auditor Miers & Miers provided audit services since 1992. This 
change created challenges for the operators since it was a new process for them. 
Typically the audits are completed within 180 days after the end of the fiscal year. 
The transition to the new auditor required a 90 day extension. The Omnitrans 
audit was completed by the December deadline. MARTA and Vtrans were able 
to meet this extension deadline. 

Barstow Area Transit, Needles Area Transit, Morongo Basin Transit Authority 
and Victor Valley Transit Authority are still in the process of completing their 
fmancial reports. Barstow Area Transit and Needles Area Transit audits are in 
process, MBT A fmancial statements are in the draft form, and VVT A fmancial 
reports are in draft form and single audit is in progress. Once these audits are 
completed, SANBAG staff will present and report them to SANBAG Board. 

Financial Impact: This item has no fmancial impact to the SANBAG Fiscal Year 201212013 budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was received by the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013 and by 
the Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. The fmance 
department has reviewed and approved this item. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRD1307c-mmm 
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Mayer Hoffman McCann P.C. 
An Independent CPA Flrm 

2301 Dupont Drive, Suite 200 
Irvine, California 92612 
949-474-2020 ph 
949-263-5520 rx 
www.mhm-pc.com 

Administrative and Finance Committee 
Omnitrans 
San Bernardino, California 

Recommendations Regarding Internal Control 

In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements of Omnitrans as of and for the 
year ended June 30, 2012, in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the 
United States of America, we considered Omnitrans' internal control over financial reporting 
(internal control) as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing 
our opinion on the financial statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the 
effectiveness of Omnitrans' internal control. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the 
effectiveness of the organization's internal control. 

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the preceding 
paragraph and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be 
material weaknesses or significant deficiencies and therefore material weaknesses or significant 
deficiencies may exist that were not identified. 

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow 
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to 
prevent, or detect and correct misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a 
deficiency or combination of deficiencies in internal control, such that there is a reasonable 
possibility that a material misstatement of the entity's financial statements will not be prevented, 
or detected and corrected on a timely basis. We did not identify any deficiencies in internal 
control that we consider to be material weaknesses, as defined above. 

In addition, as a service to you, we identified other matters during our audit that provide you an 
opportunity to enhance your existing internal controls. The matters identified below are 
provided as recommendations for your consideration and are not considered to be material 
weaknesses or significant deficiencies in internal control. 

(1) Enhancing Procedures Over Subreciplent Monitoring and Reporting 

For all federal sub-awards, Omnitrans did not provide pertinent federal award 
information details (CFDA Title and number, award name and number, etc.) to its 
subrecipients as required by OMB Circular A-133. 
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For sub-awards made on or after October 1, 2010, Omnitrans did not obtain the 
subrecipient's DUNS number during the subrecipient application and award process as 
required by 2 CFR Section 25.110 and Appendix A to 2 CFR part 25. 

For non-ARRA sub-awards in excess of $25,000, Omnitrans did not enter key data 
elements of the sub-award into the Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act Subaward Reporting System (FSRS). A requirement under the Federal Funding 
Accountability and Transparency Act (Transparency Act), as amended by Section 
6202(a) of the Government Funding Transparency Act of 2008) is that non-ARRA 
subawards over $25,000 must be reported in the FSRS. The Information is to be 
reported in FSRS no later than the last day of the month following the month in which the 
award or the modification was signed. 

Program personnel were not aware of these reporting requirements. Failure to obtain 
the DUNS number and ensure that all subrecipients are entered into FSRS could result 
in inaccurate reporting of subrecipient awards and expenditures. 

Recommendation 

We recommend that Omnitrans develop and implement subrecipient application and 
award procedures to ensure that the information required by OMB Circular A-133 is 
obtained _from the subrecipient during the application process, and that the key data 
elements are provided to subrecipients and reported in FSRS by the end of the month 
following the month in which the award was made. 

Management Response 

As recommended, Omnitrans will develop and implement application and award 
procedures to ensure that the information required by OMB Circular A-133 is obtained 
from all subrecipients during the application and award process. Additionally, all key 
data elements will be transmitted and reported on the Federal Funding Accountability 
and Transparency Act Subaward Reporting System (FSRS). 

(2) Need for Enhanced Securltv Controls over Information Technology Systems 

Access controls limit or detect inappropriate access to computer resources, thereby 
protecting them from unauthorized modification, loss and disclosure. Logical access 
controls require users to authenticate themselves (through the use of secret passwords 
or other identifiers) and limit the files and other resources that authenticated users can 
access and the actions that they can execute. Without adequate access controls, 
unauthorized individuals, including outside intruders and former employees, can 
surreptitiously read and copy sensitive data and make undetected changes or deletions 
for malicious purposes or personal gain. In addition, authorized users can intentionally 
or unintentionally read, add, delete, modify, or execute changes that are outside their 
span of authority. Inadequate access controls diminish the reliability of computerized 
data and increase the risk of destruction or inappropriate disclosure of data. 

During our review of network and SAP accounts, we noted 5 former employees within 
active network accounts and 3 former employees with active SAP accounts. Omnitrans 
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IT indicated the accounts remain active by request by the departmental directors in order 
to access information from their accounts. However, the accounts result in a weakness 
in the security posture of the network. The accounts can be construed as "shared" 
accounts that are not directly associated to a current employee. 

During our prior year review of password configurations for users logging onto the 
network, we noted certain security policies and procedures could be enhanced to 
provide better security over the network processing environment. It was indicated the 
password configurations were updated to be more in line with industry best practice. 
However, we noted additional areas where the password required could be further 
enhanced. Specifically, we noted password complexity requirements were not enabled. 
In addition, we noted the minimum password age was set to 0. Without a minimum 
password age set to greater than 0, users can cycle through passwords repeatedly until 
they get to an old favorite. Included below are generally accepted industry best practice 
password configurations: 

• A minimum character length, at least 8 characters, should be required for 
passwords. 

• Passwords should be required to be changed periodically, between 30 to 90 
days. 

• Passwords should be required to contain both alphanumeric and special 
characters. 

• Use of old passwords (for example, within 6 generations) should be 
prohibited. 

• Unsuccessful attempts to login should be limited to between 3 and 5 
attempts. 

• Individual users should be uniquely identified rather than having users within 
a group share the same 10 or password; generic user IDs and passwords 
should not be used. 

Recommendation 

We recommend Omnitrans remove accounts for former employees. If this is not 
feasible, we recommend Omnitrans implement additional security controls over the 
accounts, including monitoring controls. In addition, we recommend Omnitrans enhance 
its user access (password) controls to be more in line with industry best practice. 

Management Response 

As recommended Omnitrans will implement additional security controls over the 
accounts, including monitoring controls. Additionally, Omnitrans has begun steps to 
enhance its user access (password) controls by implementing the following: 

1. Password length has to be 8 characters or more. 
2. Password has to include combination of alpha and numeric characters. 
3. User cannot use the previous 6 passwords. 
4. User cannot recycle old password within the 30 days window. 
5. User password will expire every 60 days. 
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Omnitrans' written responses to the ~~tiers identified in our audit were not suiJiected to the 
auditing procedures applied in the audit of the financial statements and, accordingly, we express 
no opinion on them. 

This communication is intended solely for the information and use of the management, those 
charged with governance, others within Omnitrans, and agencies that provided federal financial 
assistance to Omnitrans and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than 
these specified parties. 

Irvine, California 
October 31, 2012 

518 



Attachment A2 

Mayer Hoffman McCann P.C. 
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Administrative and Finance Committee 
Omnitrans 
San Bernardino, California 

We have audited the financial statements of Omnitrans for the year ended June 30, 2012, and 
have issued our report thereon dated October 31,2012. Professional standards require that we 
provide you with the following information related to our audit. 

Our Responsibility under U.S. Generally Accepted Auditing Standards 
and OMB Circular A·133 

Our responsibility, as described by professional standards, is to express an opinion about 
whether the financial statements prepared by management with your oversight are fairly 
presented, in all material respects, in conformity with U.S. generally accepted accounting 
principles. Our audit of the financial statements does not relieve you or management of your 
responsibilities. 

Our responsibility is to plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable, but not absolute, 
assurance that the financial statements are free of material misstatement. In planning and 
performing our audit, we considered Omnitrans' internal control over financial reporting in order 
to determine our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial 
statements and not to provide assurance on the internal control over financial reporting. We 
also considered internal control over compliance with requirements that could have a direct and 
material effect on a major federal program in order to determine our auditing procedures for the 
purpose of expressing our opinion on compliance and to test and report on internal control over 
compliance in accordance with the U.S. Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-
133. 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether Omnitrans' financial statements are 
free of material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of 
laws, regulations, contracts, and grants, noncompliance with which could have a direct and 
material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an 
opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit. Also, in 
accordance with OMB Circular A-133, we examined, on a test basis, evidence about Omnitrans' 
compliance with the types of compliance requirements described in the OMB Circular A-133 
Compliance Supplement applicable to its major federal program for the purpose of expressing 
an opinion on Omnitrans' compliance with those requirements. While our audit provides a 
reasonable basis for our opinion, it does not provide a legal determination on Omnitrans' 
compliance with those requirements. 
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We are responsible for communicating significant matters related to the audit that are, in our 
professional judgment, relevant to your responsibilities in overseeing the financial reporting 
process. However, we are not required to design procedures specifically to identify such 
matters. 

Planned ScOPe and Timing of the Audit 

Audit fieldwork was substantially completed by September 21, 2012. We performed the audit 
according to the planned scope and timing previously communicated to you in our letter dated 
August 13, 2012. 

Significant Audit Rndlnas 

We reported to you in our single audit report on federal awards that our audit disclosed no 
material weaknesses in internal control. Other matters deserving your attention are reported in 
findings 2012-1 in the single audit report and in a separate letter addressed to you dated 
October 31 , 2012. 

Qualitative Aspects of Accounting Practices 

Management is responsible for the selection and use of appropriate accounting policies. We 
will advise management about the appropriateness of accounting policies and their application. 
The significant accounting policies used by Omnitrans are described in Note 1 to the financial 
statements. As described in Note 1 to the financial statements, Omnitrans changed accounting 
policies related to the reporting of deferred outflows of resources, deferred inflows of resources 
and net position by implementing Statement of Governmental Accounting Standards Board 
(GASB) No. 63, "Financial Reporting of Deferred Outflows of Resources, Deferred Inflows of 

· Resources, and Net Position", in 2012. Implementing this GASB Statement did not result in any 
cumulative adjustment as of the beginning of the year. There are no significant transactions 
that have been recognized in the financial statements in a different period than when the 
transaction occurred. 

Accounting estimates are an integral part of the financial statements prepared by management 
and are based on management's knowledge and experience about past and current events and 
assumptions about future events. Certain accounting estimates are particularly sensitive 
because of their significance to the financial statements and because of the possibility that 
future events affecting them may differ significantly from those expected. 

Examples of significant judgments and estimates reflected in Omnitrans' financial statements 
include: 

• Judgments involving the useful lives and depreciation methodology to use for capital 
assets; and 
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• Judgments concerning whether an accrual for incurred but not reported claims for 
workers' compensation and general liability should be estimated and recorded at year 
end. 

• Judgments involving the fair value and effectiveness of derivative investments 
associated with hedging transactions to stabilize the cost of fuel for buses. 

We evaluated each of the significant judgments and estimates and found them to be reasonable 
and based upon supported documentation and/or reports from consultants specializing in the 
related field. 

Difficulties Encountered In Performing the Audit 

We encountered no significant difficulties in performing and completing our audit. 

Corrected and Uncorrected Misstatements 

Professional standards require us to accumulate all known and likely misstatements identified 
during the audit, other than those that are trivial, and communicate them to the appropriate level 
of management. To our knowledge, no misstatements were identified during our audit. 

Disagreements with Msnaaement 

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a 
financial accounting, reporting or auditing matter, whether or not resolved to our satisfaction that 
could be significant to the financial statements or the auditor's report. We are pleased to report 
that no such disagreements arose during the course of our audit. 

Management Representations 

We have requested certain representations from management that are included in the 
management representation letter dated October 31, 2012. 

Management Consultations with Other Independent Accountants 

In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about auditing and 
accounting matters, similar to obtaining a "second opinion" on certain situations. If a 
consultation involves application of an accounting principle to Omnitrans' financial statements or 
a determination of the type of auditor's opinion that may be expressed on those statements, our 
professional standards require the consulting accountant to check with us to determine that the 
consultant has all the relevant facts. To our knowledge, there were no such consultations with 
other accountants. 
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Other Audit Findings or Issues 

We generally discuss a variety of matters, including the application of accounting principles and 
auditing standards, with management each year prior to retention as Omnitrans' auditors. 
However, these discussions occurred in the normal course of our professional relationship and 
our responses were not a condition to our retention. 

This information is intended solely for the use of the Administrative and Finance Committee and 
management of Omnitrans and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other 
than these specified parties. 

Irvine, California 
October 31, 2012 
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Board of Directors 

Attachment B 1 

Vavrinek, Trine, Day & Co., LLP 
Certified Public Accountants 

Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority 
Big Bear Lake, California 

VALUE THE DIFFERENCE 

We have audited the financial statements of the Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority (MARTA) for the year 
ended June 30, 2012. Professional standards require that we provide you with information about our 
responsibilities under generally accepted auditing standards, Government Auditing Standards and OMB Circular 
A-133, as well as certain infonnation related to the planned scope and timing of our audit. We have 
communicated such information in our engagement letter. Professional standards also require that we 
communicate to you the following infonnation related to our audit. 

Significant Audit Findings 

Qualitative Aspects of Accounting Practices 

Management is responsible for the selection and use of appropriate accounting policies. The significant 
accounting policies used by MARTA are described in Note I to the financial statements. No new accounting 
policies were adopted and the application of existing policies was not changed during the year. We noted no 
transactions entered into by MART A during the year for which there is a lack of authoritative guidance or 
consensus. All significant transactions have been recognized in the financial statements in the proper period. 

Accounting estimates are an integral part of the financial statements prepared by management and are based on 
management's knowledge and experience about past and current events and assumptions about future events. 
Certain accounting estimates are particularly sensitive because of their significance to the financial statements and 
because of the possibility that future events affecting them may differ significantly from those expected. The 
most sensitive estimates affecting the financial statements were: 

• Management's estimate ofthe depreciation of capital assets is based upon the estimated useful lives of the 
related capital assets. 

• Management's estimate of compensated absences liability is based upon the vacation leave balance and 
pay rate of all eligible employees 

• Management's estimate of the self-insurance liabilities is based upon the annual statement provided by an 
external self-insurance administrator 

• Management's footnote disclosure on the employee pensions and deferred compensation plan is based on 
executed agreements between MARTA and the pension plan and deferred compensation plan providers 

We evaluated the key factors and assumptions used to develop the estimates in determining that they are 
reasonable in relation to the financial statements taken as a whole. 
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Attachment B 1 
Certain financial statement disclosures are particularly sensitive because of their significance to financial 
statement users. The most sensitive disclosures affecting the financial statements were: 

• The disclosure of deficit unrestricted net assets in Note 12 to the financial statements. As of 
June 30, 2012, MARTA reported a deficit of $56,715. Management indicated that the deficit was 
primarily due to the long term insurance liability described in Note 7 to the financial statements. The 
deficit is expected to be funded through future earnings. Management asserted that no impact to 
operations is anticipated. 

The financial statement disclosures are neutral, consistent, and clear. 

Difficulties Encountered in Performing the Audit 

We encountered no significant difficulties in dealing with management in performing and completing our audit. 

Corrected Misstatements 

Professional standards require us to accumulate all known and likely misstatements identified during the audit, 
other than those that are clearly trivial, and communicate them to the appropriate level of management 
Management has corrected all such misstatements. The misstatements noted below were corrected by 
management: 

• Compensated absences were overstated by $5,834 as of June 30, 2012. 
• Self insurance liabilities were overstated by $24;489 as of June 30, 20 12. 

Disagreements with Management 

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a financial 
accounting, reporting, or auditing matter, whether or not resolved to our satisfaction, that could be significant to 
the financial statements or the auditor's report. We are pleased to report that no such disagreements arose during 
the course of our audit. 

Management Representations 

We have requested certain representations from management that are included in the management representation 
letter dated March 22,2013. 

Management Consultations with Other Independent Accountants 

In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about auditing and accounting matters, 
similar to obtaining a "second opinion" on certain situations. If a consultation involves application of an 
accounting principle to the Authority's financial statements or a determination of the type of auditor's opinion 
that may be expressed on those statements, our professional standards require the consulting accountant to check 
with us to detennine that the consultant has all the relevant facts. To our knowledge, there were no such 
consultations with other accountants. 

Other Audit Findings or Issues 

We generally discuss a variety of matters, including the application of accounting principles and auditing 
standards, with management each year prior to retention as MARTA's auditors. However, these discussions 
occurred in the normal course of our professional relationship and our responses were not a condition to our 
retention. 
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Attachment 81 
OJiler Mailers 

With respect to the supplementary information accompanying the financial statements, we made certain inquiries 
of management and evaluated the fonn, content, and methods of preparing the information to determine that the 
information complies with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America, the method 
of preparing it has not changed from the prior period, and the information is appropriate and complete in relation 
to our audit of the financial statements. We compared and reconciled the supplementary infonnation to the 
underlying accounting records used to prepare the financial statements or to the financial statements themselves. 

This information is intended solely for the use of the Board of Directors and management of MARTA and is not 
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

~( ~~ ~ ',\ tb.
1
Lt.-f 

Rancho Cucamonga, California 
March 22,2013 
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Vavrinek, Trine, Day & Co., llP 
Certllled Public Accountants 

INDEPENDENT AUDITORS, REPORT 

To the Board of Directors 
Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority 
Big Bear Lake, California 

. VALUE THE DIFFERENCE 

We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority 
(MARTA) as of and for the year ended June 30, 2012. These financial statements are the responsibility of 
MARTA's management. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements based upon our 
audit. 

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America 
and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing SJandards, issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain 
reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes 
consideration of internal control over financial reporting as a basis for designing audit procedures that are 
appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of 
MARTA's internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also 
includes examining. on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements, 
assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the 
overall financial statement presentation. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion. 

[n our opinion, the financial statements referred to previously present fairly, in all material respects, the financial 
position of MARTA as of June 30,2012 and the changes in financial position and its cash flows for the year then 
ended in confonnity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America. 

tn accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated March 22,2013, on our 
consideration of MARTA's internal control over financial reporting and on our tests of its compliance with 
certain provisions of taw, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements and other matters. The purpose of that 
report is to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the 
results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the internal control over financial reporting or on 
compliance. That report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government Auditing 
Standards and should be considered in assessing the results of our audit. 

Management has omitted management's discussion and anaJysis that accounting principles generally accepted in 
the United States of America require to be presented to supplement the basic financial statements. Such missing 
infonnation, although not a part of the basic financial statements, is required by the Governmental Accounting 
Standards Board who considers it to be an essential part of the financial reporting for placing the basic financial 
statements in an appropriate operational, economic, or historical context. Our opinion on the basic financial 
statements is not affected by this missing information. 

~C ~~ ~~,' 4J. 1 Ll-~ 
Rancho Cucamonga, California 
March 22,2013 
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Vavrinek, Trine, Day & Co., llP 
Certified Pttbllc Account1nts 

VALUE THE DIFFERENCE 

INDEPENDENT AUDITORS' REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL 
REPORTING AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MA TIERS BASED ON AN 

AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 

To the Board of Directors 
Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority 
Big Bear Lake, California 

We have audited the basic financial statements of the Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority (MARTA) as of 
and for the year ended June 30, 2012 and have issued our report thereon dated March 22, 2013. Our report 
included an explanatory paragraph regarding MARTA's omission of management's discussion and analysis. We 
conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and 
the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States. 

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting 

Management of MARTA is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal control over financial 
reporting. In planning and perfonning our audit, we considered MARTA's internal control over financial 
reporting as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the 
financial statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of MARTA's internal 
control over financial reporting. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of MARTA's 
internal control over financial reporting. 

Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose described in the 
preceding paragraph and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting 
that might be significant deficiencies or material weaknesses and therefore, there can be no assurance that aU 
deficiencies, significant deficiencies, or material weaknesses have been identified. However, as described in the 
accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs, we identified certain deficiencies in internal control 
over financial reporting that we consider to be material weaknesses and another deficiency that we consider to be 
a significant deficiency. 

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management or 
employees, in the normal course of perfonning their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct 
misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal 
control such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of the entity's financial statements 
will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis. We consider the deficiencies described in the 
accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs as items 2012-01, 2012-02, and 2012-04 to be material 
weaknesses. 

A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than 
a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. We consider the 
deficiency described in the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs as item 2012-03 to be a 
significant deficiency. 
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Compliance and Other Matters 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether MARTA's financial statements are free of material 
misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws. regulations, contracts, and 
grant agreements, including Section 6667 of Part 21 of the California Code of Regulations and the allocation 
instructions of San Bernardino Associated Governments, noncompliance with which could have a direct and 
material effect on the detennination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an opinion on 
compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not express such an 
opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be 
reported under Government Auditing Standards. 

MARTA's responses to the findings identified in our audit are described in the accompanying schedule of findings 
and questioned costs. We did not audit MARTA's responses and, accordingly, we express no opinion on them. 

This report is intended solely for the infonnation and use of MARTA's Board, management, federal agencies and 
pass-through entities and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

~( ~. 'l>., '.' eo.,'-"f 
Rancho Cucamonga, California 
March 22, 20 13 
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Vavrinekl Trine, Day & Co., LLP 
Certified Public Accounlanls 

VALUE THE DIFFERENCE 

INDEPENDENT AUDITORS' REPORT ON COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS 
THAT COULD HAVE A DIRECT AND MATERIAL EFFECT ON EACH MAJOR PROGRAM, 

INTERNAL CONTROL OVER COMPLIANCE AND THE SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES OF 
FEDERAL AWARDS IN ACCORDANCE WITH OMB CIRCULAR A-133 

To the Board of Directors 
Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority 
Big Bear Lake, California 

Compliance 

We have audited the Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority's (MARTA) compliance with the types of 
compliance requirements described in the OMB Circular .4-1 3J Compliance Supplement that could have a direct 
and material effect on each of MARTA's major federal programs for the year ended June 30, 2012. MARTA's 
major federal programs are identified in the summary of auditors' results section of the accompanying schedule of 
findings and questioned costs. Compliance with the requirements of laws, regulations, contracts, and grants 
applicable to each of its major federal programs is the responsibility of MARTA's management Our 
responsibility is to express an opinion on MARTA's compliance based on our audit. 

We conducted our audit of compliance in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United 
States of America; the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, 
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States; and OMB Circular A~ 133 Audits of States, Local 
Governments and Non-Profit Organizations. Those standards and OMB Circular A-133 require that we plan and 
perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether noncompliance with the types of compliance 
requirements referred to above that could have a direct and material effect on a major federal program occurred. 
An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence about MARTA's compliance with those requirements and 
performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. We believe that our audit 
provides a reasonable basis for our opinion. Our audit does not provide a legal determination of MARTA's 
compliance with those requirements. 

In our opinion, MARTA complied, in all material respects, with the compliance requirements referred to above 
that could have a direct and material effect on each of its major federal programs for the year ended 
June 30, 2012. However, the results of our auditing procedures disclosed an instance of noncompliance with 
those requirements, which is required to be reported in accordance with OMB Circular A~l33 and which is 
described in the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs as item 2012-05. 

Internal Control Over Compliance 

Management of MART A is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal control over 
compliance with the requirements of laws, regulations, contracts, and grants applicable to federal programs. In 
planning and perfonning our audit, we considered MART A's internal control over compliance with the 
requirements that could have a direct and material effect on a major federal program to determine the auditing 
procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on compliance and to test and report on internal control over 
compliance in accordance with OMB Circular A- 133, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the 
effectiveness of internal control over compliance. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness 
of MARTA's internal control over compliance. 

8270 Aspen Street Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 Tel: 909.466.4410 Fu: 909.466.4431 www.VIdcpa.com 

FRESNO • LAGUNA HILLS • PALO ALTO • PlEASANTON • RANCHO CUCAMONGA • RIVERSIDE • SACRAMENTO 

529 



A dejiciem.:y in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a control over compliance 
does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of perfonning their assigned functions, to 
prevent. or detect and correct, noncompliance with a type of compliance requirement of a federal program on a 
timely basis. A material weakness in internal control over compUcmce is a deficiency, or combination of 
deficiencies, in internal control over compliance, such that there is a reasonable possibility that material 
noncompliance with a type of compliance requirement of a federal program will not be prevented, or detected and 
corrected, on a timely basis. 

Our consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph 
of this section and was not designed to identifY aU deficiencies in internal control over compliance that might be 
deficiencies, significant deficiencies, or material weaknesses. We did not identify any deficiencies in internal 
control over compliance that we consider to be material weaknesses, as defined above. However, we identified a 
deficiency in internal control over compliance that we consider to be a significant deficiency as described in the 
accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs as item 20 12-05. A significant deficiency in internal 
control over compliance is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance with 
a type of compliance requirement of a federal program that is less severe than a material weakness in internal 
control over compliance, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. 

Schedule ofExpenditures of Federal Awards 

We have audited the financial statements of MARTA as of and for the year ended June 30, 20 I 2, and have issued 
our report thereon dated March 22, 2013, which contained an unqualified opinion on those financial statements. 
Our report included an explanatory paragraph regarding MARTA's omission of management's discussion and 
analysis. Our audit was perfonned for the purpose of forming our opinion on the financial statements that 
collectively comprise MARTA's basic financial statements. The accompanying schedule of expenditures of 
federal awards is presented for purposes of additional analysis as required by OMB Circular 
A-133 and is not a required part of the basic financial statements. Such infonnation is the responsibility of 
management and was derived from and relates directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to 
prepare the financial statements. The information has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the 
audit of the financial statements and certain additional procedures, including comparing and reconciling such 
information directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the fin11ncial statements or to 
the tinancial statements themselves, and other additionaJ procedures in accordance with auditing standards 
generally accepted in the United States of America. In our opinion, the schedule of expenditures of federal 
awards is fairly stated in all material respects in relation to the financial st"ltements as a whole. 

MARTA's responses to the findings identified in our audit are described in the accompanying schedule of findings 
and questioned costs. We did not audit MARTA's responses and, accordingly, we express no opinion on them. 

This report is intended solely for the information and use of MARTA's Board, management. federal awarding 
agencies, and pass-through entities and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these 
specified parties. 

~' ~~ ~',' tb.,Lt.f 
Rancho Cucamonga, California 
March 22, 2013 
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MOUNTAIN AHEA H.EGfONALTRANSIT AUTHOIUTY 

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012 

II. FINANCL\L STATEMENT FINDINGS 

Finding 2012-01 

INTERNAL CONTROLS 

Criteria: 

For certain internal controls, such as a review or an approval, a signature demonstrating the pet:formance of the 
control should be evident. 

Condition: 

While testing various transaction cycles, we noted that certain internal controls were asserted by management to 
be implemented; however the evidence that the internal control was performed could not be presented. 

Context: 

The conditions noted above were identified during testing of various transaction cycles and inquiry with persoMel 
throughout the engagement. 

Effect: 

The internal control environment is weakened. 

Cause: 

The performance of certain internal controls were not documented. 

Recommendation: 

MART A should document the performance of internal controls through a signature, initial, date, or other method 
to ensure that the control was performed and to demonstrate the timing of the completion of the control. 

View of Responsible Official and Planned Corrective Ac:tions: 

To better improve the performance of internal controls and to provide evidence that a review or approval of a 
document has taken place, management has implemented the practice whereby employees performing these 
reviews, approvals and data entry of financial documents wilt include their signature or initials and date that the 
action took place. 

531 



MOUNTAIN Al~EA REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

SCHEDUL£ OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012 

II. FINANCIAL STATEMENT FINDINGS 

Findin£ 2011-02 

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 

Criteria: 

MART A should have policies and procedures for each of the key internal control systems. These policies should 
address: 

• Control Environment; tone at the top. including the oversight of those charged with governance. 
• Risk Assessment. the identification of risk, the process and/or procedures to address and manage risks 

(including fraud risks). 
• Information and Communication; the policies should address how information is captured for financial 

reporting; and how MARTA will ensure effective communication will be maintained at all levels relating 
to the flow of information for financial and/or compliance reporting. 

• Control Activities; outlining the specific and detailed procedures which will be followed for each internal 
control system. 

Condition: 

MARTA does not have a comprehensive set of formal policies and procedures. We have noted that many of the 
specific procedures followed by MARTA are based upon historical processes passed down verbally from 
employee to employee. Some of the specific areas which will need to have formal policies and procedures 
developed include: fraud, ethics. cash receipting. disbursements, payroll, budget, information technology, disaster 
recovery, capital assets, federal and state grant reporting. financial reporting. and year end closing. We noted the 
processes with formal written policies and procedures include capital assets and procurement which have not been 
updated since 1999 and 200 I, respectively. As such policies and procedures over capital assets and procurement 
should be reviewed and updated as necessary. 

Context: 

The conditions noted above were identified during testing of various transaction cycles and inquiry with personnel 
throughout the engagement. 

Effect: 

The internal control environment is weakened. MARTA is at risk if certain employees were to leave as many of 
the processes are focused around specific employees that possess the detailed understanding of the systems. 

Cause: 

MART A has not reviewed and/or documented in writing several of the key business processes. In addition. 
MART A has not provided cross training for some of these areas. 
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MOUNT AJN AUEA UEGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012 

II. FINANCIAL STATEMENT FINDINGS 

Recommendation: 

MARTA should begin the process of the review, development, documentation and implementation of policies and 
procedures. In addition, persoMel should work though the same process to ensure that all business practices 
address appropriate risks, internal controls are properly designed and documented, staff are properly trained, and 
that cross training is taking place. 

View of Responsible Official and Planned Corrective Actions: 

MARTA management is committed to improving control environment, risk management, communication and 
training of policy and procedures in key areas and thereby improving MARTA's systems and procedures. 
Subsequent to June 30, 20 12, various policies and procedures including ethics, cash handling, disbursements, 
payroll, budget, capital assets, financial reporting and year-end closing have been written and implemented. Staff 
has received copies and training in these policies and procedures. AMuaJly, management will perform a review 
ofthe procedures and processes making updates as necessary. 

Finding 2012.03 

FINANCIAL REPORTING 

Criteria: 

Management is responsible for the basic financial statements and aU accompanying information as well as all 
representations contained therein and for the fair presentation of the financial statements in conformity with U.S. 
generally accepted accounting principles. TI1is requires management to work through a year-end closing process 
to accumulate, reconcile, and summarize information for inclusion in the annual financial statements. The year
end closing process includes the review and/or reconciliation of all balances within MARTA's general ledger. 
Accounts must be reviewed for proper cutoff, classification and presentation. These processes should be 
complete before the extemaJ auditors begin the final fieldwork. 

Condition: 

MARTA did not have formal year·end closing procedures. As a result, the following deficiencies in the year end 
closing process were identified and recorded in the general ledger eight months after the fiscal year end, as 
follows: 

• Compensated absences were not calculated correctly as of June 30, 2012. 
• MART A did not reconcile risk management liabilities relating to general liability and risk management 

per the general ledger to statements from the California Joint Powers lnsurance Authority identifying 
liability balances at June 30, 2012. 
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MOUNTAIN AREA nEGlONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30,2012 

[1. FINANCIAL STATEMENT FINDINGS 

Context: 

The condition noted above was identified during testing of various accounts related to MARTA's year-end 
balances. MART A did not have a comprehensive year-end closing process. In addition, personnel were not 
adequately trained on the year-end closing process. 

Effect: 

As a result of the year-end closing process that was used by MART A, the financial infonnation provided 
contained several material misstatements. 

Cause: 

MARTA does not perform a complete year-end close on a timely basis and does not maintain a comprehensive 
closing checklist or formalized policies and procedures to ensure that year-end accounting entries have been 
reported. 

Recommendation: 

As a result of the audit fieldwork MARTA began to address the above noted items. MARTA must continue to 
develop a comprehensive year-end closing process. This process should include detailed checklists to ensure that 
each financial statement area is reconciled, balanced and reviewed during the closing process. The closing 
process manual should also detail specific assignments, staff and timelines to complete the process. After each 
area has been closed by staff it should go through a review process to ensure accuracy. Each of these steps should 
be documented and signed off on the comprehensive checklist In addition MARTA should provide stafftraining 
on the year-end closing process to ensure that all areas have been adequately addressed. 

VIew of Responsible Official and Planned Corrective Actions: 

Subsequent to June 30, 2012, management has implemented written procedures for year-end closing, which 
includes a checklist for review and entries. Staff has reviewed and has been trained on the detail of the steps 
specific to completing the process 

Finding 2012-04 

BA1'lK RECONCILIA TJONS 

Criteria: 

Bank reconciliations, reconciling the bank statements to the general ledger should be prepared, reviewed, and 
approved timely. 
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.MOUNTAJN AREA REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JlJNE JO, 2012 

II. FINANCIAL STATEMENT FINDINGS 

Condition: 

We noted the bank reconciliations included items listed as reconciling that appeared to have cleared previously. 
We also noted that, in certain instances, the reconciled billance did not agree to the corresponding general ledger 
account balance. 

Context: 

MARTA maintains multiple bank accounts. The total cash balance on the reconciliation agreed to the total cash 
balance in the general ledger however, as noted in the condition above, the balances of certain individual accounts 
did not agree. The reconciliations also included detail that had cleared previously however had not been removed 
from the reconciliation. 

Effect: 

The risk of misstatement related to cash reconciliations is heightened. 

Cause: 

MART A's procedures did not accurately reconcile cash to individual accounts and the review of the 
reconciliations was not documented. 

Recommendation: 

MART A should enhance procedures to accurately reconcile cash to individual accounts and document the 
preparation, review, and approval of the reconciliations. 

View of Responsible Offic:ial o~nd Planned Corrective Adions: 

A CPA finn has been hired by MARTA to do bank statement reconciliation of all accounts on a monthly basis, 
with documentation and review and approval being completed by the General Manager. This change is reflected 
in MARTA's Accounting Procedures. 

535 



MOUNTAIN AttEA REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012 

IlL FEDERAL A WARD FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

Finding 2012-0S 

Program: Formula Grants for Other Than Urbanized Areas (includes ARRA) 
CFDA No.: 20.509 
Federal Grantor: U.S. Department of Transportation 
Passed-through: State of California- California Department of Transportation 
Award No.: Various 
Award Year: Various 
Compliance Requirement: Equipment and Real Property Management 

Criteria: 

The June 2012 Office of Budget and Management (OMB) Circular A-133 Compliance Supplement suggests that 
auditors obtain the entity's policies and procedures for equipment management and ascertain if they comply with 
the State's policies and procedures. 

Condition: 

MARTA does not have a comprehensive equipment management policy. 

Questioned Costs: 

None 

Context: 

The condition noted above was identified during our examination of the equipment management requirements of 
the program. 

Effect: 

As a result of the condition, there is an increased risk of noncompliance with equipment management provisions. 

Cause: 

MARTA does not have a comprehensive equipment management policy. 

Recommeadation: 

We recommend that MARTA adopt a comprehensive equipment management policy. 

VIews of Responsible Officials and Planned Corrective Actions: 

Management has implemented written policies and procedures for asset management (procurement policy, 
disposition of assets policy, and inventory tracking procedures) subsequent to June 30, 20 12. 
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MOUNTAIN AREA REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

SCHEDULE OF PRIOR YEAR AUDIT FINDINGS AND RESPONSES 

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2012 

Summarized below is the current status of all audit findings reported in the prior year audit's schedule of audit 
findings and questioned costs. 

Financial Statement Findings 

F1ndingNo. Ana Status of Corrective Action 

2011-01 Internal Controls Partially implemented. Sec current year finding 2012-01 

2011-02 Polities and Procedures Not implemented. Sec current year finding 2012-02 

2011-03 Financial Reporting Plltlially implemented. See current year finding 20 12·03 

2011-04 Capital Assets Partially implemented. See current year find in& 20 12-02 

2011-0S Risk Management Not implemented. Sec cuncnt year finding 20 12-03 

lOil-06 Bank Reconciliations Not implemented. Sec current year finding 20 12-04 

2011-07 Statement uf Economic Interests Implemented 

Federal Awards Findings 

Findinc No. Procram CFDANo. Compliance Statu of Corrective Actioa 
Requirement 

2011-08 Formula Grants for Other than 20.509 Reporting Implemented 
Urbanized Areas (Indirect) 

2011-09 formula Grants for Other than 20.509 Equipment and Real Not implemented. See current year 
Urbanized Areas (Indirect) Property Management finding at 2012-0S 

20ll·l0 Fonnula Grants for Other than 20.509 Reporting Implemented 
Urbanized Areas (Indirect) 

• 

537 



ATTACHMENT Cl 
Vavrinek, Trine, Day & Co., LLP 

Board of Directors 
Valley Transportation Services 
Upland, California 

Certlried Public Accountants 

INDEPENDENT AUDITORS' REPORT 

. VALUE THE DIFFERENCE 

We have audited the accompanying statement of financial position ofValley Transportation Services (V-Trans), {a 
California nonprofit organization), as of June 30, 2012, and the related statements of activities, cash flows and 
functional expenses for the year then ended. These financial statements are the responsibility of V-Trans' 
management Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements based upon our audits. 

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America 
and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the 
Comptroller of the United States. Those standards require that we plan and perfonn the audit to obtain reasonable 
assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement. An audit includes 
consideration of internal control over financial reporting as a basis for designing audit procedures that are 
appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of V-Trans' 
internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit aJso includes 
examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements, assessing 
the accounting principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall 
financial statement presentation. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion. 

fn our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the financial 
position ofV-Trans as of June 30, 2012, and the respective changes in its net assets and its cash flows for the year 
then ended in confonnity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of Americ_a. 

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued a report dated March 13, 20\3, on our 
consideration of V-Trans' internal control over financial reporting and on our tests of its compliance with certain 
provisions of law, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements and other matters. The purpose of that report is to 
describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the results of that 
testing, and not to provide an opinion on the internal control over financial reporting or on compliance. That report 
is an integral part of an audit perfonned in accordance with Government Auditing Standards and should be 
considered in assessing the results of our audit 

• 
~' -r;_,_:.,_. ~ ',l 4>.1 l..l- f' 

Rancho Cucamonga. California 
March 13, 20\3 

8270 Aspen Street Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 Tel: 909 466 4410 Fax: 909.466.4431 www.vtdcpa.com 
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Vavrinek, Trine, Day & Co., llP 

Board of Directors 
Valley Transportation Services 
Upland, California 

Certified Public Accountants 
VALUE THE DIFFER!NC 

We have audited the financial statements of the Valley Transportation Services (VTrans) {a California nonprotit 
organization) for the year ended June JO, 2012. Professional standards require that we provide you with 
information about our responsibilitie5 under generally accepted auditing standards, ilS well as certain information 
related to the planned scope and timing of our audit. We have communicated such information in our engagement 
letter. Professional standards also require that we communicate to you the following intormation related to our 
audiL 

Slgnlfitaat Audit Flndlnu 

Quulitutivt .·bpec:ts of.-lc:c:uunting Prm:lict!~ 

Management is responsible for the selection and use of uppropriate accounting policies. The signiticant 
accounting policies used by VTrons are described in Note 2 to the financial statements. No new accounting 
policies were adopled and the ilpplication of el(isting policies was not changed during the year. We noted no 
transaction! entered into by VTrans during the yeut for which there is a lack of authoritative guidance or 
consensus. All significant trnnsactions have been recognized in the financial statements in the proper period. 

Accounting estimates are an integral part of the tinancial statements prepared by management and are based on 
management's knowledge and e1<perienc:e nbout past and current events and assumptions about future events. 
Certain accounting estimates are particularly sensitive because of their significance to the tinancial statementS and 
because of the possibility that future events atTecaing them may differ significantly from those expected. The 
most sensitive estimates atTecting the tinancial statements were: 

• Management's estimate of the depreciation of capital assets is bllSed upon the estimated useful lives of the 
related cupital nssets. 

We evaluated the key factors and assumptions used to devdop depreciation estimates in detennining that they are 
reasonable in relation to the financial statements taken as a \\hole. 

The tinancial statement disclosures are neutral, consistent, and clear. 

Dfl]l,:ulties Enc:ountl!rt!J in Pttrfrmning t!Je Audit 

We encountered no signiticant difficulties in dealing with management in perfonning and completing our audit. 

Di.~ugre~tment.r willr .\.funugt!mttnl 

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a tinancial 
accounting, reporting. or auditing matter, whether or not resolved to our satisfaction, that could be significant to 
the tinancial statements or the auditor's report. We are pleased to report that no such disagreements arose during 
the course of our audit. 

8270 Aspen Slretf ~ancho Cucamol~G1. CA 91730 Tel 909 464i.4410 FR 909.461.4431 ·.wtw •Jidcpa.com 
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.\lc.mugl!mttnt R!!prt!sttntutiuns 

We have requested certain representations from management that are included in the mam1gement representation 
l~tterdated March 13,2013 • 

. \-/anctgl!menl Consultations with Other T11dependent Accountants 

In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about auditing and accounting matters, 
similar to obtaining a "second opinion" on certain situations. If a consultation involves application of an 
accounting principle to the Authority's financial statements or a detennination of the type of auditor's opinion 
that may be expressed on those statements, our professional standards require the consulting accountant to check 
with us to determine that the consultant has all the relevant facts. To our knowledge, there were no such 
consultations with other accountants. 

Oth~r A11dit Findings or Issues 

We generally discuss a varietY of matters, including the application of accounting principles and auditing 
:;tandards. with management each year prior to retention as VTrans' auditors. However, these discussions 
occurred in the normal course of our professional relationship and our responses were not a condition to our 
retention. 

This information is intended solely for the usc of SAN BAG, the Board of Directors and m11nngement of VTrans 
and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specitied parties. 

~' ~~ 't>., ',\ l:b.,L'-f/J 
Rancho Cucamonga. California 
M11rch 13, 2013 
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Vavrlnek. Trine. Day & Co., LLP 
Certified PubUc Accountants 

VAlUE THE DIFFERENC 

INDEPENDENT AUDITORS' REPORT ON lNTER&'IAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL 
REPORTmG AND ON COMPLIANCE Al'ID OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN AUDIT OF 

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 

Board ofDirectors 
Valley Transportation Services 
Upland. California -

We have audited the financial statements of the Valley Transportation Services (V-Trans), (a California nonprofit 
organization), (V-Trans) as of June 30, 2012, and have issued our report thereon. date~ March 13, 2013. We 
conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and 
the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Govenrment Auditing Standarrh issued by the 
Comptroller GeneraJ of the United States. 

Internal Control over Flnaac:la1 Reportia1 

Management of V-Trans is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal control over financial 
reporting. in planning and perform in& our audit, we considered V-Trans' internal control over financial reponing 
as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial 
statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of V-Trans' internal control· over 
financial reporting. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of V-Trans• internal control 
over rmancial reporting. 

Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose described in the first 
paragraph of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control over financial 
reporting that might be deficiencies, significant deficiencies or material weaknesses and therefore, there can be no 
assurance that all deficiencies, significant deficiencies, or material weaknesses have been identified. However, as 
described in the accQmpanying schedule of findings and responses, we identified certain deficiencies in internal 
control over financial reporting that we consider to be material weaknesses and other deficiencies that we consider 
to be significant deficiencies. 

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management or 
employees, in the nonnal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent or detect and correct 
misstatements on a timely basis. A material wea.blen is a deficiency, or combination of deficiencies, in internal 
control. such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material misstatement of the entity•s financial statements 
will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis. We did not identify any deficiencies that we 
consider to be material weaknesses. 

A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than 
a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance. We consider the 
deficiency described in the accompany schedule of finding and response as item 2012·01 to be a significant 
deficiency. 

8270 Aspen Street Aancho Cucamonga. CA 91730 Til: 909.468.4410 Fax: 909.468.4431 'NWW.vtdcpLcom 
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Compliance and Other Matters 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether V·Trans' financial statements are free of material 
misstatement, we perfonned tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and 
grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material effect on the detennination of 
financial statement amounts. However, providing an opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an 
objective of our audit, and accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no 
instances of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing 
StandardJ. 

V-Trans' responses to the findings identified in our audit are described in the accompanying schedule of findings 
3nd responses. We did not audit V-Trans' response and, accordingly, we express no opinion on them. 

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the SANBAG, the Board of Directors, management, 
others within V·Trans, and officials ofappticable state grantor agencies and is not intended to be, and should not 
be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

~~ ~. ~ 1,\ lO.,Lt.f' 
Rancho Cucamonga, California 
March 13, 2013 
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VALLEY TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
(A California Nonprofit Organization) 

SCHEDULE OF FINDh"lG A.ND RESPONSE 
JUNE JO, lOll 

The following finding represents a significant deficiency, material weakness, and/or instance of noncompliance 
related to the financial statements that are required to be reported in accordance with Gol·ernment Audit 
StandardJ. ' 

Fladint2011-0l 

Slgnijlcant Dtjlcltncy 

INTERNAL CONTROL- LACK OF SEGREGATION OF DUTIES. 

Criteri1 or Specific Requiremrnt: 

An clement of effective internal controls is the proper segregation of duties. The basic premise of segregating 
duties is to prevent situations where an employee has the ability to perpetrate an error or irregularity and to 
conceal it as well. Proper segregation of duties provides for a system of checks and balances such that the 
functions by one employee are subject to review through the perfonnanc:e of the interrelated functions of another 
employee or management. 

Coadltioa Found: 

We noted a lack of segregation of duties in the preparation of year end closing and adjusting journal entries, as no 
additional review are imposed on the prepared and posted journal entries in the general ledger. The monthly bank 
reconciliation process is also lacking adequate segregation of duties. as the external consultant is assigned with 
the task of compiling the bank reconciliations and booking the interest income journal entries in the· general ledger 
without further management approval. 

Context: 

A fundamental concept in the design of an effective system of internal control is the segregation of duties. 

Effect: 

V-Trans' internal control system is weakened and adequate safeguards in preventina material misstatements in the 
financiaJ statements are missing. 

Cause: 

V-Trans' current internal control system is not adequately designed to maintain a sufficient and effective level of 
segregation of duties. 

Recommendation: 

To strengthen the internal control system. we recommended that V-Trans implement procedures to ensure 
adequate of management review and approval for all accounting related processes. 
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Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

, .. 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: (9091 884-8276 Fax: (9091 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov Working Together ~ 

' 
NSPORTATION 

MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Tronsporlollon Authority 
• Son Bemordlno County Congestion Monogemeni Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: __ 29 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Transit Operator Funding Allocations 

Recommendation:· Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Transit Operator Funding Allocations, as 
indicated in Table 1, to the City of Barstow, City of Needles, Morongo Basin 
Transit Authority, Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority, Omnitrans, Victor 
Valley Transit Authority and Valley Transportation Services. 

Background: San Bernardino Associated Government (SANBAG) staff has met with each of 
the transit operators to detennine their funding needs for Fiscal Year 2013/2014. 
Table 1 outlines the proposed Fiscal Year 2013/2014 transit funding allocations 
for the individual transit operators aside from Southern California Regional Rail 
Authority (SCRRA). SCRRA allocations are addressed in separate Board actions. 
Measure I, Local Transportation Funds (L TF), and State Transit Assistance Funds 
(ST AF) available for allocation to the individual transit operators are included as 
part of the proposed SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Budget. The various other 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA}, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ), and Proposition 1B funds are received directly by the transit operators 
and, therefore, are not included in the proposed SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 
Budget. 

• 
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Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: -----------------------
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0 tl B d t FY 2013/14 

Barstow
1 

FTA5307 

FTA5311 $ 250,176 

Measure I • 5&0 $ 278,500 

LTF2 $ 2,138,331 

ST AF·Operator 

Ml· PDTMS1 

Total $ 2,667,007 

Capital Budget FY 2013/14 

Barstow 

FTA5307 

FTA53394 

CMAQ 

LTF 

STAF·Pop5 

ProJ) 1B·PTMISEA 

Prop 18 Security 

Total 

MBTA 

$ 288,271 

$ 104,268 

$ 2,620,024 

s 34,999 

$ 3,047,562 

MBTA 

$ 24,306 

s 24,306 

Table 1 

MARTA NPedles Omn1trans 

$ 10,897,560 

$ 214,235 $ 31,157 

$ 95,181 $ 11,000 $ 5,100,000 

$ 2,036,152 $ 179,721 $ 36,349,721 

s 26,372 $ 1,150,817 

$ 2,371,940 $ 221,878 $ 53,498,098 

MARTA Needles Dmn1trans 

$ 6,043,440 

s 3,406,336 

$ 355,139 $ 5,197,506 

$ 7,000,000 

$ 30,500 s 256,460 $ 3,100,000 

$ 2,798,942 

$ 128,566 

$ 385,639 s 256,460 $ 27,674,790 

Grand Total $ 2,667,007 $ 3,071,868 $ 2,757,579 $ 478,338 $ 81,172,888 

'The l TF allocation to Barstow Includes the unincorporated Colorado River L TF allocation for Big River service. 

VVTA 

$ 213,002 

$ 682,310 

s 13,989,028 

$ 164,254 

s 213,120 

s 15,261,714 

VVTA 

$ 3,556,757 

$ 381,337 

s 162,098 

s 2,128,000 

s 1,334,337 

s 18,600 

s 7,581,129 

s 22,842,843 

'The LTF allocations Included under Operations reflect the total LTF available to the service area. Barstow, WTA, MBTA 
and MARTA typically return a portion to the local jurisdictions for local street and road purposes pursuant to TDA Article 8. 
Additionally, the LTF amounts Included under Operations may be used for either operating or capital expenses. 
1Measure I (MI)- PDTMS allocation Includes $168,365 from VIctor Valley and $44,755 from North Desert. 

•FTA 5339 allocation to Omnltrans Includes revenue from FV 2012/13 and FV 2013/14. 
5Use of 5TA·Pop for operations requires compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 efficiency requirements. 

VTrans 

$ 2,173,350 

$ 2,173,350 

VTra ns 

$ 2,173,350 

STAF-Population funds are distributed to the region based on population and to 
the transit operators based on need. The annual amount of STA-Population funds 
allocated to the various operators varies based on one-time capital needs and on
going capical needs. Included as part of the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 proposed 
allocations are three one-time allocations of Mountain/Desert apportioned ST AF
Population funds. Staff is recommending approval of$2,000,000 to Victor Valley 
Transit Authority to assist with the purchase of five coach-style busses for their 
Fort Irwin service; $200,000 to the City of Needles for construction of a vehicle 
storage facility; and $30,500 to MARTA for vehicle maintenance equipment. 

BRD 1307a·vj 
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Additionally, in December 2010, the Board approved the return of $7,000,000 
unspent LTF to Omnitrans should they need it for the sbX project. Omnitrans has 
indicated a need for these funds which are included in Table 1 as a one-time 
allocation. 

Prior to disbursement of L TF and ST AF operators must submit their completed 
annual Transportation Development Act (IDA} audit for the previous fiscal year. 

Financial Impact: Allocation of the pass-though LTF, STAF and Measure I funds are included in the 
proposed SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Budget. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Commuter Rail and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. The individual funding 
allocation plans have been reviewed by each transit operator. 

Responsible Staff: Andrea Zureick, Director of Fund Administration and Programming 

BRD1307a-vj 
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NBPORTATICN 

MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 30 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Advancement of Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Local Transportation Funds to Onmitrans 

Recommendation: • Authorize advanced disbursement of Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Local Transportation 
Funds allocated to Omnitrans to assist with an unforeseen cash flow disruption, 
contingent upon the availability of funding and removal of the indirect cost 
allocation of 3.27% currently being charged to the San Bernardino Transit Center. 

Background: On April 19, 2013, SANBAG received notification from Omnitrans that the 
Amalgamated Transit Union (A TU) Local 1704 had objected to the referral of 
Federal Transportation Grant CA·90-Z009 in the amount of $15.3 million. Grant 
CA·90·Z009 is the federal funding that Ornnitrans uses to fund Fiscal Year 
201212013 Operating and Capital items on a reimbursement basis. The objection 
placed by ATU Local 1704 is part of a wider objection that the ATU has with the 
newly enacted Public Employees' Pension Reform Act of 2013, AB 340 
{Furutani), Stats, 2012. Chapter 296 {"PEPRA") and has resulted in a processing 
delay for all Federal Transit Administration {FfA) grant applications within 
California. 

• 

Approximately $11.4 million of Grant CA·90·Z009 is related to on-going 
preventive maintenance operations costs. As of mid-May 2013, Omnitrans has 
expended approximately $10.1 million of funds which are to be reimbursed by 
Grant CA-90-Z009 and has a cash balance of approximately $11.3 million. 
Onmitrans, like all other transit agencies that receive federal funds, must have a 

Approvtd 
Board of Dirtctors 

Datt: ---------

Moved: Stcond: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstaintd: 

Witnessed:-------------

I COG I I CTC I X I CT A I SAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
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cash balance to cover immediate monthly expenses while awaiting reimbursement 
of federal funds. In December 2010, the Board directed staff to work with 
Omnitrans to account for and retain 2/12ths of its yearly operating budget for cash 
flow purpose which is approximately $11.5 million for Fiscal Year 201212013 and 
$11.9 million for Fiscal Year 2013/2014. 

As a short-term mitigation measure, Omnitrans has indicated a need to have 
SANBAG advance a portion of their Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Local Transportation 
Fund {LTF) allocation as a result of the FfA grant funds being withheld. 
Omnitrans' Fiscal Year 2013/2014 LTF allocation amount is $36.34 million 
which is scheduled to be disbursed in four quarterly payments of $9.1 million. At 
this time it is estimated that approximately $3 million will need to be advanced to 
Omnitrans on top of their initial Fiscal Year 2013/2014 quarterly allocation 
amount of $9.1 million. Should the grant funds continue to be withheld through 
the second quarter of Fiscal Year 2013/2014 it is anticipated that the second 
quarter disbursement will be increased by $3 million as well. 

The exact amount of funds that will be advanced to Omnitrans is currently 
unknown but in no event shall the total amount of LTF disbursed to Omnitrans 
exceed their Fiscal Year 2013/2014 LTF allocation amount of $36.34 million 
without further Board action. SANBAG disburses LTF funds one year in arrears 
{the funds accumulated in Fiscal Year 2012/2013 are disbursed in Fiscal Year 
2013/2014) and has a sufficient LTF cash balance to expedite Omnitrans' Fiscal 
Year 2013/2014 LTF disbursement. 

Additionally, the FfA has suspended distribution of two other Omnitrans grants 
including CA-04-0229 in the amount of $8,300,000 that is currently designated 
for the San Bernardino Transit Center and CA-95-X229 which is designated for 
the purchase of 40 Foot CNG Coaches, until the labor dispute is resolved. 
Construction of the San Bernardino Transit Center is scheduled to begin in early 
2014 and does not have an immediate impact to Omnitrans' cash flow. 
Additionally, Omnitrans is delaying the purchase of the 40 Foot CNG Coaches 
until the labor dispute is resolved. 

In order to advance the LTF funds to Omnitrans, SANBAG will require 
Omnitrans to remove the indirect cost allocation of 3.27% that is currently being 
charged to the San Bernardino Transit Center. The savings that will be realized 
by the removal of the 3.27% will go towards fully funding the San Bernardino 
Transit Center. 
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Financial Impact: This item has no financial impact on the current Fiscal Year 2012/2013 budget or 
proposed Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. Any funding that may be advanced to 
Omnitrans will come from their Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Local Transportation 
Fund allocation. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended by the Commuter Rail 
and Transit Committee on June 20. 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman. Director of Transit and Rail Programs 

BRD1307e-cd 
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' Working Together 
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NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bemardlno County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _3_1 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Financial Commitment to the Southern California Regional Rail Authority for 
Fiscal Year 2013/2014 

Recommendation: • That the Board approve the following: 

Background: 

• 

1. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 operating assistance allocation of 
$11,442,000 in Valley Local Transportation Funds to Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority. 

2. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 capital assistance allocation of$3,634,500 in 
Federal Transit Administration 5309 and 5337 funds with local match to be 
funded from Toll Credits. 

3. Approve Fiscal Year 2013/2014 capital assistance allocation of $1,000,000 in 
Federal Transportation Administration 5337 funds to Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority for the reimbursement of cost associated with the 
purchased ofRotem cars originally funded by Orange County Transportation 
Authority, provided the overall reimbursement plan was approved in the 
preceding agenda item. 

The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA} Joint Powers 
Agreement requires that a preliminary budget be presented to the member 
agencies by May 1st of each year. On April 26, 2013 the SCRRA board 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-------------

I coo I crc I x I cr A I x I sAFE I I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRD 1307d-mmm 
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authorized the release of the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 preliminary budget, 
referenced here as "SCRRA Special Board". Adoption of the fmal budget is 
scheduled for June 28, 2013, and is contingent upon each of the five {5) member 
agencies approving their financial contribution for the fiscal year. The member 
agencies include SANBAG, Riverside County Transportation Commission 
(RCTC), Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority {LACMT A), and the Ventura County 
Transportation Commission {VCTC). 

The proposed preliminary SCRRA budget for the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 is 
$245.2 million consisting of $211.4 million for operations and $33.8 million for 
capital rehabilitation projects. 

SANBAG's member agency share of the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 capital budget is 
$3,634,500 and is funded with a combination of remaining Fiscal Year201212013 
Federal Transit Administration {FfA) 5309 funds and Fiscal Year 2012/2013 
Ff A 5337 funds. 

Additionally, by separate SANBAG Board action, staff is requesting approval to 
reimburse SCRRA $6 million over a three year period for costs previously 
incurred by OCT A for the purchase of Rotem passenger cars. The proposed 
preliminary budget reflects a reimbursement of $2 million from SANBAG to 
SCRRA for the Rotem passenger cars resulting in a net deduction to OCTA's 
share of Fiscal Year 2013/2014 capital cost. Recommendation number three, 
formalizes the allocation of the $2 million for Fiscal Year 2013/2014 contingent 
upon approval of the overall reimbursement plan by the SANBAG Board. 

The Fiscal Year 2013/2014 operations budget amount of $211.4 reflects an 
increase of 7.8% over the Fiscal Year 2012/2013 operations budget amount of 
$196.1 million. SANBAG's member agency share of the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 
Operation budget is $11.447 million which is included in the approved SANBAG 
Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget and funded with Valley Area Local Transportation 
Funds (LTF). 

Member agency contributions towards operations represent the difference 
between the total cost of operations and all available revenue. The main increase 
in the total operations budget, approximately $8.3 million, is attributed to the 
transition of Positive Train Control (PTC) from a grant funded capital cost to a 
reoccurring operations cost. Two other key operations cost increases include 
contractual increases from the five main contracts which include rate escalators 
and costs associated to the operation of the Eastern Maintenance Facility {EMF). 
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The increase in member agency subsidy was identified as a source of concern by 
the members of the SCRRA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). One of the 
solutions proposed by the T AC to offset the increase in member agency subsidy 
was a fare increase. The amounts presented represent a budget based on the 
SCRRA Board approving a five percent (5%) fare increase and an assumed 
increase of 2% in ridership. Should the SCRRA Board not approve this 
recommendation, SANBAG staff will provide a revised budget to the SANBAG 
Board for discussion to increase contribution. 

SANBAG typically funds most, if not all, of its member agency operating subsidy 
with Valley LTF. LTF is a one of two transit-specific fund types included under 
the State Transportation Development Act (TDA). In the Valley, these ftmds are 
only used for transit purposes. LTF is the most flexible funding source available 
to fund operations costs. The other transit funding sources available to the Valley 
are either restrictive in nature or ineligible to use as a funding source for SCRRA 
operations. 

From a cash flow standpoint SANBAG can fmancially afford the additional 
subsidy request in the current Fiscal Year without adversely affecting the transit 
and rail program as it is currently constituted. However, there is concern by 
SANBAG staff that without a proper short range transit plan (or SCRRA agency 
strategic plan) to use for future budgeting, the revenue stream may not be large 
enough to support all of the needs in the San Bernardino Valley. 

When this item was presented to the Commuter Rail and Transit committee staff 
identified a $2,000,000 allocation request. However after discussion of item 13 
Reimburse the OCT A for purchase of SCRRA rolling stock, rotem passenger cars 
the committee recommended a $1,000,000 allocation for fiscal year 2013/2014 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. 
Currently staff has budgeted $ll.5 million of LTF Valley funds for operations 
which will pass through SANBAG fmancials. 

The $5.7 million of FTA 5337 and 5309 funds million will not pass through 
SANBAG fmancials as we are not currently an Ff A grantee. These monies will 
be transferred from FT A to SCRRA directly with SANBAG responsible for 
allocation of the funds to SCRRA and programming of the funds in the Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended by the Commuter Rail 
and Transit Committee on June 20, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 
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SCRRA Special Board of Directors Meeting Agenda 
Transmittal Date: April 25, 2013 
Page2 

1. Call to Order 

2. Pledge of Allegiance 

3. Public Comment 

REGULAR CALENDAR 

4. Preliminary Fiscal Year 2013~14 (FY14) SCRRA Budget 

Meeting Date: April 26, 2013 

The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Authority) is required, as directed 
under the terms of the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement (JPA), to provide to its 
Member Agencies, on or before May 1 of each year, a PreDminary Budget, effective 
July 1 of the succeeding fiscal year, for individual agency consideration and approval. 

The Planning and Finance Committee recommends the Board authorize the transmittal 
of the Preliminary Fiscal Year 2013-14 (FY14) SCRRA Budget to its Member Agencies 
for their consideration. This report represents a summary of the Preliminary FY14 
Budget for consideration. As such, there is no impact to the current (FY13) budget. 

Page 1 

5. Positive Train Control (PTC) Project Update 

Staff and Contractor will address the schedule delivery and update the Board on the 
progress of the PTC program and answer any questions relating to this project. There 
is no written report. The Board may receive and file this report. 

6. Chief Executive Officer's Report 

• Authority Update 

7. Chair's Comments 

8. Board Members• Comments 

9. ADJOURNMENT 

CRTC1306d2-mmm 
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~ METRDLINI< 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 

TRANSMITTAL DATE: April 23, 2013 

MEETING DATE: April26, 2013 ITEM4 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM: Chief Executive Officer 

SUBJECT: Preliminary Fiscal Year 2013-14 (FY14) SCRRA Budget 

Issue 

The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Authority) is required, as directed under the 
terms of the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement (JPA), to provide to its Member Agencies, 
on or before May 1 of each year, a Preliminary Budget, effective July 1 of the succeeding 
fiscal year, for individual agency consideration and approval. 

Recommendation 

The Planning and Finance Committee recommends the Board authorize the transmittal of 
the Preliminary Fiscal Year 2013-14 (FY14) SCRRA Budget to its Member Agencies for 
their consideration. 

Committee Review 

The Planning and Finance Committee reviewed and continued this item to the full Board 
with additional budgetary information. The additional information has been incorporated in 
the background section of this report shown in track changes. 

Alternatives 

The Board may choose to: 

1) Take no action on the recommendation listed above; or 

2) Recommend that changes be made to the Preliminary FY14 Budget prior to its 
transmittal to the Member Agencies. 

Background 

Attachment A is a revised tabular file that provides a summary of the proposed Preliminary 
FY14 Budget. Subsequent to the review and adoption by the Member Agencies, the 
Proposed FY14 Budget will be presented to, reviewed by, and considered for adoption by 
the SCRRA Board of Directors at its June 2013 meeting. 

The first draft of the Preliminary FY14 Budget has been presented to and discussed with 
members of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) at a special meeting held on April11, 

CRTC1306d2-mmm One Gateway Plaza, Floor 12, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
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2013. Based on comments received from the TAC, staff has been able to achieve further 
reductions as reflected in the preliminary budget document that is attached. Further, staff 
expects to continue this Member Agency engagement through submittal to the Board in 
June 2013 to ensure all issues have been addressed and any required revisions are 
incorporated. 

A revised version of the FY14 Budget was presented to the Planning and Finance 
Committee at a special meeting held on April 19. 2013. Based on feedback received from 
the Committee additional budgetary information is included relating to costs associated with 
Positive Train Control <PTC), TAP program and Eastern Maintenance Facility (EMFl.1 

As a guide to its development, the following priorities were established for the upcoming 
fiscal year: 

SCRRA Budget Priorities for FY14 

1 . Continue the implementation of ongoing safety improvements and other organizational 
improvements; 

2. Maintain same level of service; 

3. Strive for cost reductions and efficiencies to offset portions of major outsourced 
contractual increases; 

Overall Summarv 

The Preliminary FY14 Budget represents the continuation of the transformation of the 
SCRRA into the provider of Southern California's commute of choice. 

The Preliminary FY14 is Budget is currently estimating a request of new budgetary authority 
of $244.5 million. This Budget consists of Operating Budget authority of$ 210.7 million, an 
increase of 7.4% over the FY13 Budget and new Capital Program authority of $33.8 million 
in rehabilitation projects. 

For those projects authorized during FY13 or earlier, staff continues to estimate the 
outstanding project balances and will include these figures in the final presentation to the 
Board in June. 

Operating Budget 

Train Operations and Maintenance of Wav 

The Train Operations component of the budget consists of those costs necessary to provide 
Metrolink commuter rail services across the six-county service area, including the direct 
costs of railroad operations, equipment maintenance, required support costs, and other 

1 Please note ell (ext throughout the document shown in 'track c&tnaes' indicates a change or additional information from thtt item 
oresented to the Planning and Finance meeting on Aprl/19. 2013, 
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administrative and operating costs. Ordinary MOW expenditures are those costs necessary 
to perform the inspections and repairs needed to assure the reliable, safe operation of trains 
and safety of the pubHc. The current estimated value of Train Operations is $125.4 million, 
Administration & Services is $30.2 million, Insurance $18.7 million and MOW is $36.4 
million. 

The Preliminary FY14 Budget assumes the operation of a total of 2.8 million revenue 
service miles through the operation of 169 weekday trains. Weekend services consist of 76 
trains operating on the Antelope Valley, San Bernardino, Orange County and Inland 
Empire/Orange County (IEOC) lines. The proposed budget does not include any 
incremental services pending review of several alternative services by the Member 
Agencies. 

The single largest dollar increase within the operating budget is the implementation of the 
Positive Train Control (PTC) program of approximately $8.~million. The main cost drivers 
are associated with placing the federally mandate PTC System in service and the resulting 
transition of PTC from a grant funded capital project cost to recurring Operations and 
Maintenance cost. The PTC System will be incrementally placed into revenue 
demonstration service beginning in late September 2013 with the San Gabriel subdivision 
(San Bernardino tine) and continuing until all subdivisions are completed in February 2014. 
The PTC contactor then has a 5 month acceptance or burn in process and should be 
generally de-mobilized by July 2014. Project close out activities, warranty management, 
response to audits, etc. will continue through the second half of calendar year 2014 and all 
of calendar year 2015. 

The establishment of a PTC-function into the operating budget can be categorized as: 

1) PTC and Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) back office, on board and wayside systems 
license and warranties not covered by grant funds {$1 million] 

2) PTC and CAD Vendor maintenance support agreements and specialized technical 
support {$1.8 million] 

3) Commercial (AT&T, Verizon, Sprint) Telecommunication circuits, cell modems and 
mountain top teases [$1.2 million] 

4) Staff and O&M contractors staff to maintain/operate/support PTC/CAD System including 
back office, on-board, wayside communication components [$3.~Q million] and 

5) Other/miscellaneous costs including facility repairs and modifications, specialized 
software and hardware to assume take over responsibility for the PTC System, PTC 220 
lease and participation with outside railroads and costs from outside railroads (UP, 
BNSF) for PTC [$1.4 million]. 

The $8.4 million costs for PTC already reflects a phased implementation for FY14. 
However. the anticipated full year costs for FY15 would be approximately $10 million. 
Please refer to Attachment C. 

Contractual increases of the five operating contracts include rate escalators resulting in an 
increase of $2 million. 
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The cost of Eastern Maintenance Facility (EMF) previously offset by the Rotem lease is now 
the responsibility of the Authority resulting in a cost of $1.6 million. The increase in costs are 
primarily associated with additional pin-up crews and guards. 

In an effort to increase focus on fare enforcement, the budget includes an additional 25 
security guards to handle ticket inspections and other security related issues. However, this 
expense is offset by a reduction in the Sheriffs' forces. 

Total Operating Revenues and Member Agency Contributions 

Operating revenues include farebox, dispatching, maintenance-of-way revenues, interest, 
other minor miscellaneous revenues, and are currently estimated to equal $109.4 million, an 
increase of $4.0 million, or 3.8% over the FY13 budget. 

Fare Revenues, the largest operating revenue of the budget, are estimated to increase $3.9 
million or 4.4%, over the FY13 budget to a total of $92.2 million. The total value reflects a 
2% ridership growth, along with proposed fare adjustments as detailed in the next section 
(5% fare increase, $0.6 million in fare revenues from the change to the weekend pass, and 
$0.2 million from the change to the Personal Care Attendant fare revenue). 

Maintenance-of-way revenues from the freight railroads and Amtrak are estimated from prior 
agreements based on estimates of current usage. The Preliminary FY14 Budget estimates 
an increase of 1.3% over the FY13 budget to a total of $0.2 million. 

Member Agency contributions represent the difference between the total costs of operations 
and all available revenues. The Preliminary FY14 Budget estimates total Member Agency 
contributions to equal $101.3 million, an increase of$10.6 million or 11.7% from the current 
budget which are mainly driven by the implementation of PTC. 

Potential Fare Adjustments 
Staff sought Board approval on April 12, 2013 in order to begin the public review process for 
potential fare adjustments which would include any one of the following: 

1) A potential fare increase of up to 7%; and/or 
2) A potential change to the Weekend Pass and renamed to the Weekend Day Pass at 

$10 each day; and/or 
3) Amend the Personal Care Attendant (PCA) free ride policy and require all PCAs to 

obtain an official Metrolink PCA Identification Card at a cost of $25 a year; or 
4) Amend the PCA free ride policy to require a PCA to purchase a regular or 

Senior/Disabled/Medicare reduced fare. 

The chart on the following page9elew shows the increased revenue that would be gained by 
percentage of fare increase should the Board decide to approve an increase ranging from 0 
to 7%. 
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Change in: 

Fare Increase Revenue Ridership 

0% ~ $ 605,728 0 

1% $ 1,296,107 (26,032) 

2% $ 1,985,025 (51,753) 

3% $ 2,672,498 (77,170) 

4% $ 3,358,545 (102,289) 

5% $ 4,043,182 (127,117) 

6% $ 4,726,424 (151,659) 

7% $ 5,408,289 (175,921) 

The budget presented to the Committee assumed a 2% ridership growth. 5% fare increase 
and changes to the Weekend Pass and PCAs. However. per the Committee's request 
please refer to Attachment A which includes schedules reflecting no ridership growth or fare 
policy changes. 

Weekend Pass 

The Committee requested a breakdown on revenue generated from weekend service. 
Since the launch of the weekend pass: 

../ Weekend ridership has grown by 50% . 

../ Average weekend roundtrips increased by 3.000. 
o/ One-way. round trip ticket revenue decreased by $984,696 as customers bought 

lower cost weekend pass 
../ Net revenue increased by over $2 million 

YEAR OVER YEAR CHANGE IN REVENUE 
Net Revenue 

Weekend Pass Ticket Deflection Increase 
FY12 $ 1,986,190 $ (663,228) $ 1,322,962 
FY13{YTD} $ 1.029.735 I {321.468} $ 708.267 
TotaiYTD I 310151925 ! ,9841696} ! ~~031.229 
FY14* I {220.925} 1 826.653 $ 605.728 
• effect offare policy change 

2 Includes the proposed Weekend Pass Change. However, no PCA adjustment is reflected in the above chart. 

CRTC1306d2-mmm 

559 



Transmittal of the Preliminary Fiscal Year 2013-14 (FY14) SCRRA Budget 
Transmittal Date: April 23,2013 Meeting Date: April26, 2013 
PageS 

Capital Budget 

Capital Rehabilitation projects replace assets with like or improved assets and thus preserve 
and extend the useful life of these capital assets. 

New Rehabilitation authorization requests for FY14 were identified as necessary for efficient 
and safe rail operations. These projects total $33.8 million and are represented in 
Attachment B. These projects were reviewed and considered by the TAC. The Planning 
and Finance Committee requested that staff evaluate any additional savings that may result 
from postponing certain rehabilitation projects. Staff is in the process of conducting this 
evaluation and will discuss this with TAC at an upcoming meeting prior to budget adoption 
by the Board in June. 

The total rehabilitation program includes Track and Structures upgrades totaling $10.8 
million; Locomotive and Rolling Stock upgrades of $5 million; Signal system improvements 
of $4.3 million; Information Technology solutions to improve data management and integrity 
for $2.6 million; Communications/CIS signage upgrades of $7.6 million; facilities 
improvements of $1.8 million; and other system-wide asset investments of $1.0 million. 

There are no New Capital requests for FY14. 

Other Considerations 

The preliminary budget includes ~22 additional positions related to PTC, and 1 additional 
internal audit position to support the Chief Auditor, resulting in an increased headcount for 
the Agency totaling ~269 from its current 246. 

Budget Impact 

This report represents a summary of the Preliminary FY14 Budget for consideration. As 
such, there is no impact to the current (FY13) budget. 

Prepared by: Greg Wong, Program Management Analyst II 
Patricia Kataura, Interim Chief Finance Officer 

~().P{)Jil..i 
MICHAEL P. DePALLO 
Chief Executive Officer 
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FY2013-14 Budget Attachment changes from what was presented to the Planning and 
Finance Committee meeting held on Apri119, 2013 

../ Deleted 1 staff position on PTC which reduced train operations, maintenance-of-way, salaries, 
indirect administrative costs (approximately $80,000) 

-1' Reallocated Fare Revenue to operating lines based on March Fare Revenue Report (to be 
presented to the Planning & Finance Committee 4/26/13 and to the Board 5/1 0/13) 

o MT A and OCT A revenues increased 
o SANBAG, RCTC, VCTC reduced slightly 

Items Not Included in Total LACMTA OCTA RCTC SANBAG vcrc .. 
PropOsed FY13-14 Bqet FY 13-14 Share Share Share Share Share 

~%M~rit~·---- --------- --- ----- - - ---
599.0 312.2 109.1 55.0 63.4 59.3 

- -"'""' .. - - 1- ~-- --· - ---- -- -- --·-
~o~nsic A~kor (~L ____ , ------ ----

---- ------- ---- ---·--- ----
$1SOK 150.0 75.6 27.4 15.4 15.8 15.8 - . In 
$1.5M 

I 
1,000.0 504.2 182.3 102.4 105.4 105.7 -- . - --
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Attachment A 
FY20 13-14 Proposed 

Operating Budget 

Attachments include changes from what was presented to the Planning and Finance 
Committee at its special meeting held on April19, 2013. 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Expenditure Growth 
($000s) 

FY12-13 
Budget Increase PTC 

Train Operations 123,302 (368) 
Maintenance of Way 27,686 3,573 5,104 
Administration 26,504 357 3,291 
Insurance 18,600 67 

Total 196,093 3,629 8,395 

Increase Over FY12-13 1.85% 4.28% 

Increase: Expenses related to the FY12-13 Budget 

EMF J F¥13-1~ 
TAP Ticke Propose 

2,476 125,410 
36,363 
30,153 
18,667 

2,476 210,593 

1.26%» 7.39% 

PTC: Expenses related to PTC are included in the MOW and StaffNon-Labor budget line items 
Other: EMF operations & TAP tickets 

C RTC1306d2-mmm Attachment A· Proposed FY2013·14 Operating Budget.xlsx 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 1013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Annual Operating Budget Distribution by Cost Component 
(SOOOs) 

FY 12·13 FY 13-14 
Budget lncnae 

EXPENSES 196,093 3,629 
REVENUES 105.422 . 
NET LOCAL SUBSIDY 90,671 3,619 

OPERATIONS 

Revenue~ 

Fan:box Revenue 88,297 
Dispatching 2,763 
Other Revenues 670 
MOW Revenues 13,692 
Member A&eney Revenues 74.678 

Total Revenues 180,100 . 
OpenlioiiJ & Services 

Train Operations 37,19S I.SBS 
Equipment Maintenance 23.078 1,588 
Fuel 28,26S (2,474) 
Non-Scheduled Rolling Stock Repairs 100 {50) 
Operating Facilities MainseiWICe 1,064 (SI} 
Other Operatin& Train Services 713 (72} 
Security • Sheriff 5,248 (782) 
Security • Guards 1,095 415 
Supplemental Additional Security 621 71 
Public Safety Program 196 74 
Passenger Relations 1,445 17S 
Holiday Trains 3SO (81) 
TVM Maintenance/Revenue Collection 4,198 (118) 
Marketing 1,297 (342) 
Media & External Communications 538 82 
Utilities/Leases 3,553 (876} 

Transfers to Other 0pei81Drs 7.315 {46) 
Amualc Transfers 1,367 . 
Station Maintenanu 940 367 
Rail Agreements 4,726 166 

S•btolal Operations & Scnolcc:s 123,301 (3611) 

Malnten•nee-of-W•y 
MoW • Line Segments 26,596 3,664 
MoW· Extraordinary Maintenance 1,090 (91) 

Subtolal Malnten•n~:C-Df·W•y 27,686 3,573 

Administration & Services 
Salaries & Fringe Benefits 10,686 (lSI) 
Non· Labor Expenses 1,648 497 

Indirect Administrative Expenses I 1,7S3 628 
Professional Services 1,917 (616} 

Subtolal Administration .t Strvlees 26,004 357 

Contingency (Non-Tnln Ops) 500 . 
Tolal Expenses lncludlnt MoW 177 493 3,562 

RISK MANAGEMENT 

RCYenllel 
Member Agency Revenues 18,600 
PLJPD Revenues 

Tolal Revrnues 18,600 . 
lnsunnce 

Liability /Property/ Auto 16,020 (65) 
Oairns 1,000 . 
Oairns Adminiscration 1,580 132 

Subtolallnsurance 18,600 67 

Tolal Elpensea 18,600 61 

CRTC13D6d2-mmm 

New llems: Proposed FY13·14 Budget n. 
PTC,EMF, FY 13-14 F\'12-13 Budget 
TAP Tickets Budget lncruse •,4 PTC, EMF, TAP Related llems 

10,871 216,593 14,500 7.4% 
. 109407 3.985 3.1% 

10,871 101,186 16,515 11.6% 

92,171 3,874 4.4% 
2,699 {64) (2.3%) 

670 . 0.00.4 
13,867 17S 1.3% 
82.SI9 7,841 10.5% 

. 191,926 11,825 6.6% 

1,200~~ 2,78S 75% EMF • Pin-Up Crews 
24,666 I,S88 6.9"/o 
25,791 (2,474) (8.8%) 

so (SO) (50.00/o) 
so 1,063 (1} (0.1%) EMF · Fuel Start·Up & Facility Maint 

641 (72) (10.1%) 
4,466 (782) {14.9"/o) 

360 1,870 77S 70.7".4 EMF -Guards 
691 71 11.4% 
270 74 37.9% 

1,620 175 12.1% 
269 (81) (23 0%) 

867 4,947 749 17.8% TAP Tickets 
954 (342) (26.4%) 
620 82 153% 

2,677 (876} (24.7%) S7S7K Data Lines Moved to Non-Labor; 
~170K Mountain Top Antenna Leases 
~ovcdtoMOW 

1,269 (46} (0.6%} 
1.367 . 0.00.4 
1.307 367 39.1% 
4.892 166 3.5% 

2,476 125,410 2,1118 1.7".4 
. 

S,l04 r-: :i~ 8,767 33.00/o PTC 
999 {91) (8.3%) 

5,104 36,363 8,677 31.3% 
. 

. -'fO.;S3!l' . (lSI) (1.4%) 
3,291 5,436 3,788 229.8% S3.3M PTC; FY13-14 includes $757K in 

I 80· 628 5.3% 
!Data Lines Moved From Utilities 

. 1.301 (616) (32.1%) 

3,291 19,653 3,648 14.0% 

500 . O.O'Yo 

10871 191,916 14.433 8.1% 

18,667 67 0.4% . 0.0% 

. 18,667 67 0.4% 

1S,9SS (65) (0.4%) 
1,000 . 0.0% 
1,712 132 8.4% . 18,667 67 0.4% 

. 18,667 67 0.4% 

Attaehment A· Proposed fY2013·14 Openlln1 Budaet.KISK 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY. Pre PTC figures 
FISCAL YEAR 2013·14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Budget Variances 
(SOOO's) 

Budget Line Item 

Train Operations 

Equipment Maintenance 

Diesel Fuel 
Security • Sheriff 
Security • Guards 

Public Safety Program 

Passenger Relations 
Marketing 

Media & External Communications 
Utilities/Leases 

Station Maintenance 

MOW • Line Segments 

Non·Labor Expenses 

Professional Services 

CRTC1306d2·mmm 

FY13·14 Detail 
Increase 

1,585 

1,588 

(2,474) 
(782) 
415 

74 

175 
(342) 

82 
(876) 

367 

3,664 

497 

(616) 

Amount Varlaace 

719 Amtrak contract escalator 
574 Dispatcher labor: 2 new positions & training; 1 additional position transfer 

from another CC vs. FY13 budget 
1,000 Equipment parts 

225 Bombardier contract escalator 
(2,474) FYI4: 2.6 Gal/Mile & $3.50/Gal vs. FY13 2.7 Gal/Mile & 3.75/Gal 

(782) Delete 4 LAUS Units to offset increase in Guard budget 
415 25 additional guards at EMF, on trains, and throughout system (S580K 

under Supplemental Security) 
30 Interior safety message car wraps 
30 Contractor safety tip tine 

100 LAUS Rcd·Cap shuttle service 
(150) Website maintenance transferred to IT 
(ISO) Transferred to Media & External Communications 
1 SO Duties transferred from Marketing 

(757) Data lines transferred to IT (Non-Labor line item) 
(170) Mountain Top Antenna Sites moved to MOW 
215 LAUS Common Area improvements & maintenance 
99 Stations: CMS maintenance, repair static signs, flagging at stations 
53 LAUS: Minor platform & canopy repairs, painting, sign replacement 

1,168 Overhead allocation to MOW (increased labor, IT, & professional 
services) 

868 Staff labor distribution to projects 
736 MECC & VTMI contract escalators 
450 Geometry Cary in Maintenance 
170 Mountain Top Antenna Sites moved from Utilities/Leases\ 
757 Data lines transferred from Utilities/Leases to IT 

(400) Digicon discontinued 
(800) Legal costs reduced based on history 
200 Train operations consultant 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR :ZOIJ-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Cost Component Distribution to Member Agencies 
(SOOOs) 

Pro poled 
FY 12-13 FY 13-14 
Budtet Badr;ct 

E}(PENSES 196,093 210,593 
REVENUES 105.4%1 109407 
NET LOCAL SUBSIDY 90,671 101,186 

OPERATIONS 

Rneaua 
Farebox Revenue 18,297 'n llllfil 
Dispatching 2,763 2,699 
Other Revenues 670 670 
MOW Rcw:nues 13,692 13,867 
Member AJeaql Revenues 7'-678 8~19 

Total Rneaua 110,100 191,916 

Open~doas &. ~ces 
Train Operations 37,195 ['!I 1 
Equipment Maintenance 23,071 24,666 
Fuel 21,265 2S,791 
Non-Scheduled Rollins Stock Repairs 100 so 
Operating F llcilitia Maintenance 1,064 1,063 
Other Opcnlins Train Services 713 641 
Security - Sheriff 5,248 4,466 
Secwity - Guards 1,095 1,870 
Supplemental Additional Security 621 691 
Public: Safety l'logram 196 270 
Passc:nscr Relations 1,445 1,620 
Holiday Trai111 350 269 
TVM Maintcnanc:c:/Revenuc Collection 4,198 4,947 
Mark cline 1,297 9S4 
Media 8t External Communications S38 620 
Utilities/Leases l,SSl 2,677 
Transfcn to Other Opcraton 7,315 7,269 
Amlnllt Transfc:rJ 1,367 1,367 

I Station Mainta~ance 940 1,307 
Rail Apcemeats 4,726 4,892 

Sulllotlll Operadoas &. Senlces 113,301 115,.10 

Malntmaace-of-Way 
MoW- Line Sepnents 26,.596 35,364 
MoW - Extnlordirwy Maintcnanc:c 1,090 999 

Subtotal Malatalance-or-Way 17,6116 36,363 

' Admlalstratloa & Se,ica 
Salaries & Fringe Benefits 10,686 ·J~S 

Noo-Labof Expenses 1,648 5,436 
lndlrec:t Adminislnlive Expenses 11,753 ' 
Professional Services 1,917 1,301 

Subtotal Admlnlsll'ltion & Services 16,004 29,653 

Coadn~:eacy (Noa·TI'IIn Ops) 500 500 

Total Es-sa lndadln.1 MDW 177 493 191926 

RISK MANAGEMENT 

Revalues 
Member Aacuc:y Revenues 18,600 18,667 
PUPD Revenues 

Total Revenues 11.600 18667 

Insurance 
Liability/Property/Auto 16,020 15,955 
Claims 1,000 1,000 
Claims Adminisntio11 1,580 1,712 

Subtotllllasur1111ce 11,600 11,667 

TotaiExpaua 18,600 18,667 
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LACMTA ocr A Rcrc SANBAG vcrc 
111,406 46,016 14,915 15,886 ll,360 
59,589 15,389 6.519 IUOO 3700 
51,816 10637 8,385 11617 7661 

·~:.en! '2W.l1' ·6".41$' ~l'l:B!; lUI' 
1,412 904 - S6 326 

377 . 140 44 18 21 
9,.508 2,612 0 1,217 530 

42.711 16JS7 7,111 9.055 7.015 
101,370 41,945 13,640 13,l54 10,715 

O.SS27 0.2220 00652 0.1219 0.0382 
L 22:ll!r1' .11..11.6'1· :~.r .-4iiD'l ·~~ 12,799 S,.S34 1,801 3,367 • 

13,606 6,311 1,132 3,191 SSt 
27 II l 7 2 

512 232 73 ISO 37 
323 117 66 61 68 

2,609 933 2SS "0 108 
943 341 191 197 ' 198 
362 163 49 ' 96 21 
136 49 . 28 28 29 
828 384 116 242 Sl 
1.2 S9 19 40 10 

2,308 1,072 660 S77 330 
499 209 69 1•5 32 
313 113 64 65 66 

1,350 488 27. 282 283 
4,082 1,4S7 402 1,054 273 

434 869 . - 63 
792 199 69 i 181 66 

1,802 1,.1S 977 363 334 
66,013 111,133 9,555 15,437 5,511 

20,410 7,286 1,073 4,417 2,178 
515 243 II 107 64 

10,985 7,519 1,0113 .,51. 2,241 

~ Y.llV1 .h9]9J ,;w,, 0(. 
2,902 1,068 : 474 637 ,..... . .aA~5s 
'~11¥ ''· 

,.......,.. 
- '~ ~~ OSi , -~~-656 237 133 137 

15,110 5,493 1,9!1 3,191 1,909 

151 91 51 53 53 

101.)70 41,945 13 ... ~~ 13.l54 19, 715 

IO,OJS 4,080 1,274 2,632 64S 

10.035 4,080 1.17• %.631 645 

1,577 3,487 1,089 2,250 m 
SJ8 219 68 141 JS 
920 374 117 241 S9 

10,035 4,080 1,274 1,631 645 

10,035 4,0110 1,274 %.~2 645 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Operating Subsidy Allocation By Member Agency 
(SOOOs) 

2°/c R'd h' G thiS~ F I eiW k d P /PCA Ch 0 1 en ap row o are ncreas ee en ass BI'JI 

Total LACMTA 
FY 13-14 Share 

Expenses 

Train Operations & Services ~~~~~ ~~J02~l 
Maintenance.of-Way 

I 
3§~3' '2d'.9~85 . I 

: 

3~J 1~62-. Administration & Services ' 
Insurance 18,667 10,035 

Total Expenses Incl. MOW 210,593 112,406 

Revenues 

Gross Farebox ~~: ·~t1l. · AS~. 
Dispatching 2,699 1,412 
Other Operating 670 377 
Maintenance-of-Way 13,867 9,508 

Total Revenues 109,407 59,589 

Total County Allocation 101,186 52,816 
-----

FY 1011-13 Budget 90,670 46,066 
lncreasei(Decrease) 10,516 I 6,750 
Percentage Change 11.6%: 14.7% 

51.395% 
INCREASEI(DECREASE) FROM FY12-13 BUDGET 

Total LACMTA 
Variance Share 

Expenses 

Train Operations & Services 2,108 1,633 
Maintenance-of-Way 8,677 4,979 
Administration & Services 3,648 2,240 
Insurance 67 90 

Total Expenses Incl. MOW 14,500 8,942 

Revenues 

Gross Farebox 3,874 1,650 
Dispatching (64) (69) 
Other Ope~ing 0 28 
Maintenance-of-Way 174 583 

Total Revenues 3,984 2,192 

Total County Allocation 10,516 6,750 
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OCTA RCTC SAN BAG VCTC 
Share Sbare Share Share 

2~83~ , ~~ss · it~~ ~· ·~4· ~-ij,; ~~ 
~ ~: ·~ f . ' h 

4,080 1,274 2,632 645 

46,016 14,915 15,886 11,360 

_a m . "6A3Sp '12t;'83&. ~ 
904 - 56 326 
140 44 88 21 

2,612 0 1,217 530 

15,389 6,519 14,200 3,700 

20,637 8,385 11,687 7,661 

19,933 7,642 10,186 6,844 
704 743 1,501 817 

3.5% 9.7% 14.7% 11.9o/c 

OCTA RCTC SANBAG VCTC 
Share Share Share Share 

(276) 131 478 143 
1,751 415 983 549 

547 342 353 167 
178 (156) 12 (57) 

1,199 731 1,816 801 

1,744 8 353 119 
(3) . 9 (I) 
(5) (20) 5 (7) 

(240) (0) (42) (127) 

1,495 (12) 325 (15) 

704 743 1,501 817 



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Fare Revenue and Ridership 

2% Ridenhip Growth/5% Fare Increase/Weekend Pass Change/PCA Charge 

Average Daily Ridership Revenue/Rider (S's) 

FY12-13 FY13-14 %1ncr FY12-13 FY13-14 
Operating Line Budget Budget FYJ3Bud Budget Budget 

San Benardino 
Weekday 12,256 ·~~ 0.6% 7.47 ~~ . 

rsJr ~ Weekend 7,120 
~ 

16.0% 5.95 
j 1.~ . •;>J 

Ventura County 4,413 ~s9;i -3.5% 6.12 ~ 

, Antelope Valley l ~ 
Weekday 6,474 fr ~~~ 0.9% 7.43 '~ 
Weekend 3,977 f)5~; 34.7% 6.52 ~D . j 

5,279 ~ ~ I Riverside •. 7-0;l -4.0% 7.46 8.0¥ 

I• ~ Orange County 
Weekday 9,285 ~ \P4di 3.4% 7.52 t- f~ot rl: 
Weekend 3,180 ~®\!~ 26.1% 7.72 . 

~ 
166 ~ ~~ "' OCMSEP -52.8% 7.00 - -~ ' 

IJ .. f 
IEOC 

Jsa~] ' 
Weekday 4,142 r 6.1% 6.40 6~ lr 1lrtt~ Weekend 2,o26 1 ~ -18.2% 3.33 ~~ ~ 

~ ~ ~ 91 2,254 ~~. -~: 11.0% 8.23 ~_ -,7~f! 

Totals 
Weekday 44,268 44,771 1.1% 
Weekend 

I 
16,303 19,283 18.3% 

Total 
- -
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Fare Revenue (SOOO's) 

FY12-13 FYJJ-.14 8/o Inc:r 
Budget Budget FY13Bud 

23,528 ~Jif.*'f: 1.8% 
2,139 ~.9.~; 16.8% 

~; - J 
6,941 ~]dB.,. 5.4% 

~· 
I 

J 

12,214 ~fi 0.3% 
, '; 

1,310 1J9,9~ 14.4% 

i' to;3~~ 10,309 ~ 0.6% . .· ~ 

~ ' 

~~ 17,743 ~ 14.6% 

1,240 ~ -'lli~ .l -3.5% 

• 294 -49.0% 
~ 

7,240 "-' 
.1 

~~~ 2.8% 

3~~ 341 28.8% 

4,999 ~~«~ ·5.5% 

83,268 ' 86,540 3.9% 
5,029 5,631 12.0% 

I 

88,297 92,171 I 4.4o/o 
I 



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Maintenance of Way Revenues 
($000's) 

FYI0-11 FYil·ll FY12·13 
Aereementfferritory Actual Actual Bud~tet 

Amtrak Intercity 1,2S3 1,223 1,293 
LAUS Rail Yard Operations & Maintenance (Amtrak) 718 S03 62S 
Azusa Branch Shared Use (UPRRISPTC) 121 18S ISS 
Baldwin Park Branch Shared Usc (UPRR/SPTC) 272 412 245 
Coast & Saugus Shared Use (UPRR/SPTC) S,S27 6,201 S,706 
East Bank Joint Facility (UPRRISPTC) 891 765 82S 
Mission Tower (UPRRISPTC) 80 89 86 
San Diego & Olive Subdivision Shared Use (BNSF) 1,548 1,553 1,975 
Pasadena Subdivision Shared Use (BNSF) 2,330 2,338 2,500 
State Grade Crossing (CPUC) 164 161 166 
Federal Funds/Other Revenue 27 3 117 

Total 12,930 13,434 13,692 
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FYIJ.14 Change from 
Bud~tet FY13 Bud~tet 

1,271 ·1.7% 
soo ·20.0% 
13S -12.9% 
295 20.2% 

6,350 11.3% 
780 ·5.5% 
92 7.0'Yo 

1,750 ·11.4% 
2.432 -2.7% 

162 ·2.3% 
100 ·14.2% 

13,867 J.J•Io 



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Non-Fare Operating Revenue 
($000's) 

DISPATCHING AGREEMENTS 

FYIO·ll FVll-12 
Agreement/Territory Attual Actual 

Amtnk Intercity 1,949 1,904 
Coast &. Saugus Shared Usc (UPRRISPTC) 257 257 
East Bank Joint Facility (UPRRISPTC) 90 90 
Mission Tower (UPRRISPTC) 281 281 
San Diego & Olive Subdivision Shared Usc (BNSF) 44 48 
Pasadena Subdivision Shared Usc (BNSF) 59 63 
INonb CountY TlllllSit District CNCTD) 399 315 

Total 3079 2957 

OrnER REVENUES 

FVID-11 FVll-12 
Revenue Source A dual Actu11 

Marketing Revenues 114 52 
iARRA 5307 • VCTC 582 
FY07 Security Grant (0) 
!Amtrak TVM Revenues 217 230 
~urance Recoveries 108 32 
nterest 264 
Miscellaneous Revenues 158 26 

Total 1442 340 

I Total Non-Fare Opsradae: Revenues 4,521 I 3,297 I 
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FV12·13 FYIJ-14 Chan&errom 
Budget Budget FV13 Budget 

1,960 1,951 ·0.5% 
262 257 -1.8% 

92 90 ·2.G-Ie 
350 290 -17.0% 

46 48 5.1% 
54 63 15.8% 
. . N/A 

270 2699 .z.J•;. 

FY12·13 FYIJ-14 Cban&e frolll 
Bvde:ct Bvde:el FVI3 Bude:et 

75 15 0.0% 
NIA 
N/A 

225 225 0.0% 
. . N/A 
300 300 0.0% 

70 70 0.0% 

670 670 o.o•;. 

3.369 I 3:16' I O.t% n 



SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FJSCAL VEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
1\falncennce of Way Espendilura and Revenue Offset 
(SOOO's) 

Revenue Forea~st Allocatloa 

Line SqmeaCITerrillll'l' 

Operacln& Uaes 
LA - San Bernardino 
LA - Ventura (Burbank Jec to Moorpark) 
LA - Lancaster 
Fullerton -San Diego County Line 
Olive Subdivision 
Riven ide Layover Facility 
River Corridor 
Extraonfuwy MainlenanCc 

(Derailments, Stonn Damage) 

Noa-Operaclac Unes 
Sierra Madre· Clamnont (Pasadena Sub) 
Baldwin Parle Branch (San Bernardino Co.) 

Total 

IOr~el'lldJJI! Unes 
LA· San Bernardino (1) 
LA - Ventura (Bu.rbank Jec to Moorpark) (2) 
LA • Lancaster 
Fullerton· San Diego County Line 
Olive Subdivision 
Rivenide Layover Facility (3) 
River Corridor (4) 
Extnonfuwy Maintmancc: (S) 

(Ocnilments, Storm Damage) 

INcla~()p•eralllna Uaes 
Sierra Madr1e ·Claremont (Pasadena Sub) 
Baldwin Park Bran'h (San Bernardino Co.) 

Total Ex adlhlrc Forecast 

' Opel'lldn& Uaes 
LA • San Bmwdino 
LA • Ventura (Bwbank Jec to Moorpark) 
LA • Lancaster 
Fullerton· San Diego County Line 
Olive Subdivision 
Riverside Layover FKility 
River Corridor 
Extnordinary Mainlenanee 

(Derailments, SIOnn Damage) 

on-Openclac Unes 
Siern Madr1e- Claremont {Pasadena Sub) 
Baldwin Parle Branch (San Bernardino Co.) 

Total 

FV 13-14 
Bud&el 

12,5!5 
1,6S1 
1,337 
S,S61 
2,451 

161 
0 

1,392 

-
1,312 
1.292 

20 

13 867 

LACMTA 

8,216 
454 
801 

5,561 
-
-

0 
1,392 

-

1,292 
1,292 
-

9,508 

(I) MoW net subsidy split by routemiles(S9.82%LACMTAand40.18%SANBAO). 
(2) MoW nee subsidy split by tnJin miles (62.08% LACMTA and 37.92% VCTC). 

OCTA RCTC SANBAG VCTC 

l,611 0 1,197 530 

- - 1,197 -
- - - S30 

- . . -
2,451 . . -

161 . - . 
0 0 0 0 

- - - . 
- - - -
. . 20 . . . - . 
- - 20 . 

2.612 0 1,217 530 

(3) Net subsidy split by train miles of trains using the Rivmide Layover, excluding Sq Diego County ( 46.98% LACMT A. 17.93% OCT A. 25.72% RCI'C, 
and 9.36% SANBAO). 

(4) Split isassumedAII Shue(47 S%LACMTA, 19.8% OCT A. 14.4% SANBAO, 7.2% VCTC,and 11.1% RCTC) oftost in CXCC$S·ofrr:vcnues. 
(S) Split is assumed All Shut for derailments ($20,000) and pertenl of route miles owned (S?.SS% LACMTA, 24.270.4 OCT A. 1.07% RCTC, 10.69% SANBAO, 

and 6 41% VCTC) for storm damage. gate blodcdowns, and vandalism ($480,000). 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Malntnaace or Way Expease Detail By Une Sc~rmeat/Territory 
(SOOOs) 

FY 10.11 FYII-ll 
Expcadllure Espendlture 

Line Seanleatfl'errltory A dual Ad•al 

Operal.lac Llacs 19,567 23,529 

LA· Saa Bemudlao 6,2511 5,033 

Trac:lc 1,366 857 

Signal &. Conunwlications 1,805 1,949 

StrUCtures 2.25 187 

Proc:umnent 1,024 321 

Other 1,112 937 

Agency CostJ m 782 

LA· Ve•tura (Burll111k Jd to Moerpark) 4,050 3,110 

Trac:lc 859 732 

Signal&. Conununications 996 1,012 

SlniC:IIIm 126 73 

Procwm\clll 734 110 

Olhcr 817 598 

As1.ertr:Y CoSIJ SIS S9S 

LA • LaaQIIer 6,151 4.934 

TrW: I,S31 1,162 

Signal &. Cammwlications 1,664 1,465 

s lt\IC:tW"CI 229 192 
Proc;uranent 1,277 142 

Other 1,290 983 

Aaeney Costs 862 989 

Fullertoa • Saa Dleco Counl)' Line 5,455 4,780 

Trac:lc 952 1,051 

Signal & Conununications 1,764 1,823 

SCruct1lra 21!1 214 

l'loaln:ment 931 161 

Other 932 n9 
Aaeney Casts 656 151 

OUn SubdMsloa S04 4ll 

Tracie 153 83 

Sipal.t Conununitations 112 222 
s~ 12 7 

Proc:~ment 47 6 

Other 112 31 

A11ency Costs 68 74 

Rlvenlde Layover Fadlil)' 71 75 

TrW: 12 35 

Si11111l .t Communications 9 7 

Structures 0 . 
Proc:urement 18 I 

Other 16 IS 

AllCII'Y CostJ 16 17 

River Corridor 4,1145 3,861 

TI'ICII: 958 856 

Signal&: Communitations 2,318 1,!192 

Slr\ICIIRS n 43 

Proc:urement 539 tn 
Other 610 455 

Al!Crtr:Y CostJ 344 339 

E:rtraonllllal')' Maintenance 1,531 1,304 

(Derailmmts, Storm Damage, Gate K~kdowns, Vandalism) 
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FY ll·ll FY ll-14 Vari111ce 
ElpendiCure EspeJN!Iture FY14 Bud&ft •s. FYI3 Budcet 

Budeet Budeet (Onr)IUader % 

16,187 34,460 (9,050) (35.6%) 

5,6311 7,618 (1,466) (47.9%) 

918 1,318 (280) (27.0%) 
2,116 2,568 (260) (11 .3%) 

200 195 (40) (25.6%) 
384 269 (33) (14.0't\) 

1,227 1,404 (SIIB) (72.0%) 

793 1,864 (1,266 1211.5%) 

3,717 <t.!l.58 (1,434) (40.7"/•) 

n4 946 23 2.4% 
1,187 1,359 (107) (8.6%) 

140 129 (17) (15.0%) 
!51 175 (S) (2.8%) 
89S 1,003 (414) (70.4%) 

S73 1,34S (913 !21 l.S%) 
5,755 7,1111 (2,616) (!0.4%) 

!,ISS 1,198 68 54% 
1,417 1,887 (281) (17.S%) 

329 288 (88) (44.0%) 

204 306 (3) (0.9%) 
1,628 1,734 (684) (65.2%) 

1,021 2,398 (1,628 !211.5%) 
5,273 7,301 (1,911) (35.5%) 

I,OS9 1,476 (212) (16.8%) 

1.911 1,215 45 1.9% 
20S 194 (39) (24.8%) 

169 227 9 3.9% 

1,135 1,265 (449) (SS.O'h) 

794 1,865 (1,266 1211 S%) 
547 71111 (113) (37.1°h) 

74 59 38 39.2".4 
291 444 {98) (28.5%) 

19 20 (8) (73.2%) 

17 19 (2) (10.5%) 

88 109 (49) (80.7%) 
59 138 (94 (2JJ.2%) 

65 109 (37) (50.8"/o) 

16 11 II SI.0'-4 
6 10 0 4.7% 

2 3 0 12.1% 

I 4 1 15.3% 

22 40 (22) (122.6%) 

17 41 (28 !211.5%) 

4,191 4,1175 (373) (8.3"/o) 

790 862 97 10.1% 

2,095 2,265 414 15.4% 
69 54 20 27.2% 

226 111 2 20% 

533 691 (301) (n.O%) 

380 892 (606] (211.5%) 

1,090 999 I 0.1% 



Malateaante of Way Expense Detail By Lh1e Sea:mcat/Territary 
(SOODs) 

FY1~ll FY 11·11 
E:rpclldllurt Espudllurt 

Lloe Secaletii/Terrltory Actul Attu.t 

Noa-Opendac Lines 1,11!1 !ll6 

Slern Madre· Clartmoat (Pau. Sa b.) !113 115 

Tratlc 60 94 
Siplll & Communications 305 309 

Sb'liCt\lres 32 2S 
Procurement 221 22 

Other 205 180 

ARCOeY Cosu 160 184 
Baldwlq Park Bnach (S111 Bemanllao Co.) 137 111 

Tratlc 22 24 

SiiiJIII & Communications 39 38 

Struclllrcl 0 2 

Proc:IRment 31 3 
Other 27 21 
Aacney CostS 18 23 

frotal MllillleuJICtoO(·Way 30,617 14,456 

Tratlc 5,911 4,894 
SiiiJIII & Communications 9,013 8,817 

Sttucrures 921 743 

Proeurement 4,822 944 

Other 5,120 3,999 
Exmotdinary Maintenance 1,532 1,304 
Agency Costs 3,367 3,754 
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FY 11·13 FY 13-14 Vari.ate 
E:rpclldlturt E:rpcndllure FY14 Btldpt vs. PYIJ Budcet 

Bud~tct Bud ~tel (Over)IU..ter % 

1,500 1,!103 (717) (6'-0%) 

1,344 1,705 (132) (75.3'Yo) 

269 186 61 248% 

373 435 (16!1) (61.3%) 

109 123 (84) (215.3%) 
46 58 2 2.7% 

347 432 (227) (110.3%) 

200 470 (319 (211 .5%) 

155 1, ( ... ) (1U'Yo) 

35 24 14 36.8% 

36 53 4 7.5% 

10 10 (!I (98.4%) 

6 9 (1 (17.6%) 

42 41 (IS (56.5%) 

26 60 (41 (213.6'Yo) 

17,686 36,ro (!1,8l7) (37.00/e) 

5,092 6,081 (179) (3.0%) 

9,433 11,296 (449) (4.1%) 

1,082 1,016 (260) (34.4%) 

1,211 1,178 (30) (2.6%) 

5,916 6,719 (2,748) (69.2%) 

1,090 999 I 0.1% 

3,861 9,074 (6,161) (211.S%) 



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
Anaual Operating Badgd Distribution by Cost Component 

No Rldtnhlp Crowth/No Fltc Polley Cllal!lct (SOOOs) 

FY ll·ll FY 13-14 
Dudr.et Intrust 

EXPENSES 196,093 3,584 
JU:VE.NUES l0$.422 . 
NET LOCAL SUBSIDY 90,671 3,584 

OPERA nONS 

Rnenua 
FI!RbolC Revenue 88,297 
Dispatthing 2,763 
Other Revenues 670 
MOW Revenues 13,692 
Member A~erw::y RCYtlliiC3 74678 

Total Re\-t11H1 180,100 -
OpenlllHI & Services 

Train Openliom 37,195 I ,SIS 
Equipment Mmntenance 23,078 1,588 
Fud 28,265 (2,474) 
Non-Scheduled Rolling Stoclc Repain 100 (SO) 
Operating F~eilities Munt=anu 1,064 (SI) 
Other OptmtiJII Train Services 713 (72) 
Sccwity • Shenff' 5,2-48 (782) 
Sccwity • Guanls 1,09S 41.S 
Supplc:mcntll Additional Security 621 26 
Public Safety ProJ1Uil 196 74 
Passenger Relatiom 1,44S 175 
Holiday Trains 3SO (81) 
TVM Maintenance/Revenue Collection 4.,198 (l 18) 
Marla:ting 1,297 (342) 
Media & External Communications S38 82 
Utilities/Leases 3,553 (876) 
TlliDSfen to Other Operators 7,315 (46) 
Amttalc TlliiiSfcn 1,367 . 
Station Maintenance 940 367 
Rail Agreements 4,726 166 

Subtotal Opcntlou .1: Services 1l3,30l (413) 

MallltettaiiCC-Or-Way 
MoW- Unc Segments 26.S96 3,664 
MoW· Ext11111nlirwy Maintenance 1,090 (91) 

Subtotal Malatcaaau-er-Way 17,686 3,573 

Admlabtradoa & Services 
Salaries .t: Fringe Benefits 10,686 (lSI) 
Non-Labor Elcpenscs 1,648 497 
Indirect Administrative Expcnse5 11,753 628 
Professional Services 1.917 (616) 

Subtotal Admlalstnltloa &. Services 16,004 357 

Coada&cacy (Noa·Trala Ops) 500 . 
Total ExDCIIHSiacludlnl! MoW 1774!'3 3.517 

RISK MANAGEMENT 

Revcaues 
Member Agency Revenues 18,600 
PUPDRcvenues 

Total RtvtiiHI 18600 . 
luaranu 

Liability/Property/Auto 16,020 (6S) 
Oaims 1,000 . 
Claims Administration 1,580 132 

Sabtotaii11Suraatc 11,600 67 

Total Espeucs 11,600 67 
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Ntwltems: Proposetl FY13-14 Budp ws. 
PTC,EMF, FY 13-14 FYl%·13 Bud&tt 
TAPTitkell Budr.et lac ruse •;. 

10,171 %10,548 14,455 7.4% . 103 458 U.964) (1.9%) 
10,171 107,090 16,4%0 18.1% 

86,222 (2,07S) (2.4%) 
2,699 (64) (2.3%) 

670 . 0.0% 
13,867 m 13% 
88.423 13.745 18.4% 

- 191,1111 11,781 6.5% 

1.200 39,980 2,78S 1.5% 
24,666 1,588 6.9"10 
25,791 (2,474) (8.8%) 

so (SO) (SO.O%) 
so 1,063 (I) (0.1%) 

641 (72) (10.1%) 
4,466 (782) (14 9"/o) 

360 1,870 175 70.7% 
647 26 4.2% 
270 74 37.9% 

1,620 175 12.1% 
269 (81) (23 0%) 

867 4,947 749 178% 
954 (342) (26.4%) 
620 82 1!.3% 

2,677 (876) (24,7%) 
7,269 (46) (0.6%) 
1,367 . 0.0% 
1,307 367 39.1% 
4,892 166 l .S% 

1,476 1%5,366 2,063 1.7% 

-
S,I04 3S,364 8,767 33.0% 

999 (91) (8.3%) 
5,104 36,363 8,677 31.3°.4 

-. 10,S3S (lSI) (1.4%) 
3,291 5,436 3,788 229.8% 

12,380 628 S.J% . 1,301 (616) (32.1%) 

3,%91 %9,653 3,648 14.0% 

500 . o.o~. 

10.871 191 881 14.388 B.l% 

18,667 67 0.4% . 0.0% 

. 18 667 67 0.4% 

IS,9SS (6S) (0.4%) 
1.000 . 0.0% 
1,712 132 8.4% 

- 18,667 67 0.4°.4 

. 111,667 67 0.4% 



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PROPOSED BUDGET 
OPERATING SUBSIDY ALLOCATION BY COUNTY 
(SOOOs) 

N . c o Ridership_Growth/No Fare Policy hanees 

Total LACMTA 
FY 13-14 Share 

Expenses 

Train Operations & Services 125,378 66,008 
Maintenance-of-Way 36,363 20,985 
Administration & Services 30,153 15,362 
Insurance 18,667 10,035 

Total Expenses Incl. MOW 210,561 112,390 

Revenues 

Gross Farebox 87,928 46,068 
Dispatching 2,699 1,412 
Other Operating 670 377 
Maintenance-of-Way 13,867 9,508 

Total Revenues 105,164 57,364 

Total County Allocation 105,397 55,026 

FY 2012-13 Budget 90,670 46,066 
Increase/(Decrease) 14,727 8,961 
Percentage Change 16.2% 19.5% 

Total LACMTA 
Prol!_osed Fare Increase Options • FY 13-14 Share 

~.5 % Fare Increase 3,216 1,685 

5.0o/o Fare Increase 4,243 2,223 

7.0% Fare Increase 5,608 2,938 

Total LACMTA 
Member Subsidy w/ Fare Increase FY 13-I4 Share 

FY 2012-13 Budget 90,670 46,066 

Subsidy w/ 3.5 •;. Fare Increase 102,206 53,354 
lncreasei(Decrease) 11,535 7,288 
Percentage Change 12.7% 15.8•1. 

Subsidy w/ 5.0•/o Fare Increase 101,186 52,820 
ncreasei(Decrease) I 0,516 6,754 

Percentage Change 11.6% 14.7% 

Subsidy w/ 7.0°/• Fare Increase 99,831 52,110 
1ncrease/(Decrease) 9,161 6,044 
Percentage Change 10.1 o/o I3.1% 

• Includes fare increase and 2% ridership growth. 
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OCTA RCTC SANBAG VCTC 
Share Share Share Share 

28,820 9,554 15,487 5,510 
7,529 1,083 4,524 2,242 
5,584 3,002 3,244 2,962 
4,080 1,274 2,632 645 

46,012 14,913 25,886 11,359 

20,734 6,186 12,247 2,693 
904 - 56 326 
140 44 88 21 

2,612 0 1,217 530 

24,390 6,231 13,609 3,570 

21,622 8,682 12,277 7,789 

19,933 7,642 10,186 6,844 
1,689 1,041 2,092 945 
8.5% 13.6% 20.5% 13.8% 

OCTA RCTC SANBAG VCTC 
Share Share Share Share 

758 226 448 98 

1,001 299 591 130 

1,322 395 781 172 

OCTA RCTC SAN BAG VCTC 
Share Share Share Share 

19,933 7,642 10,186 6,844 

20,870 8,458 11,833 7,691 
936 816 1,647 848 

4.7% 10.7°/e 16.2% 12.4% 

20,629 8,386 11,691 7,660 
696 744 1,505 816 

3.5% 9.7% 14.8% 11.9% 

20,310 8,291 11,502 7,618 
376 649 1,316 775 

1.9% 8.5% 12.9ty. 11.3% 



Attachment B 
FY2013-14 Rehabilitation 

Projects 
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FY Z013-14 NEW AUTHORITY REHABILITATION PROJECTS 

PROJECTS by SUBDIVtSION ($ Thousonds) 

.. ~. ""' 04 r· - ~1r :~·, 

~b41~1 ~~'. ~~ .. -. . r- 'tl' -. 

Renew or rel'l-ce obsaleta Comm equipment (hardware or 
software!. Re.,.lr deHdent c:omm. paths from VenSub to TCOSF « 

Ventura lA Comrn MOC. 

Ventura lA Silnaae Relulb CMS and PA Systems 
Rehab crosslna equipment, cnmlna pies, ptedlcton batteries and 

Ventura lA Slanal other equipment. 
Ventura lA Structures ROW ditdllna and 1radlna. 

Ventura lA Track Rehab Tranr.ltlon Ralls & Insulated Joints. Replace rail on aorvt. 
Renew or r~e11 obsolete Comm equipment (lulnlwlre or 
software!. Repair delldent comm • .,.ths from VtnSub to TCOSF or 

Ventura VC Comm MOC. 
VenturaVC Fadllles Replace llllht fixtures at Moor.,.rk layowr 

V£HT\JRAVC Sllln•Jte Rehab CMS and PA Systems 
Rehab cables, switch machines, control electronics, pies, 
predlctDrs, batleries and other c:rouinaequlpment. lnstan detector 

V£HT\JRAVC Sltnal near tunnel26. 
Hydraulic: stud~ and deslan for noplacement of two bridaes at MP 

VenturaVC Structures 438.62 and 438.19. 
VenturaVC Track Rehab crosslna fP Sequoia Ave. MP 436.1 (Ven County} . 

Renew or repla~:e obsolete Comm equipment (hardware or 
software I. Rep1lr deficient comm. paths from Valley Sub ta TCOSF 

Vllley Comm orMOC. 
Improve Downtown Bulbank pedatrlan crossl,._ Fenclna at 2 

Valley Safety locations. 

Valley S_lanaae Rehab CMS and PA Systems 
Rehab crossinaequlpment, trOS$Inlaata, predictors 11M1 other 

Valley Slcn•l equipment. 
Vacuum tunnllls, ROW aradtn1. Hydro des ian. CUtvert/brldce 

Valley Slnlctures deslan. 
Valley Track Replace n~tl on curves. 

Renew or r~ce obsalete Comm equipment (hardware or 
software). lllpalr deficient c:omm. paths from SG Sill! to TCOSf or 

Sin Gabriel Cornm MOC. 
S.nGabrid Slfetv Foacina at Fontana-Beech MP 47.6 

Sin Gabriel Sltnau Rehab CMS and PAS~tems 
Rehab selected croulna ptes,a•te sawn, predictors aiMI other 

S.nG1briel Slana I crDJSiftl equipment. U111rade slpJI tech. 
Sin Gabriel Structures ROW aradlnl/ditchlnc. 

San Gabriel Track Rehab Transition RaHs & Insulated Joints. Rehab rail on curves. 
PASADENA Track Relulb crossinas, and rel'l-ce timber crasstles. 

Renew or replace obsolete Comm equipment [hardware or 
softwlrel. Repair dellcient comm. paths from oc SUbs to TCOSf or 

Oran1e Comm MOC. 
Orana~ __ Safety Fenclna at S.n aemente State Park 

CRTC1306d2-mmm 
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$400.0 $400.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$140.1 $140.8 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$531.0 $531.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
$59.6 $59.6 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

sw.a $118.8 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$4111.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $480.0 so.o 
$100.11 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $100.0 $0.0 

$3i7.!1 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $367.9 $0.0 

$1.004.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $1,004.0 $0.0 

$120.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $120.0 $0.0 
$:JOD.ll $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $300.0 $0.0 

$700.0 $700.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$J50.0 $350.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$671.2 $671.2 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$2!7.0 $297.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$500.0 $500.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
$~0 $1.225.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$500.0 $300.0 $0.0 $0.0 $200.0 $0.0 $0.0 
$25.0 $15.0 $0.0 $0.0 $10.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$72L6 $437.2 $0.0 $0.0 $291.4 $0.0 $0.0 

$811.5 $S3Z.S $0.0 $0.0 $355.0 $0.0 so.o 
$40.0 $24.0 $0.0 $0.0 $16.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$1.,300.0 $710.0 $0.0 $0.0 $520.0 $0.0 $0.0 
$1,125.0 $1125.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

$500.11 $0.0 $500.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
$15_..11 $0.0 $25.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 ~ 
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Rehab 2 electroiCIIIIc liQUoRS. Replace batteries/cables. Replace 

On~n&e Siena I conuded sl&nal and kina equipment alona the beach. $)75.0 so.o $375.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
On nee StRictures Rehab analysls/desrtn for Trabuco Cleek Brlqe IMP 173.6). $75.0 $0.0 $75.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
Orar~ae Track Rehab wood u.,. .,d n~ll an CutWS. $3,55lA $0.0 $3,553.4 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

Ora"I"/Oiive Slcna1e Rehab CMS and PA Systems $500.0 $0.0 $500.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
•. 

Orana.,/Oiive Sltnal Rehab crunlnc cates, predlctan, batterl.,., o!her uosslnc equip. $375.0 $0.0 $375.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
Orance/O&ve StRictures ROW &radln~o HydroiOIY deslcn. $80.0 $0.0 $80.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
Onnae/OAve Trac~ Rehab Translllon Ralls &Insulated Joints $11111.0 $0.0 $1110.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
Olive Track Rehab wood crosstles $)01.9 $0.0 $307.9 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 

91-LA Silna&e 1\etub CMS and PA Systems $196.7 $196.7 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 
lleRew or replace obsolete Camm equipment (hardware or 
software). Repair deficient cornm. paths from River Sub to TCOSF or 

rRiver Camm MDC . $4110.0 $190.0 $79.2 $44.4 $57.6 SU.8 $0.0 
zRiver Slletv EltpaRd fencln& near 9th Street $25.0 $11.9 $5.0 su $3.6 su $0.0 

Rehab CP Arst St, al\d IIPirade electrocode, rehab batteries, ables. 
zRiver Sl1nol l1ates & selected switches. $430.0 $204.3 $85.1 $47.7 $61.9 $3LO $0.0 
rRiver StRictures ROW &radin& · River sub. $1110.0 $47.5 $19.8 $11.1 $14.4 $7.Z $0.0 
zRiver Track Rehab TransiUon llaNsl!o IRSUillled JoiRts. $100.0 $47.5 $19.8 $11.1 $14.4 $7.2 $0.0 

Ren..w _, support systems at MDC. Refresh min tnoflic amtrol 

data cent~r systems to ~ply wl!h lTC and Federal rqrnts Incl. 1-
lSvsternwW!e Cornm/IT fTMS Rune 2. al\d l . suoo.o $155.0 $156.4 sm.a $259.2 $12!1.6 so.o 

Rehab drop table al\d wheel true machlneat CMf. Repair fuel 

lSystemwlde FatUities tanbr tnltk.lmproye EMF fuel system II< MoW buYdina. $1,717.0 $115.6 $340.0 $190.6 $247.2 $123.6 $0.0 

IT pn>jeds: Electronic tlcbt sales, data warehouse. TAM system, ' 
analyze tidcet salu upcrades, fiS Ph2, Improve customer 

lSyslemwlde IT information system. $l,650.D $1,258.8 $524.7 $294.2 $311.6 $190.8 $0.(1 

Rail car Rellab . KVAC Ovethaulal\d Door operator overtuui(U 
lSvstemwlde M11Chlnlal cars) $353.2 $167.8 $69.9 $19.2 $50.9 $25.4 $0.(1 

lSvstemwlde MectuRical Tracllon Motor Ovnhaulll locomollves/Year) $361.0 $174.8 $7Z.9 $40.8 $53.0 $26.5 $0.(1 

&Svstomwldo MechiRical ner-4 locomotives - Member Alency Shate ' $5,000.0 $2,175.0 $990.0 $555.0 $7ZO.O $360.0 $0.(1 

Repine dwarf sl&nal heads wl!h LED and PTC complt.ont siiRal 

lSvsternwlde Sllmol heads. Improve sllmlland crosslnc security. $375.0 $178.1 $74.3 $41.6 $S4.0 $27.0 $0.(1 

Rehab CMF west ~cce~~, tall track and crosslnc. track measurement 

lSvsternwlde Track II< t ... anc. systemwide rallarindinc. $1,517.0 $796.6 $332.0 $116.1 $241.5 SU0.7 $0.0 

tSvstemwlde Vehkl"' Rubber Tire Vehld6 · Federal $499.1 $197.9 $113.9 $6U $12.8 $4L4 -~ 
rSystemwlde Vehicles Rubber Tire Vehicles • NDR Federal $75.2 $75.2 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.(1 

Grand Total FY ZOU-14 REHAIIUTATION PROJECT BUDGET ----- ~~~6 $16,1106.5 $1,!174.3 $1,721.3 $1,614.5 $3,493.0 $0.0 

IOCTA Ratllm Settlemenu (Year2) I $0.01 $4,5110.01 ·$6,500.01 so.oJ-$2,ooo.oJ $0.0! so.oJ 

!FV ZOU·14 TOTAL MHAIIUTATION BUDGET 1 sn,83ul szo.S06.sl sz,47UI St.72ul $5,sc.sl $3,49J.ol so.ol 

1)1ACMTA fuRdln& from IOQII Prop C and Measure R. 
21 OCTA ful\dlnc from FTA section 5337. Local match from Toll Revenue Credits. 

3) RCTC fundln1 from RCTC 5309&rant CA-DS.026B. 
4) SAN BAG ful\dlna from FTA sectlans 5309 aRd 5337. Local match from Toll Rrv.,nue Credits. SUbject ID approval by SAN BAG Board. 
5) VCTC fundlnc from FTA seclloRS 5337 al\d 5307. lDcal match from Toll Rrvenue Credits. 
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Attachment C 
FY2012-13 PTC Costs 

Attachments include requests from the Planning and Finance Committee at its special 
meeting held on April19, 2013. 
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PTC EXPENSES 

PTC expenses were phased into FY13-14 based on when the resources are needed. The annual value is shown as reference to reflect the full 
cost to the Operating Budget. Costs were further split between train operations and MOW. Expenses related to the ROW were charged to MOW. 
Non-ROW expenses related to rolling stock and the back office were charged to train operations. 

Train operations expenses are allocated on current train miles. MOW expenses are allocated on MOW track miles. 

Annual Phased 
Annual$ Phased$ Trn Ops MOW Trn Ops MOW 

PTC licenses 1,364,293 983,309 956,437 406,264 647,067 335,048 

Vendor Maintenance & Support 1,950,000 1,825,000 1,200,000 750,000 1,200,000 625,000 

Telecommunications (1) 1,260,956 1,121,489 739,756 521,200 729,756 391,733 

Warranties 139,553 104,665 45,864 93,689 34,398 70,267 

Other/Miscellaneous 1,387,500 1,387,500 1,387,500 1,387,500 

MECC 1,865,848 1,366,028 1,865,848 1,366,028 

VTMI 321,129 321,129 321,129 321,129 

5&C labor Shift to Op Budget 345,325 345,325 191,165 154,160 191,165 154,160 

New Staff Positions (Op Budget) 1,392,093 940,440 817,083 575,010 488,582 451,857 

Total PTC 10,026,697 8,394,885 3,950,306 6,074,799 3,290,969 5,102,?~2-

(1) Value is a net increase over the current $757K in existing data line expenses & $170K in antenna site leases 

Page 1 
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PTC EXPENSE AllOCATION TO MEMBER AGENCIES 

PTC expenditures are induded within the Maintenance of Way and Non-labor budget line items. 

Maintenance of Way expenses are allocated to member agencies based on MOW Track Miles and the territory in which 

contractors are working. 

Non-labor expenses are allocated to member agencies based on train miles. 

Total LACMTA OCTA RCTC SAN BAG VCTC 

Maintenance of Way 5,103 3,114 924 186 551 328 

Non-labor 3,291 1,816 675 256 410 133 

Total PTC 8,394 4,931 1~~99 44_!_ 
~ 

961 462 
-~ --~ --
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I'TC EXPENSES 
CQI75 • PTC, a.s Systems 

Annual Software Malntenanat & SUpport lkensii!I(MCC, SUincil) not Ind. In Warranties Annual$ Phased$ IMos Pro) Task &p cc Budaet Une II em 
Wayside lTC Radio lndudln& spares (Quantity: 165) 89,760 67,320 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
Wayside lTC Radio Hardw;.re/Software (spares) annually (quantity: 10) 1,592 1,194 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
locomotive lTC Radio (Quantity: 1121 49,504 37,128 9 100000 0.58 50322 2875 Operatlnc Non-labor 
ITCM Messaalne. RHEI/MRG software for Locomotives · Annual Fee (Quantity: 112) 76,953 57,715 9 100000 0.58 50322 2875 Operatlnc Non-labor 
Spares locomotive lTC Radios (Quantity: 5) 13,600 10,200 9 100000 0.58 50322 2875 Opera tina Non·Libor 
Base Station lTC Radio (Quantity: 221 107,712 80,784 9 200000 0.58 503U 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
Spares · Base Station lTC Radio (Quantity: 71 34,272 25,704 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
Standi Voice Reeo~der (Quantity 1) 15,000 7,500 6 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

Toea I Uc:enses 318,393 117,545 

Annual Vendor Maintenance & Support (AfUNC, Wabtec. Corys) not Incl. In Warranties 
Arlnc CA0/805 Maintenance 750,000 750,000 u 100000 0.58 52311 2875 Operatlna Non·Libor 
Wabtec Maintenance & Support (On-Board and 80S) 750,000 625,000 10 200000 2.52.05 52311 2875 MOW· Miscellaneous 
Minor Tr.tln control System Incl. EMAX Llptops • Repairs, Updates, Modifications 150,000 150,000 12 100000 0.58 52311 2875 ()peralln& Non-labor 
Corys Simulator Minor Updates and Maintenance 50,000 50,000 12 100000 0.58 52311 2875 Operatlna Non-Libor 
PTC/Ethemet Radio System Spedallted Tech Support Tunlnaand Trouble Shootln& 200,000 200,000 12 100000 0.58 52311 287S Operatina Non·Libor 
CIS Minor Updates (for schedule chanaesland Maintenance 50,000 50,000 12 100000 0.58 52311 2875 Operatlna Non-Libor 

Tobll Vendor Malntenanat & Support 1,950,000 1,125,000 

Spedallud lTC Annual Radio HardWire Warranty (C. lAmp, Ulee) 
Wayside lTC llildlo Hardwar~Sohware warranty annually (quanllty: 165) 26,268 19,701 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
WMS W;~rranty annually (quantity: 175) 42.973 32.230 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
WMS (Spares) Watfilnty annually (quanllty 10) 2,456 1,842 9 200000 0.58 503U 2875 MOW Direct CosU 

U'l Wayside status relay si!Mce (WSRSI Wllrranty (quantity: 10) outside of PTC Contract 9,000 6,750 9 200000 o.ss 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
()C) locomotive lTC Radio warranty (quantity: 112) 43,904 32,928 9 100000 0.58 50322 2875 Operatlnc Non-L'Ibor N 

LDcomotlve lTC Radio (Spare) warrantly (quantity: 5) 1,960 1,470 9 100000 0.58 50322 2875 Operatln& Hon-Libor 
Base station lTC Radio warrantly (quantity: 221 9,856 7,392 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
Base station lTC Radio (spares) Wllfl"antiy (quantity: 71 3,136 2,352 9 200000 0.58 50322 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

Total Wamntles 13!,553 104,ti&S 

Other/Miscellaneous 
AAII. Associate Membership · Fees to access key PTC documents 35,000 35,000 12 200000 0.58 50901 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

PTC 220 LLC · Spectrum Lease 60,000 60,000 12 200000 0.58 51291 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

PTC Governance /1-ETMS cost wrtnc 75,000 75,000 12 200000 0.58 51291 2875 MOW Direct Costs 
Facilities (TCSOF sUirt-up) crant lnelctble costs 175,000 175,000 12 200000 0.58 51291 2875 MOW Direct Cosu 

Keller Yard/lAUS Simulator Maintenance and Repairs for PTC Operations 50,000 50,000 12 200000 0.58 51291 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

Grant lnell&lble or Disallowed PTC Cost· Mlsd. Materials, Supplies, Services. 100,000 100,000 12 200000 0.58 50311 2875 MOW- Miscellaneous 
Prlntlnc & Reproduction PTC Oocumenu- Manuals, Maps, Quick Reference Guides 100,000 100,000 12 200000 0.58 50452 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

Off-Site MeettnaorTravel for PTC Discovery and TestJna 25,000 25,000 12 200000 0.10 50905 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

Mlleace/parkln& 7,500 7,500 12 200000 0.10 50918 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

PTC HI-Ralls 131 Minor Materials, Repairs and Supplies 10,000 10,000 12 200000 0.10 50421 2875 MOW Direct Casu 

Hardware, software license and spedallted services to acquire and transfer PTC V/1 Contractor 200,000 200,000 12 200000 0.58 503U 287S MOW Direct Costs 

Oatab01ses to Metrollnk Control 
Hardware, Software and spectabed services to acquire and transfer PTC consultant 51&na1 and 100,000 100,000 u 200000 0.58 50311 2875 MOW Direct Costs 

Track Mappln& Data Bases to Metrollnk control 
PTC & Communications Spedallzed Technical Support 250,000 250,000 12 200000 2.52.05 50311 2875 MOW· Miscellaneous 
PTC Related Work Orders with UPRR, BNSF, HCTO, Amtrak for PTC 100,000 100,000 12 200000 0.58 50311 2875 MOW· Miscellaneous 

TObll Other/Miscellaneous 1.287,500 1,187,500 

Tota1C0875 3,765,446 3,504,710 

412312
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PTC EXPENSES 
CC4230-rT 

Annual PTC Support Software Maintenance and Support )MCC, Red Hat, HP, Oracle, Wabtec) Annual$ Phased$ lfMos Proj Task Exp cc Budget Une Item 
ITCM Messaging. RHEL/MRG software for Waysides- Annual Fee (Quantity: 170) 23,120 17,340 9 200000 0.58 50322 4230 MOW Direct Costs 
ITCM Messaging, RH El/MRG software for Back Office - Basic Arch. (Quantity: 12) 356,892 267,669 9 100000 0.58 50322 4230 Operating Non-labor 
ITCM Messaging, RHEL/MRG software for Back Office-Add'l Server (Quantity: 6) 178,446 133,835 9 100000 0.58 50322 4230 Operating Non-labor 
NMS HP OpenVIew Ucense Nodes (Quantity: 500) 75,042 37,521 6 100000 0.58 50322 4230 Operating Non-labor 
Oracle (Quantity: 1) 200,000 100,000 6 100000 0.58 50322 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
Osco VPN Ucense (Quantity: 100) 6,000 3,000 6 100000 0.58 50312 4230 Operating Non-labor 
WabtraK (Quantity: 1) 136,400 136,400 12 200000 0.58 50322 4230 MOW Direct Costs 

Total Ucenses 975,900 695,764.50 

Telecommunications Monthly Recurrlns Expense (AT&T, Verlzon, Sprint and American Tower) 
ATT AVPN/Multicast (exist system expanded and upgraded forTVM, CIS, PTC) 1,098,672 1,098,672 u 100000 0.58 50503 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
Verizon IP Data Unes (to connect to MOC and TCOSF/Rantho) 208,050 208,050 12 100000 0.58 50503 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
Verlwn PIP MPLS (2 locations for MOC then Rancho /TCOSF 60,000 55,000 11 100000 0.58 50501 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
Verizon- lTC Federated MPLS Network (connects mulitple Railroad back office systems) 60,000 55,000 11 100000 0.58 50501 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
Sprint -lTC Federated MPLS Network (connects mulitple Railroad back office systems) 60,000 60,000 12 100000 0.58 50S01 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
Transcentric Value Added Network for Railroad Electronic Data Exchange 10,000 10,000 12 100000 0.58 50501 4230 Operating Non-Labor 
ATT /Verizon Cell Modems to 110 locomotives or cabs and 200 wayside or base station sites 421,200 315,900 9 200000 0.58 50501 4230 MOW Direct Costs 
Fujitsu Sonet Ucense ($1,000/node) 20,000 16,667 10 200000 0.58 50501 4230 MOW Direct Costs 
Mt. Top Comm. Tower leases (American Tower, Sunset Ridge, Verdugo Peak, Gateway) 250,000 229,167 11 200000 0.58 50501 4230 MOW Direct Costs 

(11 Total Telecommunications )3) 1,187,922 1,048,455 
co 
w 

Other/Miscellaneous 
Hardware and Software plus Testing Equipment for PTC Staff O&M Contractors 100,000 100,000 12 200000 0.58 50424 4230 MOW Direct Costs 

Total Other/Miscellaneous 100,000 100,000 

Total CC4230 :1,163,812 1,844,Z20 

(1) Value Includes $757K In expenses which were already being Incurred prior to PTC. These expenses are not Included In the total PTC value on the summary page. 
I 2) Value Includes $170K In expenses which were already being incurred prior to PTC. These expenses are not included in the total PTC value on the summary page. 
(3) The Telecommunications total shown on the Summary page Is $927K less than the values shown on this page ~nee the costs are already Incurred prior to PTC. 

4/23/£IHC1306d2-mmm Attachment C- PTC Budgetary Costs.xlsx-CC423D-IT 
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PTC EXPENSES 
CCZ840 - S&C Maintenance & Rehab 

MECC Contract Changes 

7 New MECC Positions 

PTC MOC/TCOSF Lead PTC Systems Technician {2} 

Comm and and Signals Shift Support -Graveyard {1) 

PTC- Comm and Signal Inspector {1) 

Wayside and Mt. Top Communications CIS System Tech {3) 

Total New Positions 

PTC Training 

Total CCZ840 

4/23~~306d2-mmm 

Annual$ 

503,207 

281,917 
234,176 

646,548 

1,665,848 

200,000 

1,865,848 

Phased$ 

334,819 

245,621 

155,702 

429,886 
1,166,028 

200,000 

1,366,028 

Page 6 

Attachment C • PTC Budgetary Costs.xlsx-CC2840-S&C Maint 



U1 
00 
U1 

PTC EXPENSES 
CC2820 -Track 

VTMI Contract Changes 

PTC Quality Control Crew/System Safety & Security Crew 

(2 Positions) 

4/23~ll306d2-mmm 

$Amount 

321,129 Focused primairy on PTC mandated wayside signage and critical 

features maintenance. Includes enhanced patrol, quick response 

and diligence to PTC related repairs and changes, R/W security and 

law enforcement issues. 

Page7 
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PTC EXPENSES 

SIGNAL & COMMUNICATIONS STAFF SHIFT TO OPERATING BUDGET 

With the implementation of PTC, s&C labor shifts from Capital projects to Operations/MOW. 

S&C Engineer Maint & Rehab 

PTC, C&s Systems 

Total Operating Budget Increase 

Train Ops 

20,299 

170,866 
191,165 

345,325 

Cost Center Labor & Fringe Benefit Variance Compared to FY12-13 Budget 

MOW I New Capital Rehab Capital Equip Third Party 

53,027 

101,133 
1S4,160 

(74,023} 

(266,491) 

(340,514) 

69,S26 

34,338 

103,865 

24,8S2 

24,852 

Total 

93,681 

39,846 
133,527 

Page 8 
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RSCAL YEAR 2013-14 BUDGEl 
PROPOSED NEW PTC REIAltO POsmONS 

Full Year Labor Costs TralnOps MOW Newcaplt.l Rehitb ThlniPany Total 

1 District Supervisor, Communications Network 6,750 67,504 13,501 47,253 . 135,008 
2 District SUpervisor, Communications Network 81,005 . 13,501 27,002 13,501 135,008 
3 Business Analyst Signal and Communications 11,505 46,020 23,010 23,010 11,505 115,051 
4 Manager, Sl&nal Rehabilitation & Maintenance 6,750 67,504 20,251 27,002 13,501 135,008 
5 Senior Network Control Systems Engineer CAD PTC . 50,038 31,274 31,274 12,510 125,096 
6 Network Control An:hhect CAD PTC 75,058 12,510 18,764 18,764 . 125,096 
7 Business Assistant I Department Asst 8,386 41,932 12,580 12,580 8,386 83,864 
8 Senior Enatneer, Signal Systems . 54,003 33,752 33,752 13,501 135,008 
9 Project Engineer, Signal Systems . 54,003 33,752 33,752 13,501 135,008 

10 Slsnai/OJmm PTC Records Engineer 5,144 51,444 20,578 20,578 5,144 102,888 
11 Senior Engineer, Communications Systems . 54,003 33,752 33,752 13,501 135,008 
12 Project Engineer, Communications Systems . 50,038 31,274 3~,274 12,510 125,096 
13 PTC Mechanical Compliance OHlcer n,n1 I 12,956 25,912 12,956 129,562 
14 PTC Mechanical Compliance Officer n,737 . 12,956 25,912 12,9S6 129,562 
15 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Spedallst n,737 . 12,956 25,912 12,956 129,562 
16 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Spedallst n,737 12,9S6 25,912 12,956 129,562 
17 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Spedallst . 12,956 25,912 12,956 129,562 
18 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Sped a list . 12,956 25,912 12,956 129,562 
19 Senior Network Engineer 12,510 18,764 18,764 . 125,096 
20 PTC Oatabilse Admlnlst~tor/Appllcatlons DBA 20,251 20,251 . 135,008 

Tolilllabor 402,741 534,411 195,196 2.524,610 
Ul 
«» _, 

Months in 
Phased labor Costs TralnOps MOW New Cllpltal Rehab ThinS Party Total Bud&et 

1 District SUpervisor, Communications Network 6,219 62,194 12,439 43,536 . 124,388 11 
2 District Supervisor, Communications Network 54,278 - 9,046 18,093 9,046 90,464 8 
3 Business Analyst Signal and Communications 9,636 38,546 19,273 19,273 9,636 96,364 10 
4 Manager, Signal Rehabilitation & Maintenance 3,392 33,924 10,1n 13,570 6,785 67,848 6 
5 Senior Network Control Systems Engineer CAD PTC . 46,102 28,814 28,814 11,526 115,256 11 
6 Network Control Architect CAD PTC 62,867 10,478 15,717 15,717 . t04,m 10 
7 Business Assistant I Department Asst 8,429 42,146 12,644 12,644 8,429 84,291 12 
8 Senior £n&~neer, Signal Systems . 45,232 28,270 28,270 11,308 113,080 10 
9 Project Engineer, Signal Systems . 36,185 22,616 22,616 9,046 90,464 8 

10 Slanai/Comm PTC Records En&lneer 4,740 47,397 18,959 18,959 4,740 94,794 11 
11 Senior Enalneer, Communications Systems . 40,709 25,443 25,443 10,1n 101,m 9 
12 Project Enslneer, Communications Systems . 29,338 18,336 18,336 7,334 73,345 7 
13 PTC Mechanical Compliance Officer 71,622 - 11,937 23,874 11,937 119,370 11 
14 PTC Mechanical Compliance OffiCI!r 19,533 . 3,256 6,511 3,256 32,555 3 
15 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Spedallst 39,067 . 6,511 13,022 6,511 65,111 6 
16 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Specialist 32,555 . 5,426 10,852 5,426 54,259 5 
17 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Specialist 32,555 . 5,426 10,852 5,426 54,259 5 
18 Equipment PTC On Board Technical Spedallst - 4,341 8,681 4,341 43,407 4 
19 Senior Network Enslneer 9,430 14,145 14,145 . 94,300 9 
20 PTC Database Administrator/Applications DBA 15,266 15,266 . 101,m 9 

Total labor 288,040 368,472 U4,924 1,711,876 

412312G=fiTC 1306d2-mmm Attachment C- PTC Budgetary Costs.xlsx-New SCRRA Positions 



Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 ~ Working Together 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov I 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transporlallon Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: . 32 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Measure I Population Estimates for Measure I Allocations 

Recommendation:· Adopt the 2013 Population Estimates for use in the allocation of Measure I Local 
Street Program Funds. 

Background: Population estimates for the cities and unincorporated territory within each 
Measure I Subarea are used in the allocation of Measure I Local Street Program 
funds, commonly referred to as local pass-through funds. The Valley distribution 
formula for local pass-through funds is based strictly upon population, while the 
Mountain/Desert formula contains both population and point of generation 
components. The formulas are updated annually using the State Department of 
Finance population estimates for January I of each year. The San Bernardino 
County Demographic Research Unit disaggregates the unincorporated population 
by Measure I Subarea based on the building permit activity and controlled by the 
Department of Finance unincorporated total. 

.. 

The January 1 population estimates (see Attachment #1) are recommended for 
approval and use in allocation of Measure I Local Street Program funds. Both the 
2013 population estimates and the 2012 population estimate are attached to this 
agenda item for comparison purposes. As there were only minor fluctuations in 
the population statistics, there should be no significant shift in Measure I fund 
allocations related to population. The distribution of Measure I funds will be 
adjusted retroactively to January 1, 2013, to reflect each jurisdiction's relative 
proportion of population within the Measure I Subarea 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ___ _ 

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: -------------------------------------
I coo I I ere I cr A t x t SAFE I CMA I 

Check all that apply. 
BRD1307a-ep 
Attachment 1: http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committee/directorslbrd20 l3/brd1307/ Agendaltems/BRD 1307al-ep.pdf 
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Board of Directors Agenda Item 
July lOt 2013 
Page2 

Financial Impact: This item has no direct impact on the SANBAG budget. The adopted population 
estimates are incorporated into the allocation formula for distribution to local 
jurisdictions. 

Reviewed By: This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. 

Responsible Staff: Andrea Zureick, Director of Fund Administration and Programming 

BRD1307a-ep 
Attachment 1: hnp://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmt/committeeldirectorslbrd2013/brdl307/Agendaltems/BRD1307al-ep.pdf 
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Attachment 1 

MEASURE 12013 POPULATION SUMMARY 
PREPARED BY SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY PLANNING 

(1) PERCENT PERCENT OF 
PLANNING DOF/CO (2) 2013 OF COUNTY 

REGION 2013 ADJUSTMENT TOTAL SUBAREA TOTAL 

WEST VALLEY 

CHINO 79,873 79,873 5.30°/a 3.847% 
CHINO HILLS 76,033 76,033 5.04% 3.662% 
FONTANA 200,974 200,974 13.33°/a 9.680% 
MONTCLAIR 37,311 37,311 2.48°/a 1.797% 
ONTARIO 166,866 166,866 11.07% 8.037% 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 171,058 171,058 11.35% 8.239% 
UPLAND 74,907 74,907 4.97°/a 3.608% 
UNINCORPORATED 43,409 43,409 2.88% 2.091% 

TOTAL WEST VALLEY 850,431 56.42% 40.959% 

EAST VALLEY 

COLTON 52,956 52,956 3.51% 2.551°/a 
GRAND TERRACE 12,270 12,270 0.81% 0.591% 
HIGHLAND 53,926 53,926 3.58% 2.597% 
LOMALINDA 23,476 23,476 1.56Gfo 1.131% 
REDLANDS 69,813 69,813 4.63% 3.362% 
RIALTO 101,275 101,275 6.72% 4.878% 
SAN BERNARDINO 212,639 212,639 14.11% 10.241°/a 
YUCAIPA 52,549 52,549 3.49°/a 2.531% 
UNINCORPORATED 77,982 77,982 5.17% 3.756% 

TOTAL EAST VALLEY 656,886 43.58Gfo 31.638% 

TOTAL VALLEY 1,507,317 100.00% 72.597% 

MOUNTAINS 

BIG BEAR LAKE 5,111 5,111 10.22% 0.246% 
UNINCORPORATED 44,909 (3) 44,909 89.78% 2.163% 

TOTAL MOUNTAINS 50,020 100.00% 2.409% 

NORTH DESERT 

BARSTOW 23,168 23,168 41.10% 1.116% 
UNINCORPORATED 33,197 33,197 58.90% 1.599% 

TOTAL NORTH DESERT 56,365 100.00% 2.715Gfo 

BRD1307al-ep 

590 



MEASURE 12013 POPULATION SUMMARY 
PREPARED BY SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY PLANNING 

(1) PERCENT 
PLANNING DOF/CO (2) 2013 OF 

REGION 2013 ADJUSTMENT TOTAL SUBAREA 

COLORADO RIVER 

NEEDLES 4,912 4,912 
UNINCORPORATED 2,169 2,169 

TOTAL COLORADO RIVER 7,081 

MORONGO BASIN 

TWENTYNINE PALMS 26,084 (4) 26,084 
YUCCA VALLEY 21,030 21,030 
UNINCORPORATED 24,828 24,828 

TOTAL MORONGO BASIN 71,942 

VICTOR VALLEY 

ADELANTO 31,289 (5) 31,289 
APPLE VALLEY 70,436 (5) 70,436 
HESPERIA 91,400 (5) 91,400 
VICTORVILLE 120,368 (5) 120,368 
UNINCORPORATED (3) 70,056 (5) 70,056 

TOTAL VICTOR VALLEY 383,549 

TOTAL DESERT 518,937 

TOTAL MOUNTAINIOESERT 568,957 

SUMMARY: 

TOTAL INCORPORATED 1,779,724 1,779,724 

TOTAL UNINCORPORATED 296,550 296,550 

TOTAL COUNTY 2,076,274 2,076,274 

(1) ·CITY FIGURES FROM DOF JANUARY 1, 2013 ESTIMATES; UNINCORPORATED FIGURES 

FROM PLANNING DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES CONTROLLED TO DOF UNINCORPORATED TOTAL. 
(2) -THIS COLUMN CONTAINS ADJUSTMENTS NECESSARY TO MODIFY CITY TOTALS AS 

SPECIFIED IN MEASURE I. 
(3) • THE WRIGHTWOOD COMMUNITY AND AREAS NORTH OF LONE PINE CANYON ROAD WERE 

EXCLUDED FROM THE MOUNTAIN AREA AND INCLUDED IN THE VICTOR VALLEY AS SPECIFIED 

IN MEASURE I. 
(4)- THE POPULATED PORTIONS OF THE TWENTYNINE PALMS MARINE BASE HAVE BEEN 

ANNEXED BY THE CITY OF TWENTYNINE PALMS. 

(5) ·WITH THE CLOSING OF GEORGE AIR FORCE BASE, THERE IS NO LONGER AN ALLOCATION 
OF POPULATION TO THE CITIES IN THE VICTOR VALLEY. 
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69.37% 
30.63% 

100.00% 

36.26% 
29.23-J, 
34.51% 

100.00% 

8.16% 
18.36% 
23.83°A. 
31.38% 
18.27% 

100.00% 

PERCENT OF 
COUNTY 
TOTAL 

0.237% 
0.104% 

0.341% 

1.256°~ 

1.013'.4 
1.196% 

3.465% 

1.507% 
3.392% 
4.402% 
5.797% 
3.374% 

18.473'Ye 

27.403% 

85.717% 

14.283% 

100.000% 



MEASURE 12012 POPULATION SUMMARY 
PREPARED BY SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY PLANNING 

(1) PERCENT PERCENT OF 
PLANNING DOF/CO (2) 2012 OF COUNTY 

REGION 2012 ADJUSTMENT TOTAL SUBAREA TOTAL 
. 

WEST VALLEY 

CHINO 79,171 79,171 5.28% 3.836% 
CHINO HILLS 75,655 75,655 5.05% 3.666% 
FONTANA 1H,888 199,1lH 13.34% 9.685% 
MONTCLAIR 37,113 37,163 2.48% 1.801% 
ONTARIO 16&,134 166,134 11.01% 8.049% 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 161,418 169,418 11.31% 8.212% 
UPLAND 74,568 74,568 4.98% 3.613% 
UNINCORPORATED 43,216 43,216 2.88% 2.014% 

TOTAL WEST VALLEY 845,303 58.40% 4D.958% 

EAST VALLEY 

COLTON 52,690 62,690 3.52% 2.553% 
GRAND TERRACE 12,157 12,157 0.81% 0.589% 
HIGHLAND 53,664 53,664 3.58% 2.600% 
LOMAUNDA 23,381 23,389 1.56% 1.133% 
REDLANDS 89,498 69,498 4.64% 3.367% 
RIALTO 100,606 100,608 6.71% 4.875% 
SAN BERNARDINO 211,874 211,674 14.12% 10.255% 
YUCAIPA 52,100 52,100 3.48% 2.524% 
UNINCORPORATED 77,838 77,638 5.18% 3.762% 

TOTAL EAST VALLEY 653,414 43.60% 31.659% 

TOTAL VALLEY 1,498,717 100.00% 72.815% . 
MOUNTAINS 

BIG BEAR LAKE 5,088 5,088 10.22% 0.247% 
UNINCORPORATED 44,709 (3) 44,709 89.78% 2.186% 

TOTAL MOUNTAINS 49,797 100.00% 2.413% 

NORTH DESERT 

BARSTOW 23,011 23,011 41.05% 1.115% 
UNINCORPORATED 33,050 33,050 58.95% 1.601% 

TOTAL NORTH DESERT 56,061 100.00% 2.717% 
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MEASURE 12012 POPULATION SUMMARY 
PREPARED BY SAN BERNARDINO PLANNING 

(1) PERCENT 
PLANNING DO FICO (2) 2012 OF 

REGION 2012 ADJUSTMENT TOTAL SUBAREA 

CO LORADO RIVER 

NEEDLES 
UN INCORPORATED 

TAL COLORADO RIVER 

MORONGO BASIN 

UNINCORPORATED 

4,894 
2,160 

25,713 
20,818 
24,717 

31,068 
70,033 
81,033 

119,059 
68,745 

1,768,686 

285,233 

(4) 

(5} 
(5) 
(5) 
(5) 
(5) 

4,894 
2,160 

7 

25,713 
20,916 
24,717 

71 

31,068 
70,033 
91,033 

119,059 
611,745 

515,405 

295,233 

l1) -CITY FIGUFIES FROM DOF JANUARY 1, 2012 ESnMATES; UNINCORPOFIATED FIGURES 
FROM PLANNING DEPARTMENT E8nMATES"CONTROLLED TO DOF UNINCORPORATED TOTAL. 

l2) -THIS COLUMN CONTAINS ADJUSTMENTS NECESSARY TO MODIFY CITY TOTALS AS 
SPECIFIED IN MEASURE I. 

(3) ·THE WRIGHTWOOD COMMUNITY ANO AR.EAS NORTH OF LONE PINE CANYON ROAD WERE 
EXCWDED FROM THE MOUNTAIN AREA AND INCLUDED IN THE VICTOR VALLEY AS' SPECIFIED 
IN MEASURE I. 

(4) -THE POPULATED PORTIONS OF THE TWENTYNINE PALMS MARINE BASE HAVE BEEN 
ANNEX£0 BY THE CITY OF TWENTYNINE PALMS. 

(5) -WITH THE CLOSING OF GEORGE AIR FORCE BASE, THERE IS NO LONGER AN AlLOCATION 
OF POPULATION TO THE CITIES IN THE VICTOR VALLEY. 
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69.38% 
30.62% 

100.00% 

36.04% 
28.32% 
34.64% 

8.16% 
18.38% 
23.90% 
31.25% 
18.31% 

PERCENT OF 
COUNTY 

TOTAL 

0.237% 
0.105% 

0.342% 

1.246% 
1.013% 
1.198% 

1.505% 
3.393% 
4.411% 
5.769% 
3.379% 

18.457% 

27.385% 

85.696% 

14.304% 



Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor Son Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 

-. 

Working Together 
Phone: (909) 884-8276 Fax: (909) 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.co.gov 

NSPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: _3_3 __ 

Date: July 10,2013 

Subject: Major Local Highway Program Allocation, Funding Agreement and Budget 
Amendment for the Town of Yucca Valley 

Recommendation:* I. Approve allocation of $471,000 in Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea- Major 
Local Highway Program funds to the Town of Yucca Valley for the State Route 
62/Dumosa A venue Traffic Signal Project. 

Background: 

• 

Check all that apply. 
BRD 1307b-cp 

2. Approve a budget amendment to increase Task No. 0516, Measure I Mt/Desert 
Apportionment and Allocation, from $9,842,859 to $10,313,859 to be funded 
with $471,000 of Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea - Major Local Highway 
Program funds. 

3. Approve Funding Agreement C13 161 in the amount of $471,000 with the 
Town of Yucca Valley for the State Route 62/Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal 
Project, with $471,000 funded by Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea - Major 
Local Highway Program funds. 

In April 2013, representatives of all agencies in the Morongo Basin subarea met 
and nominated projects to be eligible for regional funds. The Town of Yucca 
Valley (Town) nominated the State Route 62/Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal 
Project. The Town has approved a 75 unit senior housing development at this 
intersection. The purpose of the project is to provide safe and efficient mobility 
of visitors and goods at this intersection on this heavily traveled transportation 
corridor. The project benefits include increased pedestrian safety, increased 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:-- ------ -----

Attachment: http://portal.sanbag.ca.gov/mgmll APOR-Mgmnt/Sharcd%20Documcnts/C13161.doc 
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pedestrian and vehicular visibility, installation of ADA compliant curb ramps, 
signalization, elimination of a two-way center left turn lane and construction of 
medians. 

The Town has contributed approximately $30,000 to the project for conceptual 
design and had committed an additional $150,000 in "Low-Mod Funds" that the 
Department of Finance does not acknowledge as an enforceable obligation. In 
April 2013 the Town requested that Major Local Highway Program (MLHP) 
funds be made available for all phases of the Project, and the project was 
approved by the subarea representatives as eligible for an allocation of MLHP 
funds. 

Financial Impact: This item is not consistent with the proposed Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. A 
budget amendment is required to increase Task No. 0516 by $471,000 to be 
funded by Measure I Morongo Basin Subarea - Major Local Highway Program 
funds. 

Reviewed By: This item was presented and unanimously recommended for approval by the 
Mountain Desert Policy Committee on June 21, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel and Contract Administrator have reviewed this item and the contract. 

Responsible Staff: Andrea Zureick, Director Fund Administration & Programming 

BRD 1307b-ep 
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ICI.ilt§i.t.aq,JtJ 
SAN BAG .... CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13161 
~~~----------

Amendment No. 

By and Between 

San Bernaridno County Transportation Authority and Town of Yucca Valley 

Contract Description The State Route 62/Dumosa Avenue Traffic Signal Project 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: 7/3/13 
Overview of BOD Action: (1) Approve MLHP Allocation of $471 ,000; (2) Approve budget amendment to 
increase Task 0516; (3) Approve Funding Agreement C13161 

Is this a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yes 0No 

Revised Contract Amount $ 

Current Amendment Amount $ 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE $ 

BUDGET 

Contract Start Date j Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/3/13 7!.3/18 
Has the contract term been amended? 181 No DYes- please explain. 

0 Budget authority for this contract currently exists in Task No. 0516. 
181 A Budget Amendment Is required. 
How are we funding current FY? N/A. For2013/2014, funded by Ml Basin MLHP 

D Federal Funds D State Funds 0 Local Funds 0 TDA Funds 1:81 Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Contract: 
· To be funded by Ml Morongo Basin Subarea Major Local Highway Program Funds. 
[81 Payable 0 Receivable 

D Retention? If yes, indicate % __ . 

D Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Goal ___ % 

Proiect ~anager JPrint Namp) 
f( t\ll(e.ta ~J.~ ot.-

Ta~nager (frint Na~ 
~re..g lUV'£4 4[_< 

Contract AdfTliniStftitor (Print Name) 

Oir. of Fund Admin. & P~o~ramming (Print Name) 
:T~rv Ht7t 

Chief Financial Officer (Print Name) 

Cl3161 

Contract Summary Sheet 1 1/6/12 

Signature 

596 

Date 



PROJECT FUNDING AGREEMENT C13161 

BETWEEN 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND 

TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY 

FOR 

THE STATE ROUTE 62/DUMOSA A VENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT, 
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY 

THIS Project Funding Agreement ("Agreement") is made and entered into this day 
of by and between the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority (hereinafter referred to as "AUTHORITY") and the TOWN OF YUCCA 
VALLEY (hereinafter referred to as "TOWN''). AUTHORITY and TOWN shall be 
individually or collectively, as applicable, known as "Party" or "Parties." 

RECITALS 

A. The Measure I 2010-2040 Expenditure Plan and the Morongo Subarea transportation 
planning partners have identified projects eligible for partial funding from Measure I 
2010-2040 Rural Mountain/Desert Subarea Major Local Highway Program ("MLHP") 
funds; 

B. The Design, Right of Way, and Construction Phases of the State Route 62/Dumosa 
Avenue Traffic Signal Project in the TOWN ("PROJECT') is one of the projects 
identified as eligible for such funding and is described more fully in Attachment A; 

C. AUTHORITY has determined that the PROJECT is eligible to receive the Rural 
Mountains/Desert Subarea MLHP funds; 

D. On _____ , AUTHORITY's Board of Directors approved allocation of 
_____ in Rural Mountains/Desert Subarea MLHP funds to TOWN for the 
PROJECT; 

E. This Agreement is to be carried out in accordance with the policies in the Measure I 
201 0-2040 Strategic Plan; 
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F. Parties desire to proceed with the PROJECT in a timely manner; 

G. This Agreement is intended to delineate the duties and funding responsibilities of the 
Parties for the PROJECT; and 

H. AUTHORITY and TOWN are entering into this Agreement with the understanding 
that AUTHORITY will reimburse TOWN for eligible PROJECT expenditures with 
MLHPfunds. 

NOW, THEREFORE, AUTHORITY and TOWN agree to the following: 

SECTION I 

AUTHORITY AGREES: 

1. To reimburse TOWN for the actual cost ofthe PROJECT up to a maximum of 
$471,000 in MLHP Funds. An estimate of costs for the PROJECT is provided 
in Attaclunent B. AUTHORITY shall have no further responsibilities to 
provide any funding for PROJECT exceeding this amount. 

2. To reimburse TOWN within 30 days after TOWN submits an original and two 
copies of the signed invoices in the proper form covering those actual 
allowable PROJECT expenditures that were incurred by TOWN up to a 
maximum of $471,000, consistent with the invoicing requirements of the 
Measure I 2010-2040 Strategic Plan, including backup information. Invoices 
may be submitted to AUTHORITY as frequently as monthly. 

3. When conducting an audit of the costs claimed under the provisions of this 
Agreement, to rely to the maximum extent possible on any prior audit of 
TOWN performed pursuant to the provisions of State and Federal laws. In the 
absence of such an audit, work of other auditors will be relied upon to the 
extent that work is acceptable to AUTHORITY when planning and 
conducting additional audits. 

4. AUTHORITY shall assign a project liaison for the purpose of attending 
Project Development Team (PDT) meetings. 
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SECTION II 

TOWN AGREES: 

1. To be the lead agency for this PROJECT and to diligently undertake and 
complete in a timely manner the Scope of Work for the PROJECT as shown in 
Attachment A. 

2. To be responsible for expending that portion of the eligible PROJECT 
expenses that are incurred by TOWN, subject to reimbursement by 
AUTHORITY hereunder, for an amount not to exceed $471,000 in MLHP 
Funds, and are reimbursable by AUTHORITY in accordance with Section I, 
Paragraph 2. Expenses relative to time spent on the PROJECT by TOWN are 
considered eligible PROJECT expenses and may be charged to the PROJECT 
funds subject to AUTHORITY's guidelines. 

3. To abide by all AUTHORITY, TOWN, County, State, and Federal laws, 
regulations, policies and procedures pertaining to the PROJECT. 

4. To prepare and submit to AUTHORITY an original and two copies of signed 
invoices for reimbursement of eligible PROJECT expenses. Invoices may be 
submitted to AUTHORITY as frequently as monthly. 

5. To maintain all source documents, books and records connected with its 
performance under this Agreement for a minimum of five (5) years from the 
date of the Final Report of Expenditures submittal to AUTHORITY or until 
audit resolution is achieved, whichever is later, and to make all such supporting 
information available for inspection and audit by representatives of 
AUTHORITY during normal business hours at TOWN' s TOWN Hall. Copies 
will be made and furnished by TOWN upon written request by AUTHORITY 
or CALTRANS. 

6. To establish and maintain an accounting system conforming to Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) to support TOWN's requests for 
reimbursement, payment vouchers, or invoices which segregate and 
accumulate costs of PROJECT work elements and produce monthly reports 
which clearly identify reimbursable costs, matching fund costs, indirect cost 
allocation, and other allowable expenditures by TOWN. 

7. To prepare a Final Report of Expenditures, including a fmal invoice reporting 
the actual eligible PROJECT costs expended for those activities described in 
the work activities, and to submit that Final Report of Expenditures and fmal 
invoice no later than 120 days following the completion of those expenditures. 
An original and two copies of the Final Report of Expenditures shall be 
submitted to AUTHORITY and must state that these PROJECT funds were 
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used in conformance with this Agreement and for those PROJECT -specific 
work activities described. 

8. To cooperate in having a PROJECT-specific audit completed by 
AUTHORITY, at AUTHORITY's option and expense, upon completion of the 
PROJECT. The audit must state that all funds expended on the PROJECT 
were used in conformance with this Agreement. 

9. To repay to AUTHORITY any reimbursement for Measure I costs that are 
determined by subsequent audit to be unallowable within one hundred twenty 
(120) days of TOWN receiving notice of audit findings, which time shall 
include an opportunity for TOWN to respond to and/or resolve the findings. 
Should the findings not be otherwise resolved and TOWN fail to reimburse 
moneys due AUTHORITY within one hundred twenty (120) days of audit 
findings, or within such other period as may be agreed between both Parties, 
the AUTHORITY reserves the right to withhold future payments due TOWN 
from any source under AUTHORITY's control. 

10. To include AUTHORITY in Project Development Team (PDT) meetings if 
and when such meetings are held and in related communications on PROJECT 
progress, to provide at least quarterly schedule updates to AUTHORITY, and 
to consult with AUTHORITY on critical issues relative to the PROJECT. 

11 . As an eligible PROJECT expense, to post signs at the boundaries of the 
PROJECT noting that PROJECT is funded with Measure I funds. Signs shall 
bear the logos of AUTHORITY and TOWN. 

SECTION III 

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED: 

I . To abide by all applicable Federal, State and Local laws and regulations 
pertaining to the PROJECT, including policies in the applicable program in 
the Measure I 2010-2040 Strategic Plan, as amended, as of the Effective Date 
of this Agreement. 

2. The final PROJECT cost may ultimately exceed current estimates of 
PROJECT cost. Any additional eligible costs resulting from unforeseen 
conditions over the estimated total of the PROJECT cost, shall be borne by 
TOWN unless prior authorization has been approved by the AUTHORITY 
Board of Directors pursuant to Section III, Paragraph 3 of this Agreement; 

3. In the event TOWN determines PROJECT work may exceed the not to exceed 
amount identified in Section I, Paragraph 1, TOWN shall inform 
AUTHORITY of this determination and thereafter the Parties shall work 
together in an attempt to agree upon an amendment to the PROJECT amounts 
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identified in this Agreement. In no event, however, shall AUTHORITY be 
responsible for PROJECT costs in excess of the PROJECT amounts identified 
herein absent a written amendment to this Agreement that is approved by the 
Parties. 

4. Eligible PROJECT reimbursements shall include only those costs incurred by 
TOWN for PROJECT-specific work activities that are described in this 
Agreement and shall not include escalation or interest. 

5. Neither AUTHORITY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for 
any injury, damage or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done 
or omitted to be done by TOWN under or in connection with any work, 
authority or jurisdiction delegated to TOWN under this Agreement. It is 
understood and agreed that, pursuant to Government Code Section 895.4, 
TOWN shall fully defend, indemnify and save harmless AUTHORITY, its 
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind 
and description brought for or on account of injury (as defined by Government 
Code Section 810.8) occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be 
done by TOWN under or in connection with any work, authority or 
jurisdiction delegated to TOWN under this Agreement. TOWN's 
indemnification obligation applies to AUTHORITY's "active" as well as 
"passive" negligence but does not apply to AUTHORITY's "sole negligence" 
or "willful misconduct" within the meaning of Civil Code Section 2782. 

6. Neither TOWN nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any 
injury, damage or liability occurring or arising by reason of anything done or 
omitted to be done by AUTHORITY under or in connection with any work, 
authority or jurisdiction delegated to AUTHORITY under this Agreement. It 
is understood and agreed that, pursuant to Government Code Section 895.4, 
AUTHORITY s);lall fully defend, indemnify and save harmless TOWN, its 
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind 
and description brought for or on account of injury (as defined by Government 
Code Section 810.8) occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be 
done by AUTHORITY under or in connection with any work, authority or 
jurisdiction delegated to AUTHORITY under this Agreement. 
AUTHORITY's indemnification obligation applies to TOWN's "active" as 
well as "passive" negligence but does not apply to TOWN's "sole negligence" 
or "willful misconduct" within the meaning of Civil Code Sec~on 2782. 

7. This Agreement will be considered terminated upon reimbursement of eligible 
costs by AUTHORITY or July 1, 2017, whichever is sooner, provided that the 
provisions of Paragraphs 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of Section II, and Paragraphs 5 and 
6 of Section lli, shall survive the termination of this Agreement. The 
Agreement may also be terminated by AUTHORITY, in its sole discretion, in 
the event the PROJECT work described in Attachment A has not been 
initiated or let by TOWN within twelve (12) months of the Effective Date of 
this Agreement. 
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8. AUTHORITY may terminate this Agreement if TOWN fails to perform 
according to the terms of this Agreement and if this failure jeopardizes the 
delivery of the PROJECT according to the terms herein. 

9. The Recitals to this Agreement are true and correct and are incorporated into 
this Agreement. 

10. Attachment A, State Route 62/Dumosa Ave. Traffic Signal Project 
Description of Project and Milestones, and Attachment 8, State Route 
62/Dumosa Ave. Traffic Signal Project Funding Summary, are attached to and 
incorporated into this Agreement. 

11. This Agreement is effective and shall be dated on the date executed by 
AUTHORITY. 

-----------------------SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE--------------------------------
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SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

By: 
Janice Rutherford, Chairperson 

Date: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND 
PROCEDURE: 

By: 

Date: 

By: 

Date: 

Eileen Monaghan Teichert 
AUTHORITY General Counsel 

Jeffery Hill 
Contract Administrator 

C1316l 
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TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY 

By: 

Date: 

Merl Abel 
Mayor 

-------------------

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND 
PROCEDURE: 

By: 
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Lona N. Laymon, Esquire 
TOWN Counsel 



ATTACHMENT A 

STATE ROUTE 62/DUMOSA A VENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT, 
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY -

-]$11~1JJ~ 
·~· 6 " 

• y 

. -. ·~ . 

SR62/Dumosa Ave Traffic Signal 

1 illdiaJf9'DtiPr.OJ.~~~Ji>Jt8_cil1Ptt~ ~c.~p;#.f"Mib• 4l.;mfs18tl~e·l[e)(cjUfi:~ .. 

Construction of a traffic signal at the intersection of SR62 and Dumosa Avenue including ADA compliant ramps, 
raised median construction on Dumosa Ave south of SR62 and modifications to the existing tum pockets for 
east and west bound traffic on SR62 . 

9 ,_ 
u ·• . '<fr.Ne_~ . .2. ··"'- ~..~ • . i.l! '~- ...:... 

The existing commercial shopping centers, Town Hall Complex and proposed 75 unit Senior Housing 
Development generates a highly traveled intersection by both pedestrians and vehicles. The purpose of the 
project is to provide safe and efficient interstate and interregional mobility of visitors and goods and an improved 
and safe transportation corridor through the Town of Yucca Valley for both visitors and local residents who use 
the route to access not only our public & commercial facilities, but also Joshua Tree National Park and the 
California Welcome Center as well as military vehicles accessing the Twentynine Palms Marine Corps Air 
Ground Combat Center. 

e~r~Slo~ 
.... . .. ~· .• 

-~ -. ... a . 
Project benefits include increased pedestrian safety, increased pedestrian and vehicular visibiilty resulting in a 
potential reduction of vehicular conflicts, installation of ADA compliant curb ramps, signalization, elimination of 
two way center left turn lane and construction of medians resulting in a reduction of vehicular turning 
movements and expanding existing tum lanes resulting in potential reduction in vehicular conflicts. 

N' f)~~-~:. 
.. 

~.-p,1;_0· .- . Mi. · · aa. ,.r,....:., 

Project Study Report Approved 
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) Phase 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document r a:tOdOiii~n-~.ttZJJiy.. 
Draft Project Report 
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED Milestone) 
Begin Design (PS&E) Phase 
End Design Phase (Ready to List for Advertisement Milestone) 
Begin Right of Way Phase 
End Right of Way Phase (Right of Way Certification Milestone) 
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award Milestone) 
End Construction Phase (Construction Contract Acceptance Milestone) 
Begin Closeout Phase 

End Closeout Phase (Closeout Report) 
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] N/A 

08/01/13 
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07/01/13 
09/01/13 

03/01/14 
07/01/14 
07/01/14 
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Description of Project and Milestones 
ATTACHMENT B 

STATE ROUTE 62/DUMOSA A VENUE TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT, 
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY 

Funding Summary 

AUTHORITY TOWN 

Component 
Total SHARE*- Local 
Cost MLHPFunds Measure I 

Funds 
All Phases $521,000 $471,000 $50,000 

~ t9: ... :. $521,000 $471,000 $50,000 

*AUTHORITY's Share can be from sources under control of AUTHORITY including 
but not limited to Measure I Major/Local Highways program, and State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP), or Surface Transportation Program (STP) without 
necessitating an amendment of this agreement. 
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Governments 
SANBAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 

't 

1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92.410-1715 
Phone: (909) 88-t-8276 Fax: (909) 885-.t407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov Working Together ~ 

I 
NBPDRTATIDN 

MEABUREI 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: __;:3;,_;;,4 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Interstate 10 Cedar Avenue Interchange Memorandum ofUnderstanding 

Recommendation: • I. Approve Memorandum of Understanding No. CI3086 with the County of 
San Bernardino for the development of the Interstate I 0 Cedar A venue 
Interchange project. 

Background: 

• 

2. Waive the five-year contract term limitation set forth in Policy I 1000. 

The I-10 Cedar Avenue Interchange is the highest priority in the Measure I 
2010-2040 Freeway Interchange Program. Cedar Avenue is a north- south arterial 
in the unincorporated community of Bloomington and forms a tight diamond 
interchange with I-10. This location has been experiencing high levels of traffic 
congestion resulting in low "levels of service". This prompted the County of 
San Bernardino to proceed with obtaining environmental clearance for 
reconstruction of the I-10 Cedar Avenue Interchange (Project) which is expected 
in June 2013. 

The purpose of this Memorandum of Understanding No. CI3086 (MOU) is to 
document the terms and conditions of cooperation between San Bernardino 
Associated Governments (SANBAG) and the County of San Bernardino required 
to complete the Project with respect to cost, funding shares, schedule, and scope. 
The MOU does not commit SANBAG or the County of San Bernardino to 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Secorul: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: -------------

http :1/portal.sanbag.ca. gov/m gmt/ APOR-M gmnVSharedo/o20Documents/C 13086.docx 
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Board Agenda Item 
July 10, 2013 
Page2 

perform work or provide funding for the Project but provides the overall 
framework necessary to complete all phases of the Project. Cooperative 
Agreements will be developed for each phase of the Project that will identify the 
specific roles and funding responsibilities. 

In January 2013, the SANBAG Board approved an exception to SANBAG Policy 
40001NS-30: Cost Buy-down for Projects with a Development Share 
Contribution and allowed the use of $4.2 million Surface Transportation Program 
funds allocated to the County of San Bernardino for use at their discretion to be 
regarded as an internal loan of development share funds for the I-10 Cedar 
Interchange project. The County plans to allocate these funds toward design and 
right-of-way in order to support the advancement of these phases. 

It is anticipated that SANBAG will be the lead agency for the remaining phases of 
work, although whether the Resolutions of Necessity for right-of-way acquisition, 
if needed, will be heard by the County of San Bernardino or at the California 
Transportation Commission is yet to be determined. Upon approval of the MOU, 
staff will commence work on the cooperative agreement for the design and 
right-of-way phases. 

The County of San Bernardino Board of Supervisors approved the MOU on 
June 4, 2013. 

The termination date of the MOU is the earlier of the Project notice of completion 
recordation date or June 30, 202 I. It is expected that it will take longer than five 
years to complete all phases of the Project, therefore staff requests waiver of the 
five-year contract term limitation set forth in Policy 11000. 

Financial Impact: This item has no financial impact on the approved Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget 
as it does not commit any funds. 

Reviewed By: This items was reviewed and recommended for approval (15-0-0) with a quorum 
of the Board present at the Board of Directors Metro Valley Study Session on 
June 13, 2013. SANBAG General Counsel and Contract Administrator have 
approved this item and the Memorandum of Understanding. 

Responsible Staff: Andrea Zureick, Director of Fund Administration and Programming 

BRD1307a-cs 
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@.b§J.i,i-J.lij 
SAN BAG 
MM¢fl!M CONTRACT SUMMARY SHEET 

Contract No. C 13086 Amendment No. -----
By and Between 

SANBAG (as Authority) and County of San Bernardino 

Contract Description Interstate 10 at Cedar Avenue Memorandum of Understanding 

Board of Director's Meeting Date: July 3, 2013 

Overview of BOD Action: 1. Approve Memorandum of Understanding C13086 with the County of San 
Bernardino for the development of the Interstate 10 at Cedar Avenue Interchange Project. 

Ia thla a Sole-Source procurement? 0 Yea ~ No 

Revised Contract Amount $ 

Current Amendment Amount $ 

TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE 

value+ 

Contract Start Date I Current Contract Expiration Date I Revised Contract Expiration Date 
7/3/2013 6/30/2021 
Has the contract term been amended? IZJNo (]Yes- please explain. 

0 Budget authority for this contract currently exists In Task No. _ . 
0 A Budget Amendment Is required. How are we funding current Pf? 
Budget authority will be handled In phase specific cooperative agreements 

0 Federal Funds D State Funds 0 Local Funds TDA Funds Measure I Funds 

Provide Brief Overview of the Overall Funding for the duration of the Cantract: 
0 0 Receivable NOTE: This is a MOU and does not commit funds. 

~~~~~~~f~~~·((:Q_fiffl~Cj-"''P4f\OEM~ ~~~O~r.!A"UQ~~~th'~~~t-%-j;~~~~ 
Check all applicable boxes: 0 Retention? If yes, indicate % _. 

D Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (OBE) Goal __ % 0 Underutlllzed DBE (UDBE) Goal_% 

Dlr. Of Fund Admin. & Pro9ramming (Print Name) 

'T 8:ff~,.-~ If ,' I~ 

Chief Financial Officer Signature (Print Name) Signa ure 
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SAN BAG 

CONTRACT C13086 

1\-fEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN THE 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

AND THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

FOR THE DEVELOPI\IIENT OF 

THE~TERSTATElWCEDARAVENUEINTERCHANGEPROJECT 

I. PARTIES AND TERM 

A. This Memorandum of Understanding ("MOU") is entered by and between the SAN 
BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY ( .. AUTHORITY" or 
"SANBAG") and the COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO ("PROJECT SPONSOR") (and 
together the "PARTIES") on the Effective Date defined later herein. 

B. The Tenn of this MOU will commence on the Effective Date and, unless terminated early as 
provided in Section V, Paragraph C, terminate upon the date a notice of completion is recorded 
for the Interstate 10 at Cedar Avenue Interchange (PROJECT) or June 30, 2021, whichever is 
earlier. 

II. RECITALS 

A. WHEREAS, the PROJECT is included in the approved SANBAG 10-Year Delivery Plan and 
SANBAG Development Mitigation Nexus Study and is eligible to receive funds from the 
Measure I 2010-2040 Valley Freeway Interchange Program. 

B. WHEREAS, the PARTIES desire to proceed with development of the PROJECT. 

C. WHEREAS, the PARTIES are entering into this PROJECT MOU for the purpose of 
documenting the tetmS and conditions of cooperation between the PARTIES required to 
complete the PROJECT with respect to cost, funding, schedule, and scope, as detailed in 
Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. 

D. WHEREAS, a conceptual layout of the PROJECT is shown in Exhibit B, attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

E. WHEREAS, the PARTIES acknowledge the intent to move forward with the PROJECT, the 
Public and Local Agency funding shares required to complete the PROJECT, and the 
reasonable expectation of funding availability. 

1 
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F. WHEREAS, the Public Share is defined as the share of project cost calculated ns the totnl cost 
of the project minus the development share (or Local Agency share) and the Local Agency 
share is the percentage share of the project cost assigned as the development contribution 
percentage as listed in the SANBAG Development Mitigation Nexus Study. 

G. WHEREAS, the PARTIES understand that the purpose of the MOU is to outline the steps and 
funds necessary to complete the PROJECT, but the MOU does not commit the PARTIES to 
perfonn work or provide funding for the PROJECT, and imposes no enforceable obligations 
upon the PARTIES and does not grant any rights. 

H. WHEREAS, the PARTIES desire to memorialize in this MOU the framework and funding 
necessary for completion of the PROJECT to assist the PARTIES in their decision-making and 
budgeting for this PROJECT. 

I. WHEREAS, the PARTIES understand that a Cooperative Agreement will be developed for 
each phase of the PROJECT that will identify the specific roles and responsibilities of 
AUTHORITY and PROJECT SPONSOR including specific funding commitments. 

III. AUTHORITY'S RESPONSmiLITIES 

A. AUTHORITY will be responsible for the Public Share of PROJECT costs in accordance with 
Measure I 2010-2040 Valley Freeway Interchange Program Strategic Plan Policy 40005 and 
subsequent Cooperative Agreements. 

B. AUTHORITY will consider the development of a Loan Agreement(s) for the Local Share of 
PROJECT costs, if requested by the PROJECT SPONSOR, in accordance with Measure I 2010-
2040 Valley Freeway Interchange Program Strategic Plan Policy. 

C. AUTHORITY will assign a qualified member of its staff to coordinate with the PROJECT 
SPONSOR, as determined reasonably necessary by AUTHORITY to facilitate the delivery of 
the PROJECT. 

D. PROJECT SPONSOR and AUTHORITY shall consult on a funding strategy for PROJECT 
completion at least six months prior to completion of the design phase. 

IV. PROJECT SPONSOR'S RESPONSffiiLITmS 

A. PROJECT SPONSOR will be responsible for the Local Share of the PROJECT costs in 
accordance with Measure I 2010-2040 Valley Freeway Interchange Program Strategic Plan 
Policy and subsequent agreements, including Loan Agreements. 

B. PROJECT SPONSOR will assign a qualified member of its staff to coordinate with 
AUTHORITY, as determined reasonably necessary by PROJECT SPONSOR to facilitate the 
delivery of the PROJECT. 

C. PROJECT SPONSOR and AUTHORITY shall consult on a funding strategy for PROJECT 
completion at least six months prior to completion of the design phase. 

2 
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V. l\'llSCELLANEOUS 

A. The PARTIES acknowledge that should federal funds be used in the environmental or design 
phases of work, Federal Highway Administration (FHW A) requires that the PROJECT must 
move to a capital phase (right-of-way or construction) within ten years or the federal funds may 
be required to be repaid to FHWA. Responsibilities related to the federal funding will be 
outlined in the funding cooperative agreement(s). 

B. Recitals. The Recitals stated above are integral parts of this MOU and are hereby incorporated 
into the terms of this MOU. 

C. Termination. Both AUTHORITY and PROJECT SPONSOR shall have the right at any time, to 
terminate this MOU, with or without cause, by giving thirty (30) calendar days written notice to 
the other party, specifying the date of termination. Termination of the MOU will not terminate 
the PARTIES' continuing obligations under any Cooperative Agreements generally referenced 
in Section II, Paragraph I. Termination of the MOU by request of the PROJECT SPONSOR 
will be understood by the AUTHORITY that PROJECT SPONSOR wishes to discontinue work 
on the PROJECT, unless otherwise stated in an active Cooperative Agreement or in a 
subsequent MOU or agreement. 

D. Notification. Each Party will designate a person to be responsible for day-to-day 
communications regarding work under the PROJECT. For PROJECT SPONSOR, that person 
will be Eric Jacobsen, Supervising Transportation Analyst for COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO. For AUTHORITY, that person shall be Paula Beauchamp, Project Delivery 
Manager. All notices and communications regarding this MOU, interpretation of the tenns of 
this MOU. or changes thereto will be provided as follows: 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
Department of Public Works 
825 East 3rd Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92415 
A TIN: Eric Jacobsen 

SANBAG 
San Bernardino Associated 
Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92410-17 I 5 
A ITN: Executive Director 
CC: Andrea Zureick 

E. Amendment. In the event that the PARTIES determine that the provisions of this MOU should 
be altered, the PARTIES may execute an amendment to add, delete, or amend any provision of 
this MOU. All such amendments must be in the form of a written instrument signed by the 
authorized representatives of the PARTIES. 

-------------------------------------------Signatures on the Following Page----------------------------------------
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In witness whereof the PARTIES have executed this MOU on the dates written below and this MOU is 
effective upon execution of this MOU by both SANBAG and PROJECT SPONSOR ( .. Effective Date .. ). 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

By: 

Date: 

Janice Rutherford 
Board President 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

By: 
Eileen Monaghan Teichert 
General Counsel 

CONCURRENCE: 

By: 
Jeffery Hill 
Contract Administrator 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

By: 
Janice Rutherford 
Chair. Board of Supervisors 

Date: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

By: 
Scott Runyan 
Deputy County Counsel 
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Exhibit A 

Project Scope: 

The project will widen the Interstate 10/Cedar A venue overcrossing, improve interchange ramps, add an 
auxiliary lane at the eastbound entrance and exit ramps, and widen Cedar Avenue between Slover Avenue and 
Valley Boulevard, as referenced in the Project Report dated November 2, 2001 and Environmental Document 
being circulated for approval in June 2013. The County of San Bernardino has been lead on the Project 
Approval and Environmental phase. It is anticipated that the AUTHORITY will be lead on the remaining 
phases of work, although whether the Resolutions of Necessity for Right of Way Acquisition will be heard by 
the County of San Bernardino or at the California Transportation Commission is to be determined. 

Project Cost Estimate and Funding Shares: 

Public Share: 70.0% 
Nexus Development Impact Fee Share (DIF, "Development Share" or "Local Share"): 30.0% 

Local Jurisdictional Split of the DIF Share: County 74% I Fontana 12% I Rialto 14% 

Phase Estimated Cost** Public Share Development Share 

Project Approval and Environmental $1,200,000 $275,100 $924,900 

Design $4,000,000 $2,800,000 $1,200,000 

Right-of-Way (including Utilities*) $12,200,000 $8,540,000 $3,660,000 

Construction {Including Construction $43,000,000 $30, l 00,000 $12,900,000 
Management) 

Total $60,400,000 $41.715,100 $18,684,900 

* Utilities are estimated at $2,027.00. 
**Estimated Costs are based on Project Study report and do not include landscaping or SANBAG oversight. 

Project Milestones: 

Milestone 
Actual 

(Forecast) 

Start of Project (1/1612001) 

Environmental Approval {612013) 

Design Approved/ROW Certified (612016) 

Construction Notice to Proceed (1212016) 

Completed for Beneficial Use (1212018) 

5 
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Exhibit B 

Conceptual Layout 
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NBPORTAnON 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Servic e Authority lor Freeway Emergencies 

Date: 

S11bject: 

Recommendatioll: • 

Backgro11nd: 

• 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: ____;35;.........__ 

July 10, 2013 

Allocation of Transportation Development Act Funds for Fiscal Year 
2013/2014 

Adopt Resolution No. 13-083 authorizing the allocation of Local 
Transportation Funds and State Transit Assistance Funds for Fiscal Year 
2013/2014. 

Section 99214 of the California Public Utilities Code designates the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Commission as the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency (RTP A) for the purpose of administering 
the Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds. This responsibility 
includes the adoption of the Local Transportation Fund (L TF) 
apportionments, approval of all L TF and State Transit Assistance Fund 
(ST A) claims, and issuance of L TF and ST A allocation and disbursement 
instructions. 

In March 20 l3, the Board approved the Fiscal Year 2013/2014 L TF 
apportionment. The apportionment was subsequently incorporated into 
the Fiscal Year 20 13/20 14 Budget. Throughout the course of the year, 
staff receives claims from eligible TDA claimants and verifies the claims 
against planning documents. The planning documents that are used as the 
basis for approving the statutory claims of TDA funding includes the 
transit operator Short Range Transit Plans and the SANBAG 10-Year 
Delivery Plan . 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: -------------

I COG I CTC I X I CT A I SAFE I I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRD 1307a·pc 
RES 13083: http://portnl.sanbog.co. gov/mgmt/ APOR-M gmnt/Shnred%20Documeots/RES I 3083.doc 
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Financial Impact: 

Reviewed By: 

Responsible Staff: 

BRD1307a-pc 

Following approval of a transit claim, staff issues allocation instructions to 
the County Auditor/Controllerts office authorizing the use of the funds by 
the claimant. This is a staff task that is on-going throughout the year. 
For staff to fulfill this responsibility, Section 6659 and Section 6753 of 
Title 21 of the California Code of Regulations require that the governing 
body adopt a resolution authorizing the issuance of L TF and ST A 
allocation instructions, respectively. 

The attached Resolution No. 13-083 fulfills the requirements of Title 21 of 
the California Code of Regulations Section 6659 and Section 6753. 

This item has no impact on the current year budget. Adoption of the 
resolution by the Board will authorize the issuance of LTF and 
STA allocation instructions for the Commission's TDA administration 
functions, transportation planning and programming functions, and 
commuter rail operating and capital assistance as approved in the Fiscal 
Year 2013/20 14 Budget. 

This item was reviewed and unanimously recommended for approval by 
the General Policy Committee on June 12, 2013. SANBAG General 
Counsel has reviewed this item and the Resolution, as to form. 

Andrea Zureick, Director of Fund Administration and Programming 
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-083 

· RESOLUTION OF THE 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COM.MISSION 

AUTHORIZING THE ALLOCATION OF 
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS AND 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014 

WHEREAS, the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission (SANBAG) is the 
designated transportation planning agency for the administration of the Transportation Development 
Act funds within San Bernardino County; and 

WHEREAS, the Southern California Association of Governments Executive Committee has 
adopted a Regional Transportation Plan directed toward the achievement of a coordinated and 
balanced transportation system; and 

WHEREAS, the SANBAG Board of Directors adopts Short Range Transit Plans for each of the 
San Bernardino County transit operators; and 

WHEREAS, the SANBAG Board of Directors has adopted the SANBAG 10-Year Delivery 
Plan documenting anticipated capital expenditures for SANBAG's rail program; and 

WHEREAS, the Short Range Transit Plans and the SANBAG 10-Year Delivery Plan include 
planned expenditures of transportation funds, including Local Transportation Funds and State Transit 
Assistance Fund~; and 

WHEREAS, claims may be submitted under the Transportation Development Act for 
allocations from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance Funds consistent with the 
adopted plans, apportionments, and allocations; and 

WHEREAS, SANBAG has incorporated the amount to be allocated to each of the transit 
operators and SANBAG into its Fiscal Year 201312014 Budget; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission hereby approves the allocation of Local Transportation Funds and State Transit 
Assistance Funds for Fiscal Year 201312014 subject to those claims conforming to adopted 
apportionments and all other requirements of the Transportation Development Act, including but not 
limited to the following determinations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional Transportation 
Plan, the claimant's Short Range Transit Plan, and SANBAG's 10-Year Delivery Plan, as 
applicable, and as amended through subsequent Board action. 

2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the operator or transit 
service claimant to meet the applicable fare revenue to operating expense (operating ratio) 
requirements as required by the Transportation Development Act. 

3. The claimant is making full use of federal funds available pursuant to the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: a Legacy for Users and 
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century. 

RESI30~3 
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4. The sum of the claimant's allocations from the State Transit Assistance Fund and Local 
Transportation Fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive during 
the fiscal year. 

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority regional. countywide, or area-wide 
public transportation needs. 

6. The claimant has made reasonable effort to implement the productivity improvements 
recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244, including the specific 
reference to the improvements recommended and the efforts made by the claimant to 
implement them. 

7. The claimant submits a certification issued by the Department of California Highway 
Patrol within the last 13 months verifying that the claimant is in compliance with Section 
1808.1 of the Vehicle Code (Drivers Pull Notice Program), as required by Public Utilities 
Code Section 99251. 

8. The claimant is in compliance with the qualifying criteria pursuant to Public Utilities 
Code Section 99314.6 (use of State Transit Assistance Fund for operating purposes). 

9. The transportation services contracted for under Public Utilities Code Section 99400(c) 
are responding to a transportation need not otherwise being met within the community or 
jurisdiction of the claimant and that, where appropriate, the services are coordinated with 
the existing transportation service. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that such approval does not include allocations for local street 
and roads unless the provisions of Sections 99401.5 and 99401.6 of the Public Utilities Code have been 
met~ and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Executive Director or his designee is authorized to 
transmit allocation instructions to the San Bernardino County Auditor/Controller. having first 
detennined that the required allocation meets all requirements of this Resolution and the 
Transportation Development Act. 

Approved by the San Bernardino County Transportation Commission at its regular meeting 
thereof held this 3nl day of July 2013: 

• 

Appro\•ed 
San Bemardino County Transportation CommissiotJ 

Date:----------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Wimessed: 

RESI3083 
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Governments 

SAN BAG San Bernardino Associated Governments 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone: [9091 884-8276 Fax: (9091 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov 

' Working Together 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 37 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Results of Caucus Meetings to Select Members of the General Policy Committee 

Recommendation:· Note the results of the caucus meetings to select members of the General Policy 
Committee. 

Background: The membership of the General Policy Committee is required to have geographic 
equity among the city members of the three subareas in SANBAG- East Valley, 
West Valley and Mountain/Desert. 

• 

The membership of the General Policy Committee consists of three city members 
and one County Supervisor from each subarea. The Board Officers are 
automatically members of the General Policy Committee and the city members 
count towards their subareas allotment of members. The Chairs of the Metro 
Valley Study Session, Mountain/Desert Committee and Commuter Rail and 
Transit Committee are also automatically members of the General Policy 
Committee and the city members count towards their subareas allotment of 
members. 

Below is a table showing the General Policy Committee members that are known 
and the vacancies that need to be filled for 2013/2014 and the membership of the 
committee in 20 12/2013 for comparison . 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date:---------

Moved: Seco11d: 

In Faror: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: --------------

I coo I x I ere I x I erA I x I SAFE I xl CMA I x 
Check all that appl_y. 
BRDI307a-dab 
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Financial Impact: 

Reviewed By: 

Responsible Staff: 

BRD 1307a-dab 

2012/2013 201312014 
"'~ · ~"C •. _,_ -· -- w.~B -- d.Qf/i( -- . .,., ... ""~"" ·~· -]. f'".,. -~~-~-~ ... ~~ • ~ ..... ___....._ ~.J:..r.. -=·· Oll1'c . cen ..... ~--=.- or .. ~ ,,__"' ,;;z-... ..~ ·-,, 
Janice Rutherford, Supervisor (President) Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake (President} 
Mike Leonard, Hesperia (Vice President) L. Dennis Michael, Rancho Cucamonga 

I Larry McCallon, Highland (Past President) 
(Vice President) 
Janice Rutherford, Supervisor (Past 
President) I 

~"""""'ft.""".... ~~--1.[' .... r-~-~,~~r-x E... Vi.dlii, ·~.... " , . ..,.,...J;;-,"""""'"""'L ·,~...,. .... ·:;:~~L~-. ;..u-....... ast • ~ .~·~ ~"'- _...,.~ • .,.--;;w..- · ~f~,;;;t •:.,~ ,.........Ji..-.. ~ -.":.)yo...- "'·=::.r.~.~~ 

Larry McCatton, Highland (Past President) Open 
Pat Morris, San Bernardino (Chair of Pat Morris, San Bernardino (Chair of 
Commuter Rail and Transit Cmtee.) Commuter Rail and Transit Cmtee.) 
Richard Riddett, Yucaipa (Chair of Metro Richard Riddell, Yucaipa (Chair of Metro 
Valley Study Session) Vattey Study Session) 
James Ramos, Supervisor James Ramos, Supervisor . - "i 

~ . ~· :.. ....... ~ .· -..... ·;_ -;:..:· • • ·~ We~Yal4i~ . ·~ .... 1 :" ~~ " ..... •• <"»- ~-

I L. Dennis Michael, Rancho Cucamonga L. Dennis Michael, Rancho Cucamonga 
(Vice President) 

Ed Graham, Chino Hilts Open 
1 Dennis Yates, Chino Ooen 
' Gary Ovitt, Supervisor Gary Ovitt, Supervisor 

... ~ ....... .,. - . ·- . '""Y!M, 'ntldii/Di~l;;r; - : .... , -- ., ~ .... • I"' ' 
!~..Jii ou . se ~ ~ . ~ ·-.~ ~ .• ~~ - ... . .., .. ... .~ 

Mike Leonard, Hesperia (Vice President) Bitt Jahn, Big Bear Lake (President) 
Julie Mcintyre, Barstow (Chair of Ed Paget, Needles (Chair 
Mountain/Desert Cmtee.) Mountain/Desert Cmtee.) 
Jim Harris, Twentynine Palms Open 
Robert Lovingood, Supervisor Robert Lovingood, Supervisor 

The Board of Supervisors have selected their members and a caucus of the cities 
is being held immediately before the start of the Board meeting to select the city 
representatives to the General Policy Committee vacancies. The results of that 
caucus will be reported at the Board meeting. 

This item is consistent with the adopted SANBAG budget. 

of 

This item has not received prior policy committee or technical advisory 
committee review. 

Duane A. Baker, Director of Management Services 
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Working Together 
1170 W. 3rd Street, 2nd Floor San Bernardino, CA 92410-1715 
Phone; (9091 884-8276 Fax: (9091 885-4407 Web: www.sanbag.ca.gov ' 

NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 38 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Public Hearing to Consider Resolution No. 13-087 to Modify the Program Report 
to Expand the Boundaries of the SANBAG HERO Program 

Recommendation:" 1. Hold a public hearing to modify the boundaries of the SANBAG Home Energy 
Renovation Opportunity (HERO) Program to add the cities of Needles, 
Upland, Redlands and the Town of Apple Valley. 

Background: 

.. 

2. Adopt Resolution No. 13-087 that confirms the modification of the SANBAG 
HERO Program Report to expand the program area within which contractual 
assessments may be offered. 

On March 6, 2013, the SANBAG Board of Directors held a public hearing and 
then adopted Resolution 13-044 creating the HERO Program that allows a 
jurisdiction and an interested property owner to enter into a contractual agreement 
to finance the installation of eligible renewable energy, energy efficiency, or 
water efficiency improvements that are permanently fixed to the property. 

On October 3, 2012, the Board of Directors approved the Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) that was to be approved by the County and the cities if 
they wished to be included in the HERO Program. By the time of the public 
hearing on March 6, 2013, 20 of SANBAG's 25 member agencies had approved 
the MOU. Since that time four more agencies have approved the MOU, 
Apple Valley, Needles, Redlands and Upland. In order for these four agencies to 

Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: - --------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: . Abstained: 

Witnessed: -------------

I coo I x I crc I cr A I sAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRDI307c·dab 
h!tp://portal.sanbag.cagov/mgmt/committee/directorslbrd20 13/brd 1307/ Agendaltems/BRD 1307c 1-dab.pdf 
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be included in the HERO Program, the Program Report must be modified to add 
them and that requires a public hearing. 

On June 5, 2013, the Board of Directors adopted Resolution No. 13-086 declaring 
its intent to modify the Program Report and setting a public hearing for 
July 10, 2013 at 10:30 a.m. to consider such modification. After conducting the 
public hearing, it is recommended that the Board of Directors approve Resolution 
No. 13-087 modifying the HERO Program Report so as to expand the program 
area within which contractual assess111ents may be offered to include 
Apple Valley, Needles, Redlands, and Upland. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted SANBAG budget. 

Reviewed By: This item has not received prior policy committee or technical advisory 
committee review. 

Responsible Staff: Duane A. Baker, Director of Management Services 

BRD 1307c·dab 
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-087 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAN BERNARDINO ASSOCIATED 
GOVERNMENTS MODIFYING THE SANBAG HERO PROGRAM REPORT 
SO AS TO EXPAND THE PROGRAM AREA WITHIN WHICH 
CONTRACTUAL ASSESSMENTS MAY BE OFFERED 

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the San Bernardino Associated Governments 
("SANBAG") undertook proceedings pursuant to Chapter 29 of Part 3 of Division 7 of the 
California Streets and Highways Code ("Chapter 29\ the Joint Powers Agreement of the 
San Bernardino Associated Governments ("SANBAG"), originally made and entered into 
October 17, 1975 (the "Joint Powers Agreemenf'), as further amended to date, and each 
separate Memorandum of Understanding (each, a "PACE Memorandum of 
Understanding") by and between SANBAG and those parties (each, a "Participating Party") 
to the Joint Powers Agreement identified in Exhibit A of Resolution No. 13-038 
(the "Resolution of Intention") entered into as of the effective date of the Resolution of 
Intention, to establish and did establish, by the adoption of Resolution No. 13-044 
(the "Resolution Establishing the HERO Program"), a voluntary contractual assessment 
program, to be known as the SANBAG HERO Program (the "HERO Program"), to assist 
property owners within the jurisdictional boundaries of each Participating Party with the 
cost of installing distributed generation renewable energy sources, energy or water 
efficient improvements or electric vehicle charging infrastructure (the "Authorized 
Improvements") that are permanently fixed to their property; and 

WHEREAS, by the adoption of the Resolution Establishing the HERO Program, the Board 
of Directors approved a report (the "Program Report") addressing all of the matters set 
forth in Section 5898.22 of Chapter 29, including establishment of the boundaries of the 
territory of the Participating Parties within which voluntary contractual assessments may 
be offered (the "Program Area") to provide for financing of the installation of Authorized 
Improvements on properties within the Program Area; 

WHEREAS, subsequent to the adoption of the Resolution of Intention, the legislative 
bodies of the City of Needles, the City of Upland, the City of Redlands and the Town of 
Apple Valley did each approve a PACE Memorandum of Understanding in order to enable 
the Program Report and the Program Area to be modified so as to provide for voluntary 
contractual assessments to be offered pursuant to the HERO Program within such 
jurisdictions to finance the installation of Authorized Improvements on properties within 
such jurisdictions; and 

WHEREAS, on June 5, 2013, the Board of Directors adopted Resolution No. 13-086 
declaring its intention to initiate proceedings pursuant to Chapter 29 to modify the Program 
Report to include the jurisdictions of the City of Needles, the City of Upland, the City of 
Redlands and the Town of Apple Valley in the Program Area and setting a public hearing 
thereon at 10:30 a.m. on July 10, 2013 in the SAN BAG offices located at the first floor 
lobby of 1170 W. 3rd. Avenue, San Bernardino, California .. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the San Bernardino 
Associated Governments as follows: 

Rl3087-dab 
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Section 1. The Board of Directors hereby approves modifying the Program 
Report so as to expand the Program Area within which contractual assessments may be 
offered pursuant to the HERO Program to include the jurisdictions of the City of Needles, 
the City of Upland, the City of Redlands and the Town of Apple Valley. 

Section 2. Effective Date of Resolution. This resolution shall take effect 
immediately upon its adoption. 

R13087-dab 
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Approved 
Board of Directors 

Date: ---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed: 
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NBPORTATION 
MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
a Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 39 

Date; July 10, 2013 

Subject: 1-10 and 1-15 Corridor Improvement Projects- Update 

Recommendation:· 1. Receive an update on the 1-10 and 1-15 Corridor Improvement Projects Equity 
Study. 

Background: 

• 

2. Receive information included in the draft 1-10 Corridor Project Alternatives 
Considered but Eliminated from Further Discussion report. 

Recommendation 1: An Equity Study is being prepared as part of the on-going 
studies for the 1-10 and 1-15 Corridor Improvement projects. The Equity Study 
will evaluate the impact of an express lane on low income populations that utilize 
these corridors. The scope of the study includes literature review on the subject; 
development of maps of the key stakeholder populations; conducting local policy 
maker and stakeholder interviews; conducting focus groups along each corridor; 
conducting expert interviews, peer review of the draft report; and submittal of the 
final Equity Study report. 

Nancy Pfeffer, President of NPA, will provide an update on the equity study. The 
update will include demographic maps; equity questions that she is addressing; 
preliminary findings from her literature search; input she has received from 
interviews; and the remaining effort and timeline. 

Recommendation 2: At the December 2012 Board Workshop on Express Lanes, 
Board members requested that other two lane additions in each direction 
alternatives be considered for the 1-10 Corridor to gain an understanding of the 

Approved 
Board of Direcrors 

Dare:---------

Moved: Second: 

In Favor: Opposed: Abstained: 

Witnessed:--------------

I coo I I ere I erA I x I sAFE I CMA I 
Check all that apply. 
BRDI307b-gc 
Auachment: BRD1307bl-gc 
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pros and cons. From this understanding determine if the alternatives are feasible 
and prudent, and if they should be included as an alternative that is assessed 
through the environmental process. The evaluation of the two lane alternatives 
was completed pursuant to the typical environmental document screening process. 
Alternatives were evaluated against the Purpose and Need for the project. The 
two lane additions in each direction that were considered are: 

• Alternative 3: Two Express Lanes in each direction 
• Alternative 4: One High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane and one General 

Purpose (GP) lane in each direction 
• Alternative 5: Two HOV lanes in each direction 
• Alternative 6: Two GP lanes in each direction 

The evaluation of the two lane alternatives is documented in the attached draft 
report titled, 1-10 Corridor Project Alternatives Considered but Withdrawn from 
Further Discussion. The evaluation concluded that none of the proposed 
alternatives will provide sufficient capacity to meet forecast traffic demand and 
avoid congestion~ the additional capacity provided by all the two lane alternatives 
will result in some improvements of level of service compared to the "no build" 
alternative~ Alternative 3 is the only alternative that provides lanes that are not 
over capacity and will operate uncongested during the peak periods in all 
segments of the corridor. Table 1 shown below, summarizes the results of the 
evaluation. 

a e . T bl 1 C fT L wo ompansono ane Alt ti ern a 'th p vesw1 Ul]~ose an dN dEl ee em en ts 
Alternative 3 Alternative 4 Alternative 5 Alternative 6 

Criteria Express Lanes 1 HOVLane & 2HOVLanes 2 GP Lanes 
1 GPLanc 

Improves traffic levels of service 
0 0 0 0 

Improves travel times within corridor 
0 0 0 0 

Provides facility that is compatible with 
transit and other modal options 0 0 0 0 

Consistent with SCAG Regional 
Transportation Plan 0 0 0 0 

Provides cost effective project solution 
0 0 0 0 

Minimizes environmental impacts and 
ROW acquisition 0 0 0 0 

00000 
Totals 0 00000 00000 000 

0 0 DOD 
LEGEND 
0 best meets criteria 
o meets criteria 
o does not meet criteria 
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In conclusion, based on the Purpose and Need of the project Alternatives 4, 5, and 
6 are inferior two Jane alternatives. In addition, funding is not available for these 
alternatives. As a result, these alternatives are not recommended for further study 
in the environmental document. Alternative 3, while not eliminating all the 
congestion, is the most effective two Jane alternative and should be fully analyzed 
in the environmental document. 

Financial Impact: This item has no impact to the current SANBAG Fiscal Year 2013/2014 budget. 

Reviewed By: This item has not received prior Policy Committee review. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 
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DRAFT 

1-10 Corridor Project 

Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Discussion 

Revised 24 June 2013 

PURPOSE 

At the December 5, 2012 Board Workshop on Express Lanes, the San Bernardino 
Associated Governments (SANBAG) Board Members requested that additional 
alternatives to one High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane and two Express Lanes be 
considered for the 1-1 0 Corridor to determine their feasibility for study in the 
environmental document for the project. The Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) does not allow the addition of General Purpose (GP) lanes on 
freeways that do not have high occupancy lanes. Therefore, an HOV lane is the only 
one lane alternative that can be studied. We therefore focused on two lane alternatives, 
as described below. The evaluation of the two lane alternatives was completed pursuant 
to the typical environmental document screening process, which helps focus the 
detailed environmental studies to proceed based upon a reasonable range of project 
alternatives. Alternatives were evaluated against the Purpose and Need for the project. 

Section 15126.6 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines states: 

An EIR need not consider every conceivable alternative to a project. Rather it 
must consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will 
foster informed decision making and public participation. An EIR is not required 
to consider alternatives which are infeasible. The lead agency is responsible for 
selecting a range of project alternatives for examination and must publicly 
disclose its reasoning for selecting those alternatives. There is no ironclad rule 
governing the nature or scope of the alternatives to be discussed other than the 
rule of reason. 

Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), "reasonable" is generally 
understood to mean those technically and economically feasible project alternatives that 
would satisfy the primary objectives of the project defined in the Purpose and Need 
statement. 

Parsons 
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INTRODUCTION 

Measure I 2010-2040, the Y2 cent sales tax in San Bernardino County devoted to 
transportation projects, was passed by the voters in 2004 and included in Schedule D-1 
a project to widen 1-10 from 1-15 to Riverside County with a funding amount of $610 
million. 

The Project Study Report/Project Develop Support (PSRIPDS) document completed in 
2006 for the 1-10 Corridor Project included two alternatives, both of which add a single 
HOV lane in each direction from Haven Avenue in Ontario east to Ford Street in the City 
of Redlands. The existing HOV lane on 1-10 starts at Haven Avenue and continues west 
in to Los Angeles County. The major difference between the two alternatives included in 
the PSR was the extent of nonstandard cross sectional features. Going forward, the 
nonstandard alternative will be evaluated as a design variation. 

The Project ApprovaVEnvironmental Document (PAlED) under preparation includes 
Alternative 2 that adds a single HOV lane in each direction from Haven Avenue to Ford 
Street. Because the existing HOV lane west of Haven Avenue does not meet federal 
HOV lane operating criteria (operating at speeds of at least 45 mph, as explained below 
under the heading Background Information) and the proposed HOV lane is anticipated 
to operate over capacity in some locations as soon as it is opened, additional 
alternatives that add two lanes each direction to 1-10 are also being considered. 
Because it is the only alternative that adds a single lane in each direction, Alternative 2 
is retained for evaluation in the environmental document. Alternatives adding three or 
more lanes in each direction (other than localized auxiliary lanes) are not considered 
viable due to the extensive right-of-way acquisition that would be necessary to 
accommodate such widening. 

Four alternatives that add two lanes to 1-10 in each direction have been considered. All 
four of these alternatives would add one lane in each direction from the Los Angeles 
County line to Haven Avenue, add two lanes each direction from Haven Avenue to SR-
21 0, and add one lane each direction from SR-21 0 to Ford Street. The types of lanes to 
be added vary and include GP, HOV, and Express Lanes. Each of these alternatives is 
more fully described below. None of the proposed alternatives would provide sufficient 
additional capacity to completely eliminate peak period congestion on 1-1 0. 

Parsons 
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PROJECT FUNDING 

The 1-10 Corridor Project is expected to be funded from a combination of Measure I, 
State and Federal funds. County voters approved Measure I, supporting a half-cent 
sales tax in the incorporated and unincorporated areas of the County for the 20-year 
period between April 1, 1990, and March 31, 2010. Early in the second decade of 
Measure I, it became apparent that continuation of the half-cent sales tax would be 
critical to maintaining funding for transportation projects in San Bernardino County. 

The voters of San Bernardino County approved San Bernardino County Transportation 
Authority Ordinance 04-01 on November 2, 2004, extending the half-cent sales tax for 
30 years, to March 31, 2040. The Ordinance is referred to in the Strategic Plan as 
Measure I 2010-2040 to distinguish it from the 20-year half-cent sales tax measure that 
took effect in April 1990. 

On April 1, 2009, the SAN BAG Board approved the Measure I 2010-2040 Strategic 
Plan, which was developed to define the policy framework for delivery of the projects 
and programs referenced in the Measure. The Strategic Plan is the official guide and 
reference for the allocation and administration of the combination of Measure I funds, 
State and federal transportation revenues, and private fair-share contributions to 
regional transportation facilities from new development. 

One of the key requirements of the Strategic Plan is the preparation of a 10-Year 
Delivery Plan. The purpose of the 1 0-Year Delivery Plan is to provide a transparent list 
of projects that will be developed during the next 10 years and to define the scope, 
schedule, and budget for these projects, given current information and assumptions. 

The SAN BAG 10-Year Delivery Plan dated January 2012 carries two alternatives for the 
1-10 corridor. The first alternative includes the addition of a single HOV lane in each 
direction on 1-10, from Haven Avenue to SA 210. The second alternative includes the 
addition on 1-10 from the Los Angeles County line to Ford Street of either one or two 
Express Lanes in each direction, depending upon location. The SAN BAG 1 0-Year 
Delivery Plan was a planning document to assess general financial needs of the 10-
year period and was not intended to constrain the identification of alternatives in the 
PAlED phase of project development. 

Under the Express Lanes Alternative, toll revenue provides the additional funding 
source necessary to construct the improvements. Table 8 of the 10-Year Delivery Plan 
indicates that there is insufficient Measure I, State and Federal funding available to add 
two lanes each way along the 1-1 0 Corridor without the additional toll revenue funding 
source indicated in the table. 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

There are several issues that affect the viability of alternatives. They are summarized 
as follows. 

A. HOV Degradation 

Caltrans has determined that the existing HOV lane west of Haven Avenue is degraded. 
A degraded HOV facility is one that does not provide a speed of 45 miles-per-hour 90% 
of the time during peak hours. Under federal law (the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 
21st Century Act or MAP-21 Section 1514) Caltrans must develop a plan to address the 
degradation and restore operations in the HOV lane to provide acceptable traffic 
operations. Currently, Caltrans is reviewing the impact of converting degraded HOV 
lanes to 3 persons per vehicle to meet the federal45 miles-per-hour standard. 

B. Future Flexibility 

MAP-21 (Section 1512) also provides a prohibition against federal participation in a 
project that would convert toll-free general purpose lanes to tolled lanes. The Project 
Funding section above indicates that federal funding would be one of the funding 
sources tor the 1-10 improvements. Consequently, the 1-10 Corridor Project could not 
convert existing toll-free general purpose lanes to tolled lanes. Nor could the 1-10 
Corridor Project construct new lanes as toll-free general purpose lanes and 
subsequently convert them to tolled lanes. The 1-1 0 Corridor Project could construct 
new HOV lanes and subsequently convert those lanes and existing HOV lanes to tolled 
lanes. 

C. Consistency with Regional Plans 

SCAG prepared the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) in April 2012. The RTP 
includes the following improvement in both the financially constrained RTP and the 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP): "1-1 0 HOV LANE ADDITION -
FROM HAVEN (ONTARIO TO FORD ST (REDLANDS)-WIDENING FROM 8-10 
LANES, AUX LANES WIDENING UNDERCROSSINGS AND OVERCROSSINGS AND 
RECONSTRUCTION OF RAMPS WHERE NEEDED". 

The RTP also includes, in the Highways and Arterials Appendix, an Express/High
Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lane Network. The network includes 1-10 in San Bernardino 
County from the LA County line to Ford Street. The RTP explains the need for express 
lanes: "Despite concerted effort to reduce traffic congestion through years of 
infrastructure investment, the region's system demands continue to exceed available 
capacity during peak periods. Consistent with the regional emphasis on the mobility 
pyramid . . . recent planning efforts have focused on enhanced system management 
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including integration of pricing to better utilize existing capacity and to offer users 
greater travel time reliability and more travel choices. Express Lanes that are 
appropriately priced to reflect demand can outperform non-priced lanes in terms of 
throughput, especially during congested periods." 

D. TSM!TDM 

Although a Transportation System Management (TSM)!Transportation Demand 
Management (TOM) Alternative alone would not satisfy the purpose and need of the 
project, each of the project alternatives will include TSM!TDM components. These 
components may include elements that enhance transit access under some or all 
alternatives. 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

Purpose of the Project 

Improve traffic operations on the 1-10 freeway in order to reduce congestion, increase 
throughput and enhance trip reliability for the planning design year of 2045. 

The objectives of the project are to: 

• Improve traffic levels of service; 

• Improve travel times within the corridor; 

• Provide a facility that is compatible with transit and other modal options; 

• Provide consistency with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan; 

• Provide a cost effective project solution; and 

• Minimize environmental impacts and right of way acquisition. 

Need for the Project 

Deficiencies of /-10 within the project limits are summarized below: 

• The majority of the 1-10 mainline GP lanes peak-period traffic demand currently 
exceeds capacity; 

• All of the 1-1 0 mainline G P lanes are projected to exceed capacity in future years; 
and 

• The 1-10 existing mainline HOV lanes operation is degraded during peak-periods 
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ALTERNATIVES DISCUSSION - Additional 2 Lanes 

Alternative 3: Two Express Lanes in Each Direction 

Alternative 3 would provide two Express Lanes in each direction of 1-10. Beginning at 
the Los Angeles County line. an Express Lane would be added in each direction. 
extending from Haven Avenue. For this segment of the 1-1 o. the existing HOV lane and 
the new lane would be combined to provide two Express Lanes in each direction. 
Continuing east from Haven Avenue. two Express Lanes would be built in each 
direction to SR-210. From SR-210 to Ford Street, a single Express Lane would be built 
in each direction. 

j l;l;l[wla ln lml~.l I 
Shld 2 EXPRESS 4 GENERAL PURPOSE AUX Shld 
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ALTERNATIVE 3 
Add 2 Express Lanes 

Benefits of Constructing Two Express Lanes 

• The change in management of the HOV lane west of Haven Avenue to the Los 
Angeles County line to a tolled Express Lane and the addition of a second tolled 
Express Lane in each direction would provide reduced toll to HOVs meeting the 
minimum occupancy requirement. The Express Lanes would address the current 
degraded condition of the HOV lanes (congested and not meeting the federal 

operating standard for HOV lanes) in this area. 

• The Express Lanes, which would charge reduced toll to HOVs meeting the 

occupancy requirement. would meet the objective of providing a comprehensive 
HOV lane system. 

• The Express Lanes meet the RTP plan to develop an Express Lane network on 
freeways throughout the Los Angeles metropolitan area. 

• The Express Lanes would be managed by varying the toll amount so that the 

Express Lanes would not exceed their capacity or become congested. Figures 1 

and 2 show that the forecast volumes in the Express Lanes do not exceed their 

capacity. This is because the Express Lanes would be managed so that volume 

does not exceed capacity. congestion is avoided. and high speed traffic 

operations are maintained. As Express Lane volumes approach capacity. tolls 

Parsons 634 Draft: June 24, 2013 



,_ 
::s 
0 
J: ,_ 
Col 
0. 

"' Cl 
u 
:2 
~ 

r 
... 
::s 
0 
J: ,_ 
Ill 
0. 

"' Ill 
u 
:2 
CIJ 
> 

Parsons 

4,500 

4,000 

3,500 

3,000 

2,500 

2,000 

1,500 

1,000 

500 

0 

I 

1 
LA County Line to 1-15: 

2 Express Lanes 
1-15 to 1-215: 

2 Express Lanes 
1·215 to california 5t: California St to Ford 

2 Express Lanes 5t: 1 Express Lane 

• Eastbound Demand • westbound Demand [ZJLanes Congested 

- Maximum Throughput (Capacity) - - -congested Throughput 

Figure 1. Maximum 2025 Forecast Segment Traffic Demand and 
Estimated Throughput, Alternative 3: Express Lanes 

4,500 

4,000 

3,500 

3,000 

2,500 

2,000 

1,500 

1,000 

500 

0 

--- ---

LA County Line to 1-15: 1-15 to 1-215: 1-215 to California St: California St to Ford 
2 Express Lanes 2 Express Lanes 2 Express Lanes St: l Express Lane 

• Eastbound Demand • Westbound Demand IZJLanes Congested 

- Maximum Throughput (capacity) - - -Congested Throughput 

Figure 2. Maximum 2045 Forecast Segment Traffic Demand and 

Estimated Throughput, Alternative 3: Express Lanes 

635 Draft: June 24, 2013 



would be raised so that the volume in the Express Lanes would not exceed 1,750 

vehicles per hour per lane. At these volumes high speed uncongested traffic 

operations would be maintained. 

• The Express Lanes would be managed by varying the toll amount so that the 

Express Lanes would provide a reliable travel time along the 1·10 corridor. 

• The Express Lanes would provide a choice to corridor motorists not meeting the 

Express Lane occupancy requirement for free use of the Express Lanes to obtain 

a reliable travel time in exchange for a toll. 

• The Express Lanes would raise revenue to partially offset project cost and 

potentially fund additional transportation improvements in the corridor. 

• Because the Express Lanes would be managed to minimize congestion in the 

Express Lanes, they would not suffer throughput reduction typical of congested 

general purpose lanes. Express Lanes can provide greater throughput than 

general purpose lanes during congested periods. 

• Because the Express Lanes would provide more traffic throughput per lane than 

the congested general purpose lanes, traffic volumes would be attracted from the 

general purpose lanes to the Express Lanes, thereby reducing traffic volume and 

congestion in the general purpose lanes. 

• Figures 3 and 4 show that the forecast GP lane traffic demand will be over 

capacity in some portion of each segment in both 2025 and 2045 under 

Alternative 3. The volume shown for each segment is the highest volume in that 

segment forecast for either the AM or PM peak hour. The figures also show with 

a solid red line the capacity of the four general purpose lanes in each direction, 

which is 1,850 vehicles per lane per hour or 7,400 per hour. For those segments 

where demand is forecast to exceed capacity, severe congestion is anticipated. 

Since severely congested lanes provide less traffic flow than free flowing lanes, a 

throughput of 1 ,200 vehicles per hour per lane is used for severely congested 

conditions and shown in Figure 3 and 4 with a dashed red line. For lanes where 

demand is not forecast to exceed capacity, throughput is the same as demand. 

The congestion in the general purpose lanes provides motorists with the 

incentive to use the tolled Express Lanes. 

Concerns of Constructing Two Express Lanes 

• Access to the Express Lanes would be limited to approximately 1 0 locations 

along the 33 mile corridor. 

• Access to the Express Lanes would require payment of a toll for corridor 

motorists not meeting the occupancy requirements. 
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Rationale for retaining Alternative 3 for further consideration 

Alternative 3 is considered an effective option that adds 2 lanes to 1-1 0 because it: 

• Provides motorists with a choice to travel congestion free; 

• Provides motorists with a choice for a reliable travel time; 

• Increases throughput by maintaining higher per lane traffic flow in the Express 

Lanes than would be provided in the congested HOV or general purpose lanes 

expected under other alternatives; 

• Improves traffic flow in the GP lanes by drawing traffic into the Express Lanes 

because of their higher per lane traffic flow; 

• Provides an offset to project cost through the revenue generation of the Express 

Lanes; and 

• Is consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan including its Express 

Lane Network plans. 

Alternative 4: One HOV Lane and One GP Lane in Each Direction 

Alternative 4 would provide one HOV lane and one GP lane in each direction of 1-10. 
The existing HOV lane would be extended east from Haven Avenue to Ford Street. The 
additional GP lane would be added from the Los Angeles County line to SR-210. 

Shld 1 HOV 5 GENERAL PURPOSE 

ALTERNATIVE 4 
Add 1 HOV Lane and 1 GP lane 

Benefits of Constructing One HOV Lane and One GP Lane 

• The existing HOV lane west of Haven Avenue would be extended east to Ford 

Street. This would provide a continuous HOV facility along a more extensive 

portion of the 1-1 0 corridor in the urbanized area. 

• The easterly extension of the HOV lane would meet the objective of providing a 

comprehensive HOV lane system. 

• An additional GP lane would provide more capacity for all corridor motorists. 
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Concerns of Constructing One HOV Lane and One GP Lane 

• The HOV lane west of Haven Avenue is currently degraded (congested and not 
meeting the federal operating standard for HOV lanes), and will further 
deteriorate over time. 

• The congestion, existing and anticipated, in the single HOV lane would limit the 
ability to improve HOV trip reliability without conversion to HOV3+. Addressing 
the degraded HOV condition would require consideration of increasing the 
occupancy requirement to 3 persons per vehicle, which would result in 
substantial unused capacity in the HOV lane and therefore more congestion in 
the GP lanes. 

• Portions of the new HOV lane east of Haven Avenue to Ford Street will be over 
capacity when it is planned to be opened to traffic in 2025, as shown in Figure 5. 
By 2045, the single HOV lane will be over capacity for most of the corridor, as 
shown in Figure 6. Figures 5 and 6 show the forecast HOV lane demand in the 
most heavily trafficked portion of each of the four segments of 1-1 0 within the 
project limits. The volume shown for each segment is the highest volume in that 
segment forecast for either the AM or PM peak hour. The figures also show with 
a solid red line the capacity of a single HOV lane, which is 1,600 vehicles per 
hour and which is limited to that value by the inability to pass without merging 
into the general purpose lanes. For those segments where HOV demand is 
forecast to exceed capacity, severe congestion is anticipated. Since severely 
congested lanes provide less traffic flow than free flowing lanes, a throughput of 
1,200 vehicles per hour per lane is used for severely congested conditions and 

shown in Figures 5 and 6 with a dashed red line. For lanes where HOV demand 
is not forecast to exceed capacity, throughput is the same as demand. 

• Figures 7 and 8 show the forecast GP lane demand in the most heavily trafficked 

portion of each of the four segments of 1-1 0 within the project limits. The figures 
also show with a solid red line the capacity of the general purpose lanes in each 
segment, which is 1,850 vehicles per lane per hour (or 9,250 per hour in the 5 

general purpose lanes west of California Street and 7,400 in the 4 general 

purpose lanes east of California Street). For those segments where demand is 
forecast to exceed capacity, severe congestion is anticipated. Since severely 

congested lanes provide less traffic flow than free flowing lanes, a throughput of 

1,200 vehicles per hour per lane is used for severely congested conditions and 
shown in Figures 7 and 8 with a dashed red line. 
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• Single managed lanes do not provide the ability to pass. Even assuming 
continuous access to the HOV lane, during congested periods congestion in the 
GP lanes would make passing a slow HOV lane motorist by using the #1 GP lane 
problematic. 

• Since MAP-21 prohibits the conversion of a free GP lane to a tolled Express 
Lane (see Background Information section above), construction of Alternative 4 
would preclude future management of more than the single HOV lane and 
implementation of the Express Lanes Network identified in the SCAG RTP. 
Management of the single HOV lane could be changed to a single Express Lane 
but a single Express Lane has severely restricted benefits because of the 
inability to pass in the lane. 

Rationale for removing Alternative 4 from further consideration 

Alternative 4 is not considered an effective option in fulfilling the project purpose. 
Alternative 4: 

• Provides limited congestion reduction; 

• Precludes future management of the proposed GP lane since MAP-21 prohibits 
the conversion of free GP lanes to a tolled Express Lane; 

• Passing in HOV lane is problematic and cannot be done without merging into the 
general purpose lane; 

• Provides minimal enhancement of operations and improvement in trip reliability 
as measured by changes in corridor travel time; and 

• Does not maximize throughput. 

Based upon the preliminary cost estimate for this alternative, less than 50 percent of the 
cost could be funded with available funding sources identified within the SAN BAG 10-

year delivery plan and the SANBAG Measure I Strategic plan. Therefore, the high 
unfunded cost of Alternative 4 also contributes to the determination that the alternative 

is not an effective option. 

Alternative 5: Two High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes in Each Direction 

Alternative 5 would provide two High Occupancy Vehicle lanes in each direction of 1-10. 
The existing High Occupancy Vehicle lane would be extended east from Haven Avenue 
to Ford Street. The second High Occupancy Vehicle lane would be added from the Los 
Angeles County line to SA-21 0. 
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ALTERNATIVE 5 
Add 2 HOV lanes 

Benefits of Constructing Two High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes 

• Dual HOV lanes would more fully meet the demand for HOV capacity than a 
single HOV lane. The forecast demand for dual HOV lanes in the 1-10 corridor 

west of SR-21 0 shown in Figure 9 indicates that there is sufficient demand to 

overfill a single HOV lane {with a capacity of 1 ,600 vehicles per lane per hour 

shown in the figure by the lower solid red line). Figure 9 shows that HOV demand 

is forecasted to be at or exceed the capacity of a single HOV lane in 2025; Figure 
1 0 shows that HOV demand exceeds the capacity of a single HOV lane in 2045 

in all segments. 

• Provision of additional HOV capacity encourages carpooling. 

• Provision of additional HOV lane capacity would more fully meet the air quality 

objective of providing a comprehensive HOV lane system than a single HOV 

lane. 

• HOV trip reliability would be enhanced only in some segments where forecast 

HOV lane demand is not anticipated to exceed HOV lane capacity. Figures 9 and 

1 0 show that HOV lane trip time would not be reliable westbound from 1-15 to the 

LA County line and in both directions between California Street and Ford Street. 

• Flexibility would be provided to convert the dual HOV lanes to Express Lanes in 

the future when HOV demand exceeds capacity or when GP demand exceeds 

capacity and substantial HOV capacity is available. 

Concerns of Constructing Two High Occupancy Vehicle Lanes 

• Management flexibility is unavailable to improve lane utilization where substantial 

HOV capacity is unused or where HOV demand exceeds capacity. 
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• While capacity of a single HOV lane is generally insufficient to meet demand {as 
shown in Figure 9), dual HOV lanes provide excess HOV capacity through 2045 
in some locations as shown in Figure 10. 

• In the area west of 1-15, dual westbound HOV lanes are anticipated to be 
degraded {based on demand exceeding capacity) upon opening in 2025. A 
degraded condition is also anticipated westbound from Ford Street to California 
Street. Figure 9 shows that westbound HOV demand in these segments exceeds 
capacity, which will result in congestion, low operating speeds, and the reduced 
throughput shown in Figure 9 with the dashed red line. Addressing degradation 
would require consideration of increasing the occupancy requirement to 3 
persons per vehicle, which will result in substantial unused capacity in the HOV 
lane. 

• Figures 11 and 12 show the forecast GP lane demand in the most heavily 
trafficked portion of each of the four segments of 1-10 within the project limits. 
The volume shown for each segment is the highest volume in that segment 
forecast for either the AM or PM peak hour. The figures also show with a solid 
red line the capacity of the general purpose lanes in each segment, which is 
1,850 vehicles per lane per hour or 7,400 in the 4 general purpose lanes. When 
demand is forecast to exceed capacity, severe congestion is anticipated. Since 
severely congested lanes provide less traffic flow than free flowing lanes, a 
throughput of 1 ,200 vehicles per hour per lane is used for severely congested 
conditions and shown in Figures 11 and 12 with a dashed red line. 

Rationale for removing Alternative 5 from further consideration 

Alternative 5 is not considered an effective option in fulfilling the project purpose. 

Alternative 5: 

• Provides limited congestion reduction; 

• Provides minimal or no enhancement of operations and improvement in trip 

reliability as measured by the ability to traverse the corridor without encountering 
areas of substantial congestion; and 

• Does not maximize throughput. 
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Based upon the preliminary cost estimate for this alternative, less than 50 percent of the 

cost could be funded with available funding sources identified within the SAN BAG 1 0-

year delivery plan and the SANBAG Measure I Strategic plan. Therefore, the high 

unfunded cost of Alternative 5 also contributes to the determination that the alternative 

is not an effective option. 

Alternative 6: Two General Purpose Lanes in Each Direction 

Alternative 6 would provide one additional General Purpose lane in each direction of 1-
1 0 from the Los Angeles County Line to Haven Avenue, two additional General Purpose 
lanes in each direction from Haven Avenue to SR-21 0, and one additional GP lane in 
each direction from SR-21 0 to Ford Street. 

6 GENERAL PURPOSE 

ALTERNATIVE 6 
Add 2 GP Lane-s 

AUX Shld 
,., . .... -.1 

Traffic volumes were not forecast for Alternative 6. However, west of Haven Avenue to 
the LA County line Alternative 6 would have 1 HOV lane and 5 GP lanes. This is the 
same as Alternative 4. East of Haven Avenue both Alternatives 4 and 6 have the same 
total number of Janes, with one of the Janes being an HOV lane under Alternative 4 and 
all of the Janes being GP Janes under Alternative 6. Since the only difference between 
Alternatives 4 and 6 is the lane type of one Jane east of Haven Avenue, the Alternative 4 
forecasts are used to estimate the Alternative 6 GP Jane forecasts. West of 1-15 the 
forecasts are assumed to be the same. East of 1-15 the Alternative 6 GP lane forecasts 
are assumed to be the sum of the Alternative 4 GP and HOV lane forecasts. Figures 13 
and 14 show the estimated maximum GP Jane traffic demand forecasts in 2025 and 
2045, respectively. These forecasts are conservative in that the addition of 2 GP Janes 
in each direction in Alternative 6 would likely have a higher total demand than that of 
Alternative 4 with its addition of 1 HOV and 1 GP. 

Benefits of Constructing Two General Purpose Lanes 

• The construction of the two Janes would increase the capacity of the 1-1 0 within 

the project limits. Increased capacity would allow more traffic to use the 1-10 
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freeway. At opening year of this project alternative, congestion and traffic delay 
would be reduced along the 1-10. 

Concerns of Constructing Two General Purpose Lanes 

• Although this alternative would reduce traffic delay and congestion at opening 
year, Figure 13 shows that traffic demand during the peak hour is anticipated to 
exceed GP lane capacity in portions of three segments when opened in 2025. By 
2045 all segments would have portions over capacity. Figures 13 and 14 show 
the forecast GP lane demand in the most heavily trafficked portion of each of the 
four segments of 1-10 within the project limits. The forecast shown for each 
segment is the highest volume in that segment forecast for either the AM or PM 
peak hour. The figures also show with a solid red line the capacity of the general 
purpose lanes in each segment, which is 1 ,850 vehicles per lane per hour (or 
9,250 per hour in the 5 general purpose lanes west of 1-15 and east of California 
Street and 11 , 1 00 in the 6 general purpose lanes between 1-15 and California 
Street). For those segments where demand is forecast to exceed capacity, 
severe congestion is anticipated. Since severely congested lanes provide less 
traffic flow than free flowing lanes, a throughput of 1,200 vehicles per hour per 
lane is used for severely congested conditions and shown in Figures 13 and 14 
with a dashed red line. 

• Alternative 6 would provide some congestion relief but, due to the congestion 
discussed in the previous bullet, Alternative 6 would not provide trip reliability. 

• Alternative 6 does not address the degradation in the existing HOV lane west of 
Haven Avenue. The degradation will deteriorate further over time as HOV traffic 

increases. The HOV Jane is anticipated to exceed capacity in 2045, be severely 
congested, with throughput of approximately 1 ,200 vehicles per hour, as shown 

in Figure 14 with a dashed red line. 

• The RTP project identified for the corridor is an HOV lane. Alternative 6 is 
inconsistent with that project definition. 

• Since MAP-21 prohibits the conversion of a free GP lane to a tolled Express 
Lane, construction of Alternative 6 would preclude future managed lanes. 

Implementation of the Express Lanes Network identified in the SCAG RTP would 

be effectively precluded because of the cost of acquiring the necessary additional 
right-of-way for two future additional lanes. 
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Rationale for removing Alternative 6 from further consideration 

Alternative 6 is not considered an effective option in fulfilling the project purpose. 

Alternative 6 because it: 

• Is forecast to have demand in excess of capacity and therefore be congested in 3 
of the 4 segments between the LA County line and Ford Street on opening day 
and in all segments by 2045. 

• Provides minimal enhancement of operations and improvement in trip reliability 

due to the extent of the corridor in which traffic demand exceeds capacity as 

noted in the previous bullet; 

• Provides no additional managed lanes in the corridor and no potential to 

introduce additional managed lanes in the future. 

• Provides no incentive to carpool; 

• Does not maximize throughput; and 

• Is inconsistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan Express Lane 
Network plans, since MAP-21 prohibits the conversion of free GP lanes to a 

tolled Express Lane. 

Based upon the preliminary cost estimate for this alternative, less than 50 percent of the 

cost could be funded with available funding sources identified within the SAN BAG 10-

year delivery plan and the SANBAG Measure I Strategic plan. Therefore, the high 

unfunded cost of Alternative 6 also contributes to the determination that the alternative 

is not an effective option. 

Conclusion 

Table 1 below summarizes the information presented above with regard to the purpose 
and need of the project. In Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6, the GP lanes in all segments are 
anticipated to exceed capacity in 2045 (see Figures 4, 8, 12, and 14). In Alternatives 4, 
5, and 6 the HOV lanes are over capacity in some segments, but the Express Lanes in 
Alternative 3 are managed so that they won't be over capacity. In short, none of the 
proposed alternatives will provide sufficient capacity to meet forecast traffic demand and 
avoid congestion. Nonetheless, the additional capacity in Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6 will 
result in some improvement of levels of service compared to doing nothing. Alternative 
3 is the only alternative that provides some free flowing lanes that are not over capacity 
and will operate uncongested during the peak periods in all segments of the corridor. 
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Consequently, the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 are the only lanes that are anticipated 
to operate with acceptable levels of service. Therefore, Table 1 below shows that 
Alternative 3 best meets the criterion of improving traffic levels of service. 

Similarly, all of the alternatives improve travel times within the corridor compared to 
doing nothing. Because of the congestion anticipated under any of the build 
alternatives, travel times along the corridor will be substantially greater during peak 
demand hours than during low-demand off-peak hours. Only the Express Lanes in 
Alternative 3 provide a travel time option that is reliable and not subject to the delay and 
unpredictable travel time consequences of severe congestion. Therefore, Table 1 below 
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shows that Alternative 3 best meets the criterion of improving travel times within the 
corridor. 

All of the alternatives provide some compatibility with transit and other modal options, 
except Alternative 6 which provides no managed or HOV lanes east of Haven Avenue 
and does not address the existing degraded conditions and anticipated congested 
conditions in the HOV lane west of Haven Avenue. Alternatives 3, 4, and 5 provide 
some potential for preferential transit use of the HOV and/or Express Lanes. Figures 6 
and 1 0 show that substantial congestion is anticipated in 2045 in the HOV lanes of 
Alternatives 4 and 5. Figure 2 shows that no congestion resulting from traffic volume 
exceeding capacity is anticipated in the Express Lanes of Alternative 3. Consequently, 
Table 1 shows that Alternative 3 best meets the criterion of providing a facility that is 
compatible with alternative modes of travel. 

The current SCAG RTP includes proposed HOV improvements on 1-10 within the 
project area. The SCAG RTP also identifies a longer range aim of providing Express 
Lanes in the corridor. Alternative 3 would meet both aims by constructing the Express 
Lanes and providing reduced toll for HOV travel in the Express Lanes for those vehicles 
meeting the HOV occupancy requirement. Therefore, Table 1 shows that Alternative 3 
best meets the criterion of being consistent with the SCAG RTP. Alternative 4 meets the 
HOV improvement aim, but has limited potential to provide Express Lanes because it 
would be limited to a single Express Lane in each direction. Alternative 5 would meet 
the HOV improvement aim and retain the potential to implement the Express Lanes. 
Alternative 6 is consistent with neither of these regional planning aims. 

With respect to providing a cost effective project solution, traditional federal, state, and 
local transportation funding is insufficient to construct any of the proposed two lane 
alternatives. Alternative 3 provides an additional increment of funding derived from the 
Express Lane tolls that could be used to fund part, or all, of the gap between the 
currently identified funding and the cost of construction. Therefore, Table 1 shows that 
Alternative 3 best meets the criterion of a cost effective project solution. 

Since the footprint of Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6 are similar, the environmental impacts 
and right of way acquisitions would be comparable. Table 1 shows that all of the 
alternatives are essentially equal in this regard. 

In conclusion, based on the rationales provided above and the information provided in 
Table 1, Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 are not as effective in meeting the project's purpose 
and need and therefore will not be fully analyzed in the environmental document. 
Alternative 3 is the most effective 2 lane alternative and will be fully analyzed in the 
environmental document. 
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MEASURE I 

• San Bernardino County Transportation Commission • San Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority ror Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 40 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Additional Expenditure Authority for Three Railroad Construction and 
Maintenance Agreements on Interstate 215 Segment 2 

Recommendation: • 1. Approve additional expenditure authority for Contract C09109, Construction 
and Maintenance Agreement with California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) and BNSF Railway for railroad flagging and inspection costs for 
Interstate 215 (1-215) for the Ninth Street Bridge construction in the amount of 
$34,600 for a new total expenditure authority of $515,813.00. 

• 

I coo I I ere 
Check all that apply. 

BRD1307b·ds 

2. Approve additional expenditure authority for Contract C09110, Construction 
and Maintenance Agreement with California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) and BNSF Railway for railroad flagging and inspection costs for 
Interstate 215 (1-215) for the Baseline Street Bridge construction in the amount of 
$115,000 for a new total expenditure authority of $902,823.00. 

3. Approve additional expenditure authority for Contract C09111, Construction 
and Maintenance Agreement with California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) and BNSF Railway for railroad flagging and inspection costs for 
Interstate 215 (1-215) for the 16th Street Bridge construction in the amount of 
$2 I 5,000 for a new total expenditure authority of $1,002,823.00 . 

I CfA I X I SAFE I CMA I 
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Background: The SANBAG Board approved three construction and maintenance agreements 
between Caltrans, SANBAG and BNSF Railway at its December 3, 2008 Board 
meeting for 1-215 Segment 2. These agreements specified that SANBAG would 
construct these bridges and then tum over the bridges to Caltrans upon completion 
of construction. The agreements also required that SANBAG pay for permanent 
and temporary easements needed for the projects as well as railroad flagging and 
inspection services required during construction. In the agreement for Ninth 
Street, Baseline Street. and 16th Street, estimates were given for the amount of 
flagging and inspection services to be provided. The agreements require 
SANBAG to pay for the actual final costs for these services. 

As construction is nearing completion, it is projected that the actual costs for 
railroad flagging and inspection services will exceed the original estimate. This is 
due to several reasons. (i) On many days, aue to the length of the project area, 
more flagmen than originally planned for were required to safely monitor 
construction activity and coordinate train traffic. (ii) In addition to work at each 
of the bridges, the flagmen were required for the work on fencing and walls that 
abut the railroad between bridges. (iii) Finally, the complexity of the project and 
the limited work windows available from the railroad on this very active rail lines 
resulted in more work shifts than originally estimated. 

Due to the factors noted above, additional expenditure authority is needed to 
complete the anticipated work in these three bridge areas. For the 9th Street 
Bridge, an estimated $34,600 above the original estimate is needed to finish the 
project. For the Baseline Street Bridge, an estimated $115,000 will be required 
before work is completed. The 16th Street Bridge work area will require an 
estimated $215,000. Staff requests approval of the additional expenditure 
authority for these three agreements to allow full payment for completion of all 
railroad work. 

Financiallmpact: This item is consistent with the proposed SANBAG Fiscal Year 201312014 
budget. This agreement will be funded with Projects of National and Regional 
Significance (PNRS) and Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) funds under 
Task Number No. 0838. 

Reviewed By: This item has not received prior Policy Committee review. 

Responsible Staff: Garry Cohoe, Director of Project Delivery 
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MEASURE I 

• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• San Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 41 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Increase expenditure authority for the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail 
Project and San Bernardino Transit Center right-of-way acquisitions 

Recommendation: • That the Board acting in its capacity as the San Bernardino County Transportation 
Commission allocate $1,500,000 of undesignated, unreserved State Transit 
Assistance Fund County Population (PUC99313) to fund right-of-way purchases 
for the Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project and the San Bernardino 
Transit Center. This allocation amount is comprised of the estimated property 
acquisition costs plus contingency. 

Background: The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), acting as the 
San Bernardino County Transportation Commission, is proposing to extend 
Metrolink commuter passenger rail service approximately one (1) mile east from 
its current terminus at the Santa Fe Depot located at 1170 West 3rd Street, 
San Bernardino, to new Metro link commuter rail platforms at the proposed 
San Bernardino Transit Center (SBTC) near the intersection of Rialto Avenue and 
E Street in the City of San Bernardino, California. 

• 

At its December 20 12 meeting, the Board of Directors allocated $6,587,000 to 
fund right-of-way (ROW) acquisition necessary for the construction of the 
Downtown San Bernardino Passenger Rail Passenger Project (DSBPRP) and 
$2,000,000 to fund ROW acquisition necessary for the SBTC. At the 
February 2013 meeting, the Board of Directors allocated an additional $1,957,573 

Approvt:d 
Board of Dirt:clors 

Date:---------
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to fund additional properties not originally part of the ROW acquisition process. 
A total of $13,838,073 has been budgeted between FY 12/13 and 13/14 to fund 
ROW acquisitions for both projects and, to date, a total of $10,544,573 has been 
allocated for expenditures. In an effort to control costs, staff has incrementally 
brought forward allocation increases to ensure that only the funding necessary to 
complete the process is allocated. . 

Staff is presenting this item directly to the Board to ensure the ROW process 
continues without interruption while SANBAG is dark during August and to 
ensure the delivery of the projects remain on schedule since funding requirements 
associated with over $11,000,000 in State Local P.artnership Program and 
Transportation Enhancement funds programmed for both the DSBPRP and SBTC 
that must be allocated by December 2013. Staff is requesting the allocation of an 
additional $1,500,000 based on projected estimates for the remainder of ROW 
activities for the DSBPR and SBTC projects. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the adopted Fiscal Year 2013/2014 SANBAG budget 
Task No. 0379 Commuter Rail Capital of State Transit Assistance Fund 
(PUC99313) in the amount of $1,500,000. 

Reviewed By: This item has not received prior policy committee or technical advisory 
committee review. 

Responsible Staff Mitch Alderman, Director of Rail & Transit Programs 
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• San Bernardino County Transportation Commlsslon • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority lor Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM: 42 

Date: July 10,2013 

Subject: E Street Storm Drain Contract Delegation 

Recommendation: • 1. Approve and adopt the Plans and Specifications for construction of the E Street 
Storm Drain Project. 

Background: 

• 

2. Delegate authority to the Commuter Rail & Transit Committee to award 
Contract #C14004, E Street Storm Drain Improvements, as part of the 
San Bernardino Transit Center Project 

As part of the San Bernardino Transit Center (SBTC) project, a storm drain will 
be constructed along Rialto A venue and E Street in the City of San Bernardino. 
The SBTC is expected to be in construction by the end of 2013. The Onmitrans 
sbX project is currently under construction and expected to be substantially 
completed by the end of 2013 with operations set to begin in April 2014. The 
work on E Street needs to be completed before the rest of SBTC begins 
construction to allow for the storm drain construction to coincide with the sbX 
construction on E Street. By coordinating these efforts, the pavement onE Street 
will only have to be repaved once and avoid service disruption to sbX. 

The proposed work on E Street includes the installation of a 36 inch storm drain 
from the railroad right-of-way north to Rialto A venue, as well as the installation 
of a six (6) inch sewer lateral from the main line onE Street. The sewer line will 
be installed up to the SBTC property line. In addition, the San Bernardino 

Approved 
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Municipal Water Department (SBMWD) will be installing a six (6) inch fire 
service line from the water main to the property line on E Street. Performing the 
work prior to the completion of sbX construction will avoid disruption once 
service begins and will avoid unnecessary costs by performing all work in 
E Street prior to the final layer of new asphalt. 

Based on the City of San Bernardino's predetermined per unit cost, the 
anticipated cost of construction is $393,600, which is below the threshold 
requiring Board approval to release the invitation for bids (IFB). The storm drain 
plans were released via IFB on June 26, 2013 and bids will be due on July 24, 
2013. It is anticipated that the contract will be ready to award by the August 
Commuter Rail & Transit Committee. In order to ensure the coordination 
between Omnitrans sbX construction and the storm drain construction, staff is 
requesting the Board approve the plans and specifications for the project and to 
delegate the contract award authority to the Commuter Rail & Transit Committee 
to allow for the work to be completed prior to the sbX project repaving E Street. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the proposed Fiscal Year 201312014 budget and was 
included in the overall budget for the SBTC. 

Reviewed By: This item has not received prior policy committee or technical advisory 
committee review. SANBAG General Counsel has approved this item as to form. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Rail & Transit Programs 
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• Son Bernardino County Transportation Commission • Son Bernardino County Transportation Authority 
• Son Bernardino County Congestion Management Agency • Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 

Minute Action 

AGENDA ITEM:_43 __ 

Date: July 10, 2013 

Subject: Purchase Order to Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway Company for Ragging 
Services to accommodate the expansion of Southern California Regional Rail 
Authority's Eastern Maintenance Facility. 

Recommendation: • 1. Authorize an increase to Purchase Order No. 4000916 with Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe Railway Company in an amount of $30,000 for a new total of 
$130,000. The purchase order is for Flagging Services to accommodate the 
expansion of Southern California Regional Rail Authority's Eastern Maintenance 
Facility. 

Background: 

• 

2. Authorize the San Bernardino Associated Governments' Executive Director or 
his designee to execute Purchase Order No. 4000916 with Burlington Northern 
Santa Fe Railway Company for flagging services associated with the Eastern 
Maintenance Facility. 

3. Allocate $7,050 of undesignated, unreserved State Transit Assistance Fund 
(PUC 99313) and $22,950 of Local Transportation Fund Rail, for a total of 
$30,000 to fund the flagging services for the expansion of the 
Eastern Maintenance Facility. 

The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) developed the 
Eastern Maintenance Facility (EMF) located in the City of Colton on Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe Railway Company (BNSF) property for maintenance of 
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Metrolink trains that serve the counties of Los Angeles, Orange, and Riverside. 
In order to accommodate additional train storage required by the implementation 
of the San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) Downtown 
San Bernardino Passenger Rail Project, SANBAG is currently completing 
construction efforts to expand the EMF. These improvements include extending 
existing storage tracks, building a bridge, and other supporting improvements. 
The additional funds are needed for increased flagging requirements by BNSF for 
the completion of the EMF project. 

In accordance with Article 6 of the Shared Use Agreement (Pasadena-Redlands 
Easement, Pasadena-Redlands Trackage rights, SB shop Trackage Rights, and 
Cajon Trackage Rights) dated October 30, 1992, as amended, between BNSF and 
SANBAG, SANBAG is proposing to pay BNSF up to $130,000 to provide 
flagging support services for EMF expansion. 

Financial Impact: This item is consistent with the Fiscal Year 201212013 adopted budget. Funding 
currently exists in Task No. 0379 Commuter Rail Capital, State Transit 
Assistance Funds and Local Transportation Fund Rail. 

Reviewed By: This item has not received prior policy committee or technical advisory 
committee review. Contracts administrator has reviewed this item. 

Responsible Staff: Mitch Alderman, Director of Transit and Rail Programs 
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South Coast 
Air Quality Management District 
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765~4178 
(909) 396-2000 • www.aqmd.gov 

Members of the 
Governing Board: 

Chairman 
Dr. WiUiam A. Burke 
Spealcer of the Assembly 
Appointee 

Vice Chairman 
Dennis R. Yates 
Mayor, Chino 
Cities of San Bernardino County 

Michael D. Antonovich 
Supavisor, Fifth District 
County of Los Angeles 

Ben Benoit 
Councilmember, Wildomar 
Cities of Riverside County 

John J, Benoit 
Supervisor, Fourth District 
County of Riverside 

Michael A. Cacciotti 
Councilmember, South Pasadena 
Cities of Los Angeles County/ 
Easaern Region 

Josie Gonmles 
Supervisor, Fifth District 
County of San Bernardino 

Joseph K. Lyou, Ph.D. 
Governor's Appointee 

Judith Mitchell 
Mayor Pro Tern. Rolling Hills Estales 
Cities or Los Angeles County/ 
Western Region 

Shawn Nelson 
Supavisor, Founh District 
County or Ora nee 

Dr. Clark E. Parker, Sr. 
Sellllte Rules Appointee 

Jan Perry 
Councilrnember, 9u. District 
City of Los Angeles Representative 

Miguel A. Pulido 
Mayor, Santa Ana 
Cities of Orange County 

To: 

From: 

June 11, 2013 

Mayors and Councilmembers 0__ ' 
Dennis R. Yates U-/ 
Mayor, City of Chino 
Vice Chairman, South Coast AQMD Governing Board I 

Representative, Cities of San Bernardino County 

Attached is the agenda item and outcome of the June 7, 2013 SCAQMD 
Governing Board meeting, and a preview of the item(s) for discussion at the 
July 5 and July 12, 2013 meetings. 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEM AT .JUNE BOARD MEETING: 

Amend Rule 444 - Open Burning 
(Continued from May 3, 2013 Board Meeting for Consideration of 
Provisions Pertaining to Beach Fire Rings Only) 

Staff recommended tl1is item be continued to a special Board meeting 
on July 12, 2013. 

At its May 3, 2013 meeting, the Board continued only those Rule 444 
amendment provisions relating to a prohibition of fire rings to the June 
7, 2013 Board Meeting. This action is to consider Proposed Amended 
Rule 444 - Open Burning, as it relates to open burning at beach areas 
only. These provisions include paragraphs (b)(ll) and (c)(7), 
subparagraph (d)(3)(G), and paragraphs (h)(5) and (6). 

Vote to Continue: 12 Yes; 0 No; 0 Abstain; 1 Absent 

•' ... \ 
' . 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS SET FOR .JULY BOARD MEETINGS: 

July 5, 2013 
Amend Rule 1309 - Emission Reduction Credits and Short Term Credits 
In 2002, the Board amended Rule 1309 to provide for Short Term Credits 
(STCs) and at the same time provide for the reissuance of such credits that 
had been provided as offsets but never used. However, the provision for 
reissuance of credits referred only to STCs, not Emission Reduction Credits 
(ERCs). U.S. EPA has never approved the 2002 amendments to Rule 1309. 
Accordingly, there is no mechanism for the reissuance or return of ERCs that 
have been submitted as offsets but never used. The proposal would allow the 
reissuance of unused ERCs provided the request is made within two years of 
issuance of the Permit to Construct and construction has not commenced. 
This action is to adopt the resolution: Amending Rule 1309. 

July 12. 2013 (Special Board Meeting)Amend Rule 444 - Open Burning 
(Continued from June 7, 2013 Board Meetingfor Consideration of 
Provisions Pertaining to Beach Fire Rings Only) 
[See rule description above.] 
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Funding from the MSRC 
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REPORT: Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee 

FROM; 

SYNOPSIS: 

Larry McCallon, SANBAG Representative to the MSRC 

Below is a summary of key issues addressed at the MSRC's meeting 
on May 16,2013. The MSRC's next meeting is scheduled for 
Thursday, June 20, 2013, at 2:00p.m. in Conference Room CC8. 

Meeting Minutes Approved 
The MSRC unanimously approved the minutes from its March 21, 20 13 meeting. 

Election of MSRC Chair & Vice-Chair 
Annually the MSRC elects its chair and vice-chair. At its May 16, 2013 meeting, the 
MSRC unanimously elected Greg Pettis as the new MSRC chair. Mr. Pettis is a Council 
Member for the City of Cathedral City, represents the RCTC on the MSRC, and formerly 
served as the MSRC vice chair. The MSRC also unanimously elected Steve Veres as the 
new MSRC vice chair. Mr. Veres represents the LACMTA (Metro) on the MSRC. This is 
the first term in these new positions for them both. 

Issue RFP for Technical Advisor Services 
The MSRC retains an independent contractor to provide technical assistance in support of 
the AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Program. Since the contract with the current Technical 
Advisor expires on September 30, 2013, the MSRC directed the MSRC-T AC 
Administrative Subcommittee to develop an RFP to solicit new proposals to provide 
technical advisor services for an initial two-year period beginning October 1, 2013, plus a 
two-year option term that can be exercised at the discretion of the MSRC. The services 
would be funded with administrative and work program funds, budgeted in the 
appropriate Discretionary Fund Work Programs, subject to SCAQMD Board approval, 
and respective FY Administrative Budgets. At its May 16, 2013 meeting, the MSRC 
approved RFP #P2013-25 for Technical Advisor Services. A non-mandatory Bidders' 
Conference is scheduled for June 25, 2013, with proposals due July 9, 2013. An interview 
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of top candidates may be conducted on July 22,2013. The SCAQMD Board will consider 
issuance of the RFP at its June 7, 2013 meeting. 

Implementation of "Rideshare Thursday" Campaign 
As part of its FY 2011-12 Work Program, the MSRC set aside $1 million for a 
"Rideshare Thursday" Campaign and through a formal bid process contracted with Fraser 
Communications to implement the campaign. The contract required that Fraser present its 
proposed Campaign Design to the MSRC for approval. At its May 16, 2013 meeting, 
Fraser Communications presented its proposed campaign design to the MSRC, including 
research findings on identifying behavior shift motivations, which essentially came down 
to dollar savings and stress reduction; logo and branding concepts (Drive Less. Smile 
More); the landing webpage to which drivers would be directed (ridesharethursday.com); 
their two-pronged proposed advertising/promotion periods (flights), the first of which 
would launch starting in September and continue through Rideshare Week in October; 
and the combination of media (radio, social networks, etc.) which would be used to 
launch both flights. Concern was expressed about their proposal to conduct a sweepstakes 
to drive potential users to the webpage and SCAQMD legal confirmed they are looking 
into the issue on behalf of the MSRC. The MSRC emphasized the importance of 
minimizing the number of clicks visitors have to make to get the infonnation they need 
but ultimately approved the proposed campaign, contingent upon addressing the concerns 
with the sweepstakes. The MSRC also approved a modified scope to align with the 
approved campaign design as well as a reallocation of costs between tasks. 

Conceptual FYs 2012-14 AB 2766 Discretionary Fund Work Program 
At its fall retreat last year the MSRC decided its next work program would encompass 
two years to achieve a greater impact on emissions reductions and leverage other funds 
through partnerships. It directed its MSRC-TAC to create subcommittees to begin 
formulating categories and funding targets for the FYs 2012-14 Work Program. At its 
May 16,2013 meeting, the MSRC-TAC presented subcommittee recommendations for 
candidate work program categories along with funding targets, noting many of the 
categories or elements within a category could be linked directly to the series of mini
workshops the MSRC held around the four-counties last year. Available funding will be 
unprecedented for this two-year work program totaling more than $38.6 million. 
Proposed categories for this Conceptual FYs 2012-14 Work Program are as follows: 

1. Local Government Match- similar to successful match programs in past years 
(e.g., alternative fuel vehicles and infrastructure along with geographic funding 
minimums per county) but with an additional element for bicycle infrastructure; 
this program would have two different funding opportunities, one in 2013 and a 
second in 2014, offering proposed target funding levels of $6 million and $5 
million, respectively. 
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2. Alternative Fuel Infrastructure - again similar to successful programs in past years 
offering incentives for new and expanded alternative fueling stations as well as 
garage upgrades, but setting up scoring such that the more criteria the proposer 
meets the greater amount of incentives they may receive including generating 
CNG through renewables; only gaseous fuel stations are eligible and the proposed 
target funding level is $7.5 million. 

3. Alternative Fuel School Bus Incentives- this program will continue to 
complement the SCAQMD's Lower-Emission School Bus Program by offering 
incentives for new alternative fuel school buses for both schools and private pupil 
transportation providers which need to expand their fleet; the subcommittee is also 
exploring whether private pupil transportation providers can procure buses directly 
from manufacturers to reduce the purchase price and the proposed target funding 
level is $2 million. 

4. Zero-Emission & Near-Zero Emission Incentives for Medium Heavy-Duty Trucks 
- this program would target legacy fleets to achieve maximum emissions 
reductions and cost-effectiveness and require scrapping of an older vehicle for 
near-zero vehicles; the proposed target funding level is $3.5 million. 

5. Advanced Low-Emission Off-Road Construction Equipment Incentives - this 
program would include technologies such as hybrid-electric, hybrid-hydraulic, and 
zero emission off-road equipment and may be able to leverage funds in a 
partnership with ARB through its Advanced Technology Demonstration Program; 
the proposed target funding level is $1.5 million. 

6. Zero-Emission Ground Support Equipment at Major Airports- airlines and cargo 
handling facilities would be eligible for this program which would offer incentives 
toward the acquisition of zero-emission ground support equipment and charging 
infrastructure at airports; the subcommittee is exploring potential partnerships with 
airport authorities and the proposed target funding level is $3.5 million. 

7. Zero-Emission Cargo Handling Equipment for Goods Movement - this program 
would offer incentives to marine terminal operators and distribution facility 
operators towards the purchase of zero-emission cargo handling equipment; the 
subcommittee is exploring partnering with ARB on its program to electrify rubber
tired gantry cranes and the proposed target funding level is $2 million. 

8. Signal Synchronization- this broad-based program could cost effectively act as an 
air quality mitigation strategy while levering other sources of funding such as 
measure funds and CMAQ; the proposed target funding level is $5 million. 

9. "First Mile-Last Mile" Transit Center Options- this program would address the 
need for available options to commuters, especially using rail, with an emphasis 
on bicycles, to achieve the first mile-last mile in their commute (e.g., home 
to/from a transit center and transit center to/from work); the proposed target 
funding level is $2.5 million 
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Additional details are still being worked out by the subcommittees for consideration by 
the MSRC in the next couple of months. Once finalized, solicitations will be prepared 
and the work program presented to the SCAQMD Board for consideration. 

One program included in the FY 2012-14 Work Program has already launched. On 
March 1, 2013, the MSRC released Program Announcement #P A20 13-05 offering $4 
million to reduce traffic congestion and its associated air quality impacts at major event 
center venues not currently served sufficiently by transportation service. 

Received and Approved Final Reports 
The MSRC received and approved two final report summaries this month, as follows: 

1. For Riverside County Transportation Commission, which provided $225,000 
towards regional rideshare database enhancements; and 

2. For Riverside County Transportation Commission, which provided $100,000 to 
develop and deploy a 511 mobile application. 

All final reports are filed in the AQMD's library and a two-page summary of each closed 
project can be viewed in the electronic library on the MSRC's website at 
http://www. c leantransportationfunding.org. 

Contract Modification Requests 
The MSRC considered several contract modification requests and took the following 
unanimous actions: 

1. For Torrance Unified School District Contract #MS11066, which provides 
$76,850 to expand their CNG fueling station, the MSRC approved a reduction in 
the scope of their station expansion and corresponding reduction in contract value; 

2. For City of South Pasadena Contract #ML09009, which provides $152,000 to 
expand their CNG fueling station, the MSRC approved a reduction in the scope of 
their station expansion, a corresponding reduction in contract value, and a 27-
month term extension; 

3. For City of Santa Monica Contract #ML06058, which provides $149,925 towards 
the purchase of three heavy-duty CNG vehicles and installation of a CNG station, 
the MSRC approved the substitution of a crane truck for an additional water truck 
instead and a 40-month term extension. 

4. For City of Santa Monica Contract #ML07044, which provides $600,000 towards 
the purchase of 24 heavy-duty CNG vehicles, the MSRC approved the substitution 
of 10 vehicles in the contract for 10 different heavy-duty vehicles, including 
changing 3 of the 10 vehicles from CNG to LPG, and a 24-month term extension; 
and 
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5. For City of Santa Monica Contract #ML08028, which provides $600,000 towards 
the purchase of 24 heavy-duty CNG vehicles, the MSRC approved the substitution 
of 8 vehicles in the contract for 8 different heavy-duty vehicles, including 
changing 1 vehicle from CNG to electric, and a 32-month term extension. 

On the latter two modifications for the City of Santa Monica, the change of vehicle fuel 
type for the substituted vehicles is subject to approval by the SCAQMD Board. The 
Board will consider the requests to change fuel types at its June 7, 2013 meeting. 

Contracts Administrator's Report 
The MSRC's AB 2766 Contracts Administrator provides a written status report on all 
open contracts from FY 2003-04 through the present. 
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June5,2013 SANBAG Representatives on SCAG Committees Page I of 1 

APPOINTING/ELECTING AUTHORITY REGIONAL POLICY COMMITTEES 
COUNCIL (Regional Council Members Serve on One Each) 
(12:00 noon) (Subregional Appointments) 

(County Commissions Appoint One to TC) 
{10:00 a.m.) 

Community, Economh; Energy 
and aDd Traosportatioo 

Human Development Environment 
I 

District 6 (Grand Terrace, Colton, Lorna Linda, Redlands, Yucaipa) J . Harrison J. Harrison 
District 7 (San Bernardino, Highland) L. McCallon L. McCallon 
District 8 (Rialto, Fontana) D. Robertson D, Robertson 
District 9 (Rancho Cucamonga, Upland, Montclair) P . Eaton P. Eaton 
District 10 (Chino, Chino Hills, Ontario) E. Graham E. Graham 

District II (Barstow, Big Bear, Needles, Twentynine Palms, Yucca Valley) B. Jahn B.Jahn 

District 65 (Adelanto, Apple Valley, Hesperia, Victorville) R McEachron RMcEachron 
San Bernardino County G. Ovitt G. Ovitt 

SANBAG Acting as County Transportation Commission A. Wapner A. Wapner 1 
SANBAG Subregional Appointees* Julie Mcintyre Diane Williams Vacant (R. McEachron) : 
*One appointee to each policy committee for a total of three appointees per subregion, plus one Ray Musser James Ramos B. Stanton 
additional appointee for every SCAG District over three in the subregion. SANBAG has a total of Ed Paget 
seven subregional appointees to the policy committees. 
'-------~-. - · · - - -en 

g: Rules of Appointment 
I. SANBAG policy stipulates that all SANBAG appointees be SANBAG Board Members. 
2. SCAG President appoints Regional Council members to Standing and Policy Committees. 

Terms of Appointment 
Terms of appointment are two years, commencing on adjournment of the annual General Assembly in May of each year. Even-numbered District representatives' terms expire 
in even-numbered years; odd-numbered District representatives expire in odd-numbered years. 

Stipend Summary 
SCAG Regional Council members receive a $120 stipend for attendance and travel to SCAG sponsored meetings. Regional Council members may also receive reimbursement 
for public transit expenses or a mileage reimbursement. Parking is validated at SCAG's downtown Los Angeles office for RC members. RC members are eligible to receive up 
to six (6} per diem stipends per month. Both RC members and Subregional Appointees, if eligible, may receive reimbursement ($150 +taxes) for lodging (please review 
SCAG rules before making expenditure). Subregional Appointees shall receive a $120 stipend for up to four Policy or Task Force meetings per month. 

Meeting Information 
The regular meetings of SCAG Regional Council and Policy Committees are on the I st Thursday of each month at the SCAG offices located at 818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor 
in Los Angeles. Generally, the Policy Committee meetings start at 10 AM and Regional Council meetings start at 12:15 PM. 

Policy Conunittees 
Conununity, Economic, and Human Development~ Provides policy recommendations to the Regional Council on subjects of housing, land use, resource, economic, 
community development, infrastructure, employment, and regional disaster preparedness issues. Reviews and recommends to the Planning Committee revisions to the 
Housing, Economy, Growth Management, Human Resources, and Finance Chapters of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide. 

Energy and Environment~ Acts as the policy advisory committee to the Regional Council on environmental issues, including air and water, hazardous, solid waste 
management, natural resources conservation, and energy conservation Reviews the Environmental Impact Report of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide. Provides 
recommendations to the Planning Committee on state and federal legislative proposals and administrative guidelines affecting environmental quality, resource conservation. 

Transportation and Conununicalions~ Acts as the policy advisory committee to the Regional Council on all regional matters pertaining to the movement of goods and 
people on land, water, and air. Reviews and recommends to the Regional Council all major utility development plans. Addresses the location, size, or capacity, timing, and 
impact of facilities. 

SANBAG Reps on SCAG 

' 

I 
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SANBAG Policy Committee MembersJ.m> 
I COMMI'ITEE I PURPOSE I MEMBERSHIP I TERMS II 

General Poli<:y Committee 
Membership consists of the following: 
SANBAG President, Vice President, and 

Immediate Past President 
4 East Valley (3 City, 1 County) 
4 West Valley (3 City, 1 County) 
4 Mt/Desert (3 City, 1 County) 

City members shall be SANBAG Board 
Members elected by caucus of city 
SANBAG Board Members within the 
subarea. 

All Policy Committee and Board Study 
Session Cltairs are included in this policy 
committee. 
All City members serving as Board 
officers, Committee chairs, or Board 
Study Session Chair, arc counted toward 
~ir subareas City membership. 

rJ;upervisors collectively select their 
representatives. The SANBAG Vice 
President shall serve as Chair of the 
General Policy Committee. 

Commuter Rail & Transit Comm.ittee 
Membership consists of 11 SANBAG 
Board Members: 
9 Valley-members, two being Southern 
California Regional Rail Authority 
(SCRRA) primary {*) and two being 
SCRRA alternate (**) members. 
2 Mountain/Desert Board Members who 
serve on the Board of a Mowttain/Desert 
transit agency. 
SCRRA members and alternates serve 
concurrent with their term on the SCRRA 
Board of Directors as appointed by the 
SANBAG Board. 
Other members are appointed by the 
SANBAG President for 2-year tenns. 

Makes reconunendations to Board of Directors and: 
{1) Provides general policy oversight which spans the multiple 

program responsibilities of the organization and maintains the 
comprehensive organization integrity; 

(2) Provides policy direction with respect to administrative 
issues, policies, budget, fmance, audit, and persormel issues 
for the organization; 

(3) Serves as policy review committee for any program area that 
lacks active policy conunittee oversight 

Committee has authority to approve contracts in excess of 
$25,000 with notification to the Board of Directors. 

Provides policy guidance and reconunendations to the SANBAG 
Board of Directors and Southern California Regional Rail 
Authority (SCRRA) delegates with respect to conunuter rail and 
transit service. 

* SCRRA Primary Member 
** SCRRA Alternate Member 

L. Dermis Michael, Rancho Cucamonga. Vice 
President (Chair) 
Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake, President (Vice Chair) 
Janice Ruthelford, Supervisor, Past President 

West Valley 
L. Dermis Michael, Rancho Cucamonga 
Vacant (Ed Graham, Chino Hills) 
Vacant {Dennis Yates, Chino) 
Gary Ovitt, Supervisor 

East Valley 
Pat Morris, San Benwdino (Chair- CRTC) 
Richard Riddell, Yucaipa (Chair- MVSS) 
Vacant (Larry McCallon, Highland) 
James Ramos, Supervisor 

Mowttain/Desert 
Edward Paget, Needles (Chair- MDC) 
Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake 
Vaeant (Jim Harris, Twentynine Palms) 
Robert Lovingood, Supervisor 

Pat Morris, San Bernardino* (Chair) 
Paul Eaton, Montclair* (Vice Chair) 
Pete Aguilar, Redlands 
Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake 
Mike Leonard, Hesperia 
Larry McCallon, Highland** 
L. Dermis Michael, Rancho Cucarn<;mga 
Ray Musser, Upland 
James Ramos, Supervisor 
Richard Riddell, Yucaipa 
Alan Wapner, Ontario** 

613012014 

613012014 
613012014 

613012014 
6/3012013 
613012013 
613012014 

613012014 
613012014 
613012013 
613012014 

613012014 
613012014 
6/3012013 
613012014 
Indeterminate (6130/2014) 
Indeterminate {613012014) 
1213112014 
1213112013 
12/3112013 
Indeterminate 
1213112013 
1213112013 
1213112014 
12/3112014 
lndetenninate 
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SANBAG Policv C "J •ttee Membershi -.-
I COMMIITEE I PURPOSE I MEMBERSIUP 

Mountain/Desert Committee Provides ongoing policy level oversight related to the full array Edward Paget, Needles (Chair) 
Membership consists of 11 SANBAG of SANBAG responsibilities as they pertain specifically to the Ryan McEachron, Victorville, (Vice Chair) 
Board Members from each Mountain/Desert subregion. Curt Emick, Apple Valley 
Mountain/Desert jurisdiction and County The Committee also meets as the Mountain/Desert Measure I Jim Harris, Twentynine Palms 
Supervisors representing the Frrst, 
Second, and Third Districts. 

Policy Committee Meeting Times 

0') _, 
Cl 

I STUDY SESSION 

Board of Directors Study Sessions for 
Metro Valley Issues 
Refer to SANBAG Policy 10007. 

Committee as it carries out responsibilities for Measure I George Huntington, Yucca Valley 
Mountain/Desert Expenditure Plan. Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake 

Milcc Leonard, Hesperia 
Robert Lovingood, Supervisor 
Julie Mcintyre, Barstow 
James Ramos, Supervisor 
Janice Rutherford, Supervisor 
Carl Thomas, Adelanto 

General Policy Commillee Second Wednesday, 9:00a.m., SANBAG Office 
Commuter Rail & Transit Committee Third Thursday, 12:00 noon, SANBAG Office 
Mountain/Desert Committee Third Friday, 9:30a.m., Apple Valley 
~OTE: Policy Committee meetings will not be held in July of each year (effective 9/5/12). 

Board of Direct StudvS for Metro Vallev l 

I PURPOSE I MEMBERSHIP 

To review, discuss, and make recommendations for actions to be Boant of Directors 
taken at regular meetings of the Board on issues relating to Richard Riddell, Yucapa (Chair) 
Measure I Projects in the Valley. Michael Tahan, Fontana (Vice Chair) 

-··· 

Meetlug Time: Second Thursday. 9:00 a.m.. SAN BAG Office 

Ind dentT 0 . htC 
-

'·.tee (ITOC) R . ,fM, IE dit 

--

PI 

I COMMITI'E I PURPOSE I MEMBERSIUP 

Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee The ITOC shall review the annual audits of the Authority; report Richard Haller 
(ITOC) Review of Measure I Expenditure Plan fmdings based on the audits to the Authority; and reconunend any Rod Johnson 
The ITOC shall provide citizen review to ensure additional auditfs for consideration which the ITOC believes may Norman Orfall 
that all Measure I funds are spent by the San improve the fmancial operation and integrity of program Craig Scott 
Bernardino County Transportation Authority implementation. Larry Sharp 
(hereby referred to as the Authority) in accontance The Authority shall hold a publicly noticed meeting, which may Ray Wolfe, Ex·Officio 
with provison of the Expenditure Plan and or may not be included on the agenda of a regularly scheduled Ln addition to the appointed members, 
Ontinance No. 04-01. Board meeting, with the participation of the ITOC to consider the the SANBAG Executive Director will 

fmdings and recommendations of the audits. serve as an ex officio member. 
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I TERMS I 
Indeterminate (613012014) 
Lnde~ate(613012014) 

Lndetenninate 
lndetenninate 
lndetenninate 
Indeterminate 
lndetenninate 
Lndetenninate 
lndetenninate 
lndetenninate 
lndetenninate 
Lndetenninate 

I TERMS I 
613012014 
613012014 

- - ----

II TERMS J 
12131/16 
12131116 
12131/14 
12131/14 
12131/14 

J 
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SANBAG Ad Hoc Committees 

,, COMMITIEE I PURPOSE I MEMBERSIDP I 
Audit Subcommittee of the Administrative Conun.Jttee 
In November 2008, the Board approved the creation of an 
Audit Subcommittee of the Administrative Committee to 
strengthen the fmancial oversight function of the Board. 

Additional SANBAG Board Members may be appointed 
annually at the discretion of the Board President. 

Ad Hoc Committee on Litigation with Sao Bernardino 
County Flood Control District 
In January 2007, the SANBAG President was authorized to 
appoint an ad hoc review committee of SANBAG Board 
Members who do not represent local jurisdictions party to 
the San Bernardino County Flood Control District vs. 
SANBAG litigation relative to the Colonies Development 

~ April 2008, the role of this conunittee was expanded to 
-iftclude the Cactus Basin litigation. 

Bylaws 
In July 2012, the SANBAG Board President appointed this 
ad hoc committee to review SANBAG' s bylaws and 
recommend changes to strengthen SANBAG's corporate 
governance 

Budget Process 
In July 2012, the SANBAG Board President appointed this 
ad hoc committee to review SANBAG's budget 
preparation process and final budget document and make 
recommendations to help improve communication and 
transparency of SANBAG's budget to elected officials and 
the general public. 

Contrading Process 
In July 2012, the SANBAG Board President appointed this 
ad hoc committee to strengthen SANBAG's procurement 
policies and procedures. 

The responsibilities of the Audit Subcommittee shall be to: 

• Provide a direct contact between the independent auditor and the 
Board of Directors before, during and after the annual audit 

• Work with the auditor and SANBAG staff on reviewing and 
implementing practices and controls identified in the annual audit 

Review and provide guidance on litigation with San Bernardino County 
Flood Control District regarding the Colonies Development and the 
Cactus Basin in Rialto. 

Review SANBAG's bylaws and make reconunendations to the Board 
on any necessary changes. 

Review SANBAG's budget adoption process and final budget document 
and make reconunendations on changes to improve the process and the 
fmal budget document to make them more useful and infonnative to 
Board Members and the public. 

Review SANBAG's contracting policies and procedures and make 
reconunendations to improve them. 

Audit Subcommittee (for FY 2012-2013 Audit) 
• SANBAG President- Bill Jahn, Big Bear Lake 
• Vice President-L. Dennis Michael, Rancho 

Cucamonga 
- Immediate Past President- Janice Rutherford, 

Supervisor 
-Presidential Appointment- Walt Stanckiewitz, Grand 

Terrace 

Pat Morris, San Bernardino, Chair 
Richard RiddeD, Yucaipa 
Larry McCallon, Highland 

Rhodes "Dusty'' Rigsby, Lorna Linda- Chair 
Pat Morris, San Bernardino 
Mike Leonard, Hesperia 
Larry McCallon, Highland 

BillJahn, City of Big Bear Lake- Chair 
Kevin Ryan • Principal Transportation Planner, City of 

Fontana 
Sam Racadio- Council Member, City of Highland 
Mike Podegracz, P.E. -City Manager, City of Hesperia 

Michael Tahan, Fontana - Chair 
Robert Lovingood, Supervisor 
Julie Mcintyre, Barstow 
WaJt Stanckiewicz, Grand Terrace 
Dennis Yates, Chino 
Alan Wapner, Ontario 
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I COMMITTEE 

Omnitraos Comprehensive Operational Analysis 
bt January 2013, the SANBAG Board President appointed 
this ad hoc committee lo work with Onmitrans Board 
members to review the Comprehensive Operational 
Analysis (COA) of Onmitrans and to make 
recommendations based on the COA review. 

RJght of Way 
In February 2013, the SANBAG Board President 
appointed this ad hoc committee 

Legislative 
bt March 2013, the SANBAG Board President appointed 
this ad hoc committee. 

This committee will consist of the SANBAG Board 
Officers . 

..... 
N 

I 
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SANBAG Ad Hoc Committees 

PURPOSE I MEMBERSHIP I 
Review the Comprehensive Operational Analysis of Onmitrans and Janice Rutherford Supervisor 
make recommendations to address projected fiscal shortfalls associated Dick Riddell, Yucaipa 
with Onmitrans operations and capital projects. Alan Wapner, Ontario 

Pat Morris, San Bernardino 
Deborah Robertson, Rialto 
Penny Lilburn , Onmitrans 

Review Right of Way policies and make recommendations on changes Curt Emick, Apple Valley 
and signature authority limits. James Ramos, Supervisor 

Deborah Robertson, Rialto 
Michael Tahan, Fontana 

Review proposed legislation at the state and federal level. Provide President- Bill Jahn, City of Big Bear Lake 

direction to staff on positions consistent with the Board-adopted Vice President- L. Dennis Michael, Rancho 
legislative platform. Cucamonga 

Inunediate Past President- Janice Rutherford, 
Supervisor 
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SANBAG Technical Advisory Committees 

I u-- COMMITTEE • • ~-- •••• --- PURPOSE-- I MEETING SCHEDULE I 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TIAC) 
Committee membersltip consists of a primary staff 
representative of each SANBAG member agency 
designated by the City Manager or County Administrative 
Officer. 

City/County Manager's Technical Advisory Committee 
(CCMTAC) 
The committee is made up of up to two representatives of 
the County Administrator' s Offtce and the city manager or 
administrator from each city and town in the County. 

Public and Specialized Transportation Advisory and 
Coordinating Council (PASTACC) 
Membership consists of 13 members appointed by the 
(!\mAG Board of Directors 
6 representing Public Transit Providers 
1 representing County Dept of Public Works 
I representing the Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency 
5 representing Social Service Providers 

Planning and Development Technical Forum (PDTF) 
Committee membership consists of a primary staff 
representative of each SANBAG member agency 
designated by the City Manager or County Chief Executive 
Officer. 

SANBAG's Transportation Tectmical Advisory Committee was fanned by 
SANBAG management to provide input to SANBAG staff on tectmical 
transportation-related matters and fonnulation of transportation-related policy 
recommendations to the SANBAG Board of Directors. 

The ITAC is not a Brown Act committee. 

SANBAG' s City/County Manager's Tectmical Advisory Committee was 
established in the Joint Powers Authority that established SANBAG. The 
primary role of the committee is to provide a forum for the cltief executives of 
SANBAG's member agencies to become infonned about and discuss issues 
facing SANBAG. It also provides a forum for the discussion of items of 
mutual concern and a way to cooperate regionally in addressing those 
concerns. 

The CCM TAC is a Brown Act Conunittee. 

Subject to the Transportation Development Act (IDA) Section 99238-
establishes PASTACC's statutory responsibilities: 
(l)Review and make recommendations to SANBAG on annual Unmet Transit 

Needs, Federal Transit Administration and Measure I Program applications 
and reports. 

(2) Assist SANBAG in developing public outreach approach on updating the 
Coordinated Public Transit/Human Services Transportation Plan and 
disseminate infonnation in reference to State law and reconunendations as 
they relate to transit and specialized transit 

(3) Monitor and make reconunendations on Federal regulatory processes as 
they relate to transit and specialized transit. 

(4)Address any special issues ofPASTACC voting and non-voting members. 

The PASTACC is a Brown Act committee. 

The SANBAG Planning and Development Technical Forum was fonned by 
SANBAG management to provide an opportUnity for interaction among 
planning and development representatives of member agencies on planning 
issues of multijurisdictional importance. 

The PDTF is not a Brown Act Conunittee. 

Generally meets on the fust Monday of each 
month at l :30 PM, at SANBAG. 

Meets on the first Thursday of each month at 10:00 
AM, at SANBAG. 

Meets the second Tuesday every other even month 
at 10:00 AM, at SANBAG. 

Meets the 4th Wednesday of each month at2:00 
p.m. at the Depot (in the SCAG Office). 
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I COMMITI'EE 

Project Development Teams 
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SANBAG Technical Advisory Committees 

PURPOSE I MEETING SCHEDULE I 
Project Development Teams (POTs) are assembled for all major project Varies with the PDT, at SANBAG. 
development activities by SANBAG staff. 
Teams are generally composed of technical representatives from SANBAG, 
member jurisdictions appropriate to the project, Caltrans, and other major 
stakeholder entities that have significant involvement in the project 
POTs make recommendations relat~ to approaches to project development, 
evaluation of alternatives, and technical solutions. 
POTs meet on a regular basis throughout the project phase to review progress 
and to provide technical input required for project development 
The POTs are not Brown Act Conunittees. 
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This list provides information on acronyms commonly used by transportation planning professionals. This 
information is provided in an effort to assist SANBAG Board Members and partners as they participate in 
deliberations at SANBAG Board meetings. While a complete list of all acronyms which may arise at any 
given time is not possible, this list attempts to provide the most commonly-used terms. SANBAG staff 
makes every effort to minimize use of acronyms to ensure good communication and understanding of 
complex transportation processes. 

AB 
ACE 
ACT 
ADA 
ADT 
APTA 
AQMP 
ARRA 
ATMIS 
BAT 
CALACT 
CAL COG 
CALSAFE 
CARS 
CEQA 
CMAQ 
CMIA 
CMP 
CNG 
COG 
CPUC 
CSAC 
CTA 
CTC 
CTC 
CTP 
DBE 
DEMO 
DOT 
EA 
E&D 
E&H 
EIR 
EIS 
EPA 
FHWA 
FSP 
FAA 
FTA 
FTIP 
GFOA 
GIS 
HOV 
ICTC 
IEEP 
IS TEA 
IIP/ITIP 
ITS 
IVDA 
JARC 
LACMTA 
LNG 
LTF 

Assembly Bill 
Alameda Corridor East 
Association for Commuter Transportation 
Americans with Disabilities Act 
Average Daily Traffic 
American Public Transportation Association 
Air Quality Management Plan 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
Advanced Transportation Management Information Systems 
Barstow Area Transit 
California Association for Coordination Transportation 
California Association of Councils of Governments 
California Committee for Service Authorities for Freeway Emergencies 
California Air Resources Board 
California Environmental Quality Act 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
Congestion Management Program 
Compressed Natural Gas 
Council of Governments 
California Public Utilities Commission 
California State Association of Counties 
California Transit Association 
California Transportation Commission 
County Transportation Commission 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise 
Federal Demonstration Funds 
Department of Transportation 
Environmental Assessment 
Elderly and Disabled 
Elderly and Handicapped 
Environmental Impact Report (California) 
Environmental Impact Statement (Federal) 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Federal Highway Administration 
Freeway Service Patrol 
Federal Railroad Administration 
Federal Transit Administration 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
Government Finance Officers Association 
Geographic Information Systems 
High-Occupancy Vehicle 
Interstate Clean Transportation Corridor 
Inland Empire Economic Partnership 
lntermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program 
Intelligent Transportation Systems 
Inland Valley Development Agency 
Job Access Reverse Commute 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Liquefied Natural Gas 
Local Transportation Funds 
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MAGLEV 
MARTA 
MBTA 
MOAB 
MDAQMD 
MOU 
MPO 
MSRC 
NAT 
NEPA 
OA 
OCTA 
PA&ED 
PASTACC 
PDT 
PNRS 
PPM 
PSE 
PSR 
PTA 
PTC 
PTMISEA 
RCTC 
ADA 
AFP 
RIP 
RSTIS 
A TIP 
ATP 
ATPA 
SB 
SAFE 
SAFETEA·LU 
SCAB 
SCAG 
SCAQMD 
SCRRA 
SHA 
SHOPP 
sov 
SRTP 
STAF 
STIP 
STP 
TAC 
TCIF 
TCM 
TCRP 
TOA 
TEA 
TEA-21 
TMC 
TMEE 
TSM 
TSSORA 
USFWS 
VCTC 
VVTA 
WRCOG 

SANBAG Acronym List 

Magnetic Levitation 
Mountain Area Regional Transportation Authority 
Morongo Basin Transit Authority 
Mojave Desert Air Basin 
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
Memorandum of Understanding 
Metropolitan Planning Organization 
Mobile Source Air Pollution Reduction Review Committee 
Needles Area Transit 
National Environmental Policy Act 
Obligation Authority 
Orange County Transportation Authority 
Project Approval and Environmental Document 
Public and Specialized Transportation Advisory and Coordinating Council 
Project Development Team 
Projects of National and Regional Significance 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring Funds 
Plans, Specifications and Estimates 
Project Study Report 
Public Transportation Account 
Positive Train Control 

2ol2 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service Enhancement Account 
Riverside County Transportation Commission 
Redevelopment Agency 
Request for Proposal 
Regional Improvement Program 
Regionally Significant Transportation Investment Study 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
Regional Transportation Plan 
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
Senate Bill 
Service Authority for Freeway Emergencies 
Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act - A Legacy for Users 
South Coast Air Basin 
Southam California Association of Governments 
South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
State Highway Account 
State Highway Operations and Protection Program 
Single-Occupant Vehicle 
Short Range Transit Plan 
State Transit Assistance Funds 
State Transportation Improvement Program 
Surface Transportation Program 
Technical Advisory Committee 
Trade Corridor Improvement Fund 
Transportation Control Measure 
Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
Transportation Development Act 
Transportation Enhancement Activities 
Transportation Equity Act for the 211t Century 
Transportation Management Center 
Traffic Management and Environmental Enhancement 
Transportation Systems Management 
Transit System Safety, Security and Disaster Response Account 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Ventura County Transportation Commission 
Victor Valley Transit Authority 
Western Riverside Council of Governments 
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Governments 

SAN BAG 
Working Together 

MISSION STATEMENT 

To enhance the quality of life for all residents, 
San Bernardino Associated Governments 
(SANBAG) will: 
- Improve cooperative regional planning 

- Develop an accessible, efficient, 
multi-modal transportation system 

- Strengthen economic development 
efforts 

- Exert leadership in creative problem 
solving 

To successfully accomplish this mission, 
SAN BAG will foster enhanced relationships 
among all of its stakeholders while adding 
to the value of local governments. 

Approved June 2, 1993 
Reaffirmed March 6, 1996 

mission.doc 
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