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The Programming and Allocations Committee is scheduled to meet on Wednesday, September 

8, 2021 at 9:45 a.m., in the Bay Area Metro Center (Remotely), or immediately following the 9:40 

a.m. Administration Committee meeting. In light of Governor Newsom’s State of Emergency 

declaration regarding the COVID-19 outbreak and in accordance with Executive Order N-29-20 

issued by Governor Newsom on March 17, 2020 and the Guidance for Gatherings issued by 

the California Department of Public Health, the meeting will be conducted via webcast, 

teleconference, and Zoom for committee, commission, or board members who will participate 

in the meeting from individual remote locations. A Zoom panelist link for meeting participants 

will be sent separately to committee, commission, or board members.

The meeting webcast will be available at 

https://mtc.ca.gov/whats-happening/meetings/live-webcasts.

Members of the public are encouraged to participate remotely via Zoom at the following link or 

phone number:

Attendee Link: https://bayareametro.zoom.us/j/86769520588

Or iPhone one-tap: US: +14086380968,,86769520588#  or +16699006833,,86769520588# 

Or Join by Telephone: (for higher quality, dial a number based on your current location) US:

+1 408 638 0968 or +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782 or +1 346 248 7799 or

+1 312 626 6799 or +1 646 876 9923 or +1 301 715 8592 or

877 853 5247 (Toll Free) or 888 788 0099 (Toll Free)

Webinar ID: 867 6952 0588

International numbers available: https://bayareametro.zoom.us/u/knWTxEoct

Detailed instructions on participating via Zoom are available at: 

https://mtc.ca.gov/how-provide-public-comment-board-meeting-zoom. Committee members 

and members of the public participating by Zoom wishing to speak should use the “raise hand” 

feature or dial "*9". In order to get the full Zoom experience, please make sure your 

application is up to date.

Members of the public may participate by phone or Zoom or may submit comments by email at 

info@bayareametro.gov by 5:00 p.m. the day before the scheduled meeting date. Please 

include the committee or board meeting name in the subject line. Due to the current 

circumstances there may be limited opportunity to address comments during the meeting. All 

comments received will be submitted into the record.
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September 8, 2021Programming and Allocations 

Committee

Meeting Agenda

1.  Call to Order / Roll Call / Confirm Quorum

Quorum: A quorum of this committee shall be a majority of its regular non-ex-officio 

voting members (5).

2.  Consent Calendar

Minutes of the July 14, 2021 meeting21-10072a.

Committee ApprovalAction:

2a - 21-1007 - July 14 Prog&Allocations Draft Minutes.pdfAttachments:

FY 2020-21 Federal Earmark Repurposing. Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA) repurposed earmark funds under the earmark 

repurposing provision of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2021.

21-10282b.

InformationAction:

Mallory AtkinsonPresenter:

2b - 21-1028 - Earmark Repurposing.pdfAttachments:

MTC Resolution No. 4412, Revised. Regional Measure 3 (RM3) Letter of 

No Prejudice to the Alameda County Transportation Commission for the 

I-680 Southbound Express Lane project in Alameda County.

21-10302c.

Commission ApprovalAction:

Kenneth KaoPresenter:

2c - 21-1030 - Reso-4412 RM3 LONP.pdfAttachments:

3.  Regional

MTC Resolution Nos. 4464 Revised; 4465, Revised; 4466, Revised; and 

4467, Revised

Allocation of $175 million in FY2021-22 Transportation Development Act 

(TDA), State Transit Assistance (STA), Regional Measure 2 (RM2) and 

Assembly Bill 1107 (AB1107) funds to SFMTA and GGBHTD to support 

transit operations in the region.

21-10473a.

Commission ApprovalAction:

Cheryl ChiPresenter:

3a - 21-1047 - Reso-Various Allocation to SFMTA and GGBHTD.pdfAttachments:
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4.  State

MTC Resolution No. 4488. Policies and Procedures for the 2022 Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). 

Adoption of the Policies and Procedures for the 2022 RTIP, which includes 

approximately $103 million in new programming capacity for the Bay Area.

21-10334a.

Commission ApprovalAction:

Karl AndersonPresenter:

4a - 21-1033 - Reso-4488 RTIP_.pdfAttachments:

5.  Federal

MTC Resolution No. 4202, Revised. Revisions to the One Bay Area Grant 

(OBAG 2) program.

Revisions to the One Bay Area Grant program (OBAG 2), including 

programming $4.2 million to various projects within the Safe and Seamless 

Mobility Quick-Strike program.

21-10295a.

Commission ApprovalAction:

Mallory AtkinsonPresenter:

5a - 21-1029 - Reso 4202 Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike Program.pdfAttachments:

MTC Resolution 4481, Revised.  Supplemental Programming of Phase 1 

American Rescue Plan Act Funding

Programming of Phase 1 American Rescue Plan Act (ARP) funding for 

specific hardships and focused recovery strategies, and to transit 

operators in Solano and Sonoma Counties.

21-10345b.

Commission ApprovalAction:

Theresa RomellPresenter:

5b - 21-1034 - Reso-4481 ARP Funding.pdfAttachments:
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Meeting Agenda

6.  Information

Update on FTA-Funded Megaprojects in the Bay Area

Update on the status and funding of FTA-Funded Megaprojects in the Bay 

Area and discussion of possible policy to coordinate and strategize on 

megaproject delivery.

21-10226a.

InformationAction:

Kenneth FolanPresenter:

6a - 21-1022 - Update on FTA-Funded Megaprojects.pdf

6a - 21-1022 - Update on FTA-Funded Megaprojects Presentation.pdf

Attachments:

California Transportation Commission (CTC) Update

An update on the August 18-19, 2021 CTC Meeting and other state 

funding activities.

21-10086b.

InformationAction:

Kenneth KaoPresenter:

6b - 21-1008 - CTC Update.pdfAttachments:

7.  Public Comment / Other Business

8.  Adjournment / Next Meeting

The next meeting of the Programming and Allocations Committee is scheduled to be 

held on Wednesday, October 13, 2021 at 9:45 a.m. remotely and by webcast. Any 

changes to the schedule will be duly noticed to the public.
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Accessibility and Title VI: MTC provides services/accommodations upon request to persons with 

disabilities and individuals who are limited-English proficient who wish to address Commission matters. 

For accommodations or translations assistance, please call 415.778.6757 or 415.778.6769 for 

TDD/TTY. We require three working days' notice to accommodate your  request.

Public Comment: The public is encouraged to comment on agenda items at Committee meetings 

by completing a request-to-speak card (available from staff) and passing it to the Committee secretary.  
Public comment may be limited by any of the procedures set forth in Section 3.09 of MTC's Procedures 
Manual (Resolution No. 1058, Revised) if, in the chair's judgment, it is necessary to maintain the orderly 
flow of business.

Meeting Conduct: If this meeting is willfully interrupted or disrupted by one or more persons 

rendering orderly conduct of the meeting unfeasible, the Chair may order the removal of individuals who 
are willfully disrupting the meeting.  Such individuals may be arrested.  If order cannot be restored by 
such removal, the members of the Committee may direct that the meeting room be cleared (except for 
representatives of the press or other news media not participating in the disturbance), and the session 
may continue.

Record of Meeting: Committee meetings are recorded.  Copies of recordings are available at a 

nominal charge, or recordings may be listened to at MTC offices by appointment. Audiocasts are 
maintained on MTC's Web site (mtc.ca.gov) for public review for at least one year.

Attachments are sent to Committee members, key staff and others as appropriate. Copies will be 
available at the meeting.

All items on the agenda are subject to action and/or change by the Committee. Actions recommended 
by staff are subject to change by the Committee.

MTC's Chair and Vice-Chair are ex-officio voting members of all standing Committees.

Acceso y el Titulo VI: La MTC puede proveer asistencia/facilitar la comunicación a las personas 

discapacitadas y los individuos con conocimiento limitado del inglés quienes quieran dirigirse a la 
Comisión. Para solicitar asistencia, por favor llame al número 415.778.6757 o al 415.778.6769 para 
TDD/TTY. Requerimos que solicite asistencia con tres días hábiles de anticipación para poderle 
proveer asistencia.

Page 5 Printed on 9/2/2021



375 Beale Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94105Metropolitan Transportation

Commission

Legislation Details (With Text)

File #:  Version: 121-1007 Name:

Status:Type: Minutes Committee Approval

File created: In control:7/19/2021 Programming and Allocations Committee

On agenda: Final action:9/8/2021

Title: Minutes of the July 14, 2021 meeting

Sponsors:

Indexes:

Code sections:

Attachments: 2a - 21-1007 - July 14 Prog&Allocations Draft Minutes.pdf

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Subject:
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Bay Area Metro Center

375 Beale Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Metropolitan Transportation 

Commission

Meeting Minutes

Programming and Allocations Committee

Committee Members:

David Rabbitt, Chair     Gina Papan, Vice Chair

Margaret Abe-Koga, Cindy Chavez, Federal D. Glover, Nate 

Miley, Hillary Ronen, Amy R. Worth

Non-Voting Member: Dina El-Tawansy

9:45 AM Board Room - 1st Floor (REMOTE)Wednesday, July 14, 2021

Call Remote Meeting to Order

1.  Roll Call / Confirm Quorum

Commissioner Abe-Koga, Commissioner Chavez, Commissioner Glover, 

Commissioner Miley, Vice Chair Papan, Chair Rabbitt, and Commissioner Ronen

Present: 7 - 

Commissioner WorthAbsent: 1 - 

Non-Voting Member Present: Commissioner El-Tawansy

Ex Officio Voting Members Present: Commission Chair Pedroza and Commission Vice Chair 

Josefowitz

Ad Hoc Non-Voting Members Present: Commissioner Ahn, Commissioner Canepa, Commissioner 

Connolly, Commissioner Fleming, Commissioner Giacopini, and Commissioner Spering

2.  Consent Calendar

Upon the motion by Commissioner Glover and the second by Commissioner 

Chavez, the Consent Calendar was unanimously approved by the following vote:

Aye: Commissioner Abe-Koga, Commissioner Chavez, Commissioner Glover, 

Commissioner Miley, Vice Chair Papan, Chair Rabbitt and Commissioner Ronen

7 - 

Absent: Commissioner Worth1 - 

2a. 21-0843 Minutes of the June 9, 2021 meeting

Action: Committee Approval

2b. 21-0113 Quarterly Report of the Executive Director Delegation of Authority Actions

Action: Information

Presenter: Cheryl Chi
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2c. 21-0891 MTC Resolution No. 4273, Revised. Transit Performance Initiative - 

Investment Program Semi-Annual Update and Reprogramming of VTA 

FY2019 Award

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Anne Spevack

2d. 21-0885 MTC Resolution No. 4250, Revised.  Allocation of $3.8 million in Regional 

Measure 2 (RM2) funds to MTC for the construction phase of the West 

Grand HOV/Bus-Only Lane (Phase 2) project, part of Bay Bridge Forward.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Kenneth Kao

2e. 21-0831 MTC Resolution No. 4446, Revised.  Revision of Lifeline Cycle 6 to 

program approximately $1.6 million for Santa Clara Valley Transportation 

Authority’s (VTA) Lifeline Program of Projects.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Judis Santos

2f. 21-0902 MTC Resolution No. 4473.  Programming for FY2020-21 and allocation of 

approximately $0.3 million in Five Percent Unrestricted State Fund 

Revenues and $1.1 million in Two Percent Bridge Toll Revenues for the 

Water Emergency Transportation Authority and the San Francisco Bay 

Trail project.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: William Bacon

2g. 21-0844 MTC Resolution No. 4475, Revised. 2021 Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP) Amendment 2021-07.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Adam Crenshaw

2h. 21-0886 MTC Resolution Nos. 3989, Revised; 4123, Revised; 4169, Revised; 

4202, Revised; 4411, Revised; 4412, Revised; 4479 and 4480.  Funding 

programming, exchange, and agreements with the Solano Transportation 

Authority (STA) and Bay Area Infrastructure Financing Authority (BAIFA) for 

the I-80 managed lanes project in Solano County.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Kenneth Kao
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2i. 21-0910 FY 2020-21 Federal Earmark Repurposing. Potential projects to receive 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) repurposed earmark funds under 

the earmark repurposing provision of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 

2021.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Mallory Atkinson

2j. 21-0860 MTC Resolution Nos. 4035, Revised and 4202, Revised.  Revisions to the 

One Bay Area Grant programs (OBAG 1 and 2), including revisions within 

the Contra Costa and Santa Clara County programs, and a time-limited 

increase in the regional exchange amount the Executive Director is 

authorized to approve.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Mallory Atkinson

2k. 21-0967 MTC Resolution No. 4456, Revised. FY2020-21 Transit Capital Priorities 

Program Revisions

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Margaret Doyle

2l. 21-0888 MTC Resolution Nos. 4450, Revised; 4464, Revised; 4465, Revised; 

4466, Revised and 4472.  Revises the FY 2021-22 Fund Estimate, 

allocates $73.6 million in FY 2021-22 Transportation Development Act 

(TDA), State Transit Assistance (STA), and Regional Measure 2 (RM2) 

funds to six transit operators to support transit operations and capital 

projects in the region, and approves the FY 2021-22 State of Good Repair 

project list.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Terence Lee
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3.  Federal

3a. 21-0909 MTC Resolution 4481.  American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 Phase 1 

Distribution 

Proposed programming of approximately $912 million of American 

Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (ARP) funding to Bay Area transit operators to 

provide funding relief for revenue losses and ongoing financial uncertainty 

as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic.

Action: Commission Approval

Presenter: Theresa Romell and William Bacon

Roland Lebrun, Randi Kinman, and Veda Florez were called to speak.

Upon the motion by Vice Chair Papan and the second by Commissioner Ronen, 

the Committee approved the referral of MTC Resolution No. 4481 to the 

Commission for approval. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Commissioner Glover, Vice Chair Papan, Chair Rabbitt and Commissioner Ronen4 - 

Nay: Commissioner Abe-Koga and Commissioner Chavez2 - 

Absent: Commissioner Worth1 - 

Abstain: Commissioner Miley1 - 

3b. 21-0911 One Bay Area Grant (OBAG 3) Considerations. 

Staff presented an overview of the One Bay Area Grant (OBAG 3) initial 

program considerations and development schedule for Committee 

discussion and feedback.

Action: Information

Presenter: Mallory Atkinson

Randi Kinman was called to speak.

4.  Information

4a. 21-0887 California Transportation Commission (CTC) Update

An update on the June 23-24, 2021 CTC Meeting and other state funding 

activities

Action: Information

Presenter: Kenneth Kao
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5.  Public Comment / Other Business

Roland Lebrun was called to speak.

6.  Adjournment / Next Meeting

The next meeting of the Programming and Allocations Committee is scheduled to be 

held on Wednesday, September 8, 2021 at 9:45 a.m. remotely and by webcast. Any 

changes to the schedule will be duly noticed to the public.
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 2b - 21-1028 

FY 2020-21 Federal Earmark Repurposing 

Subject:  Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) repurposed earmark funds 
under the earmark repurposing provision of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act of 2021. 

Background: The Department of Transportation Appropriations Act of 2021 includes a 
provision enabling states to repurpose unused earmark balances from projects 
that have not substantially progressed, or that are completed and closed.  

FY 2020-21 Earmark Repurposing – MTC Submittal 
In July, the Commission directed staff to develop and submit to Caltrans 
the list of Bay Area earmarks for repurposing. This agenda item is a 
follow-up to the Commission to report earmarks that MTC has submitted 
to Caltrans for repurposing this year.  

Staff worked with project sponsors and County Transportation Agencies 
(CTAs) to verify the status of projects associated with available earmark 
balances. In response to the requests from CTAs and sponsors, staff 
submitted one earmark balance to Caltrans for repurposing, as detailed in 
the table below. 

 Sponsor Earmark Description Balance  
Earmark Repurposing -  

MTC Submittal 
Port of 
Oakland 

California Inter-regional 
Rail Intermodal Study 

$340 
Repurpose to: ACTC, Alameda County Rail 
Safety Enhancement Program 

Although the funds available on this earmark are rather limited, ACTC 
requested this balance be repurposed to the Alameda County Rail Safety 
Enhancement Program in order to federalize the project and allow the 
project to proceed with pre-construction project development.   

Issues: None. 

Recommendation: Information only. 

Attachments:  None. 
 

Therese W. McMillan 
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Subject:
MTC Resolution No. 4412, Revised. Regional Measure 3 (RM3) Letter of No Prejudice to the

Alameda County Transportation Commission for the I-680 Southbound Express

Lane project in Alameda County.

Presenter:

Kenneth Kao

Recommended Action:
Commission Approval
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 2c - 21-1030 
MTC Resolution No. 4412, Revised 

Subject:  Regional Measure 3 (RM3) Letter of No Prejudice to the Alameda County 
Transportation Commission for the I-680 Southbound Express Lane project in 
Alameda County. 

Background: Regional Measure 3 Letters of No Prejudice (LONP) 
Bay Area voters approved Regional Measure 3 (RM3) on June 5, 2018, and on 
December 19, 2018, the Bay Area Toll Authority (BATA) adopted a toll schedule 
phasing in the resulting toll increase. The first dollar of the toll increase was 
implemented on January 1, 2019. RM3 is under litigation and collected RM3 
revenue is being held in an escrow account. No allocations of RM3 funds are 
anticipated until and unless litigation is resolved in favor of RM3. In December 
2019, MTC approved a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) process as part of the 
overall RM3 Policies and Procedures to allow project sponsors to move projects 
forward with alternate funds, at-risk, while maintaining RM3 eligibility if and 
when RM3 funds are available.  

Through MTC Resolution No. 4412, the Commission may approve specific RM3 
LONPs, at the request of project sponsors, and following the RM3 Policies and 
Procedures. Details on each LONP request specifying the amount and scope for 
which RM3 eligibility will be preserved will be included in the attachments to the 
resolution.  

 I-680 Southbound Express Lane Project in Alameda County 
 The Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) submitted an RM3 

LONP request for $80 million for the construction phase of the I-680 Southbound 
Express Lane Project between SR-84 and Alcosta Blvd., part of RM3 project 2 
(Bay Area Corridor Express Lane Network). The Commission approved $80 
million of the $300 million available under RM3 project 2 to the I-680 project in 
2020 under MTC Resolution No. 4411. In addition to RM3 funds, the Project 
funding plan includes money from Senate Bill 1 Local Partnership Program (LPP) 
and the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP). The Project 
scope includes pavement widening and reconstruction to accommodate the 
addition of 9 miles of southbound express lane, as well as supporting 
infrastructure such as center median barrier, retaining and sound walls, and toll 
equipment. The Project is currently in final design and right-of-way phases, which 
are expected to end in October 2021. ACTC expects construction work to begin in 
April 2022. 

LONP Funding Source 
The RM3 Policies and Procedures require that the project sponsor provide a non-
RM3 source of funding to cover the portion that would be covered by RM3 funds, 
and that a plan be provided in case the RM3 funds never become available. In lieu 
of RM3 funds at this time, ACTC will use its local option sales tax (Measure BB) 
to complete the construction phase of the I-680 Southbound Express Lane project. 
ACTC understands the risk that RM3 funds may never become available. 
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Staff has reviewed the Initial Project Report and LONP request and recommend 
issuing the LONP. Issuing the LONP will preserve the eligibility of activities 
related to the above-mentioned project in Alameda County occurring after the 
issuance of the LONP, for future RM3 allocation and reimbursement if RM3 
legislation is resolved favorably. 

An RM3 LONP does not represent a general funding commitment by MTC. In the 
event RM3 funds do not become available, there is no expectation that MTC or 
BATA will provide alternate funds. 

Issues: If the RM3 litigation is not resolved favorably, funds may never become available 
to reimburse ACTC. ACTC has acknowledged this risk in their agency resolution 
and MOU.  

Recommendation: Refer MTC Resolution No. 4412, Revised to the Commission for approval.  

Attachments:  Attachment A: Project Area Map 
 MTC Resolution No. 4412, Revised 
   
 
 
 

Therese W. McMillan 
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Attachment A 
Project Area Map: I-680 Southbound Express Lane Project 
 

 
 



  Date: March 25, 2020 
 Referred by: PAC 
 Revised: 05/27/20-C 07/22/20-C 
  10/28/20-C 12/16/20-C 
  02/24/21-C 04/28/21-C 
  06/23/21-C 07/28/21-C 
  09/22/21-C 
 
 
 

ABSTRACT 
MTC Resolution No. 4412, Revised 

 
This resolution authorizes the Executive Director to issue Letters of No Prejudice for RM3 funds 
for eligible projects. 
 
This resolution includes the following attachments: 
 
 Attachment A – Mission Bay Ferry Landing (WETA) LONP Summary 
 Attachment B – Goods Movement GoPort 7th Street Grade Separation (Alameda County 

Transportation Commission (ACTC)) LONP Summary  
 Attachment C – I-680/SR-84 Interchange Reconstruction and SR-84 Expressway 

Widening (ACTC) LONP Summary 
 Attachment D – I-80/680/SR-12 Interchange (Solano Transportation Authority) LONP 

Summary 
 Attachment E – US-101/I-580 Direct Connector (Transportation Authority of Marin) 

LONP Summary 
 Attachment F – SMART System Extension to Windsor and Healdsburg (SMART) LONP 

Summary 
 Attachment G – US-101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows Marin Segment Project (Transportation 

Authority of Marin) LONP Summary 
 Attachment H – I-680/SR-4 Interchange Improvement Phase 1 and 2A Project (Contra 

Costa Transportation Authority) LONP Summary 
 Attachment I – Mokelumne Trail Bicycle/Pedestrian Overcrossing of SR-4 Project 

(Contra Costa Transportation Authority) LONP Summary 
 Attachment J – SR-262 (Mission Blvd.) Cross Connector Project (Alameda County 

Transportation Commission) LONP Summary 
 Attachment K – I-80 Westbound Truck Scales Project (Solano Transportation Authority) 

LONP Summary 
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 Attachment L – US-101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows Project (Transportation Authority of 

Marin) LONP Summary 
 Attachment M – I-80 Express Lanes Project (Solano Transportation Authority) LONP 

Summary 
 Attachment N – Vine Transit Maintenance Facility (Napa Valley Transportation 

Authority) LONP Summary 
 Attachment O – I-80 Express Lanes Project Toll System (Bay Area Infrastructure 

Financing Authority) LONP Summary 
 Attachment P – I-680 Southbound Express Lane (ACTC) LONP Summary 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on May 27, 2020 to add Attachments B and 
C, LONP Summaries for two RM3 projects sponsored by the Alameda County Transportation 
Commission (ACTC). 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on July 22, 2020 to add Attachments D and 
E, LONP Summaries for two RM3 projects sponsored by the Solano Transportation Authority 
(STA) and the Transportation Authority of Marin (TAM). 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on October 28, 2020 to add Attachment F, 
LONP Summary for an RM3 project sponsored by the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District 
(SMART). 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on December 16, 2020 to add Attachment G, 
LONP Summary for an RM3 project sponsored by the Transportation Authority of Marin 
(TAM). 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on February 24, 2021 to add Attachments H 
and I, LONP Summaries for two RM3 projects sponsored by the Contra Costa Transportation 
Authority (CCTA). 
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This resolution was revised by Commission Action on April 28, 2021 to add Attachment J, 
LONP Summary for SR-262 (Mission Blvd.) Cross Connector Project sponsored by the Alameda 
County Transportation Commission;  Attachment K, LONP Summary for I-80 Westbound Truck 
Scales Project sponsored by the Solano Transportation Authority; Attachment L, LONP 
Summary for US-101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows Project sponsored by the Transportation 
Authority of Marin; and Attachment M, LONP Summary for I-80 Express Lanes Project 
sponsored by the Solano Transportation Authority. 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on June 23, 2021 to add Attachment N, 
LONP Summary for a project sponsored by the Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA).  
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on July 28, 2021 to amend Attachment M, 
LONP Summary for the I-80 Express Lanes Project in Solano County, and to add Attachment O, 
LONP Summary for the I-80 Express Lanes Toll System Project in Solano County. 
 
This resolution was revised by Commission Action on September 22, 2021 to add Attachment P, 
LONP Summary for the I-680 Southbound Express Lanes Project in Alameda County. 
 
Additional discussion of this allocation is contained in the Programming and Allocations 
Committee Summary sheets dated March 11, 2020, May 13, 2020, July 10, 2020, October 14, 
2020, December 9, 2020, February 10, 2021, April 14, 2021, June 9, 2021, July 14, 2021, and 
September 8, 2021. 



 
 Date: March 25, 2020 
 W.I.: 1255 
 Referred by: PAC 
 
 
Re: Authorization to Issue Letters of No Prejudice for Regional Measure 3 Funds  
 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION No. 4412 

 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66500 et seq., the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (“MTC”) is the regional transportation planning agency for the San 
Francisco Bay Area; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Streets and Highways Code Sections 30950 et seq. created the Bay Area Toll 
Authority (“BATA”) which is a public instrumentality governed by the same board as that governing 
MTC; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on June 5, 2018, a special election was held in the City and County of San 
Francisco, and the Counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Solano, 
and Sonoma (individually, each a “County” and, collectively, the “Counties”) to approve a toll 
increase of three dollars ($3.00) phased in over time, including a one dollar ($1.00) toll increase on 
January 1, 2019, a one dollar ($1.00) toll increase on January 1, 2022, and a one dollar ($1.00) toll 
increase on January 1, 2025, for vehicles traveling on the state-owned bridges located in the San 
Francisco Bay Area (“Regional Measure 3”); and 
 

WHEREAS, on September 26, 2018, the Bay Area Toll Authority (“Authority”) adopted 
Resolution No. 126 accepting certified statements from the Registrar of Voters of the City and County 
of San Francisco and each of the Counties and observing that a majority of all voters voting on 
Regional Measure 3 (“RM3”) at such special election voted affirmatively for RM3; and 

 
WHEREAS, on December 19, 2018, the Authority adopted Resolution No. 128 adopting a toll 

schedule phasing in the toll increase approved pursuant to RM3, effective on January 1, 2019; and 
 
 WHEREAS, RM3 establishes the RM3 Expenditure Plan and identifies specific capital projects 
and programs and operating programs eligible to receive RM3 funding as identified in Sections 
30914.7(a) and (c) of the California Streets and Highways Code; and  
 
 WHEREAS, BATA shall fund the projects of the RM3 Expenditure Plan by bonding or 
transfers to MTC; and 
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 WHEREAS, MTC adopted RM3 Policies and Procedures for the implementation of the RM3 
Expenditure Plan, specifying the allocation criteria and project compliance requirements for RM3 
funding (MTC Resolution No. 4404); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the RM3 Policies and Procedures established a process whereby eligible 
transportation project sponsors may request a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) for Regional Measure 3 
funding; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Attachments to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as 
though set forth at length, list the scope, amount, and conditions for which project sponsors have 
requested an LONP, and the replacement funding source used in place of RM3 funds; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the claimants to which an LONP is issued under this resolution have certified that 
the projects and purposes listed and recorded the Attachments are in compliance with the requirements 
of the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code Section 2l000 et seq.), and with 
the State Environmental Impact Report Guidelines (l4 California Code of Regulations Section l5000 et 
seq.); now, therefore, be it  
 
 RESOLVED, that MTC approves MTC staff’s review of the LONP requests for the projects 
listed in the Attachments; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that MTC authorizes the Executive Director to issue LONPs in accordance with 
the amount and activities as set forth in the Attachments; and, be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that future allocation and reimbursement with RM3 funds will be conditioned 
upon successful outcome of RM3 litigation; and, be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that future allocation and reimbursement with RM3 funds will be conditioned 
upon compliance with the provisions of the RM3 Policies and Procedures as set forth in length in MTC 
Resolution No. 4404; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that future allocation and reimbursement of RM3 funds are further conditioned 
upon the project specific conditions as set forth in the Attachments; and, be it further 
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RESOL VED, that project sponsors receiving an LONP are responsible for delivering the usable 
project segment or complete phase with alternate funds before RM3 funds are available, at risk to the 
project sponsor; and be it further 

RESOL VED, that an RM3 LONP does not represent a general funding commitment by MTC; 

in the event that RM3 funds do not become available, there is no expectation that MTC or BAT A will 
provide alternate funds; and be it further 

RESOL VED, that a certified copy of this resolution and applicable attachments shall be 
forwarded to the project sponsor. 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

The above resolution was entered into 
by the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission at the regular meeting 
of the Commission held in San Francisco, 
California, on March 25, 2020. 
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1

Project Title I-680 Southbound Express Lane in Alameda County

Regional Measure 3
Letter of No Prejudice Project Summary

Project Information

RM3 Project Number 2.3

Lead Sponsor(s) Other Sponsor(s) Implementing Agency
Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) ACTC

Construction $80,000 22-Sep-21

Legislated Project Description RM3 Legislated Funding (in $1,000s)
(2) Bay Area Corridor Express Lanes. Fund the environmental review, design, and construction of express lanes to complete the 
Bay Area Express Lane Network, including supportive operational improvements to connecting transportation facilities. Eligible 
projects include, but are not limited to, express lanes on Interstate 80, Interstate 580, and Interstate 680 in the Counties of 
Alameda and Contra Costa, Interstate 880 in the County of Alameda, Interstate 280 in the City and County of San Francisco, 
Highway 101 in the City and County of San Francisco and the County of San Mateo, State Route 84 and State Route 92 in the 
Counties of Alameda and San Mateo, Interstate 80 from Red Top Road to the intersection with Interstate 505 in the County of 
Solano, and express lanes in the County of Santa Clara. Eligible project sponsors include the Bay Area Infrastructure Financing 
Authority, and any countywide or multicounty agency in a bay area county that is authorized to implement express lanes. The 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall make funds available based on performance criteria, including benefit-cost and 
project readiness. Three hundred million dollars ($300,000,000).

$300,000

Sponsor Programming and LONP Request Action
The Alameda County Transportation Commission approved ACTC Resolution No. 21-013 on 7/22/2021, approving an $80,000,000 RM3 LONP request.

Detailed Project Description
The project extends from SR-84 to Alcosta Boulevard through the community of Sunol and the cities of Dublin and Pleasanton. The Project scope 
includes pavement widening and reconstruction to accommodate the addition of 9 miles of southbound express lane, as well as supporting 
infrastructure such as center median barrier, retaining and sound walls, and toll equipment.
LONP Phase LONP Amount (in $1,000s) LONP Approval Date

Scope - Activities eligible for future allocation and reimbursement if RM3 funds become available
The LONP preserves future RM3 eligibility for costs related to the construction phase of the I-680 Southbound Express Lane project incurred after the 
LONP approval date.
Conditions - In addition to the successful outcome of RM3 litigation, eligibility for future allocation and reimbursement is conditioned upon the 
following:

None
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Project Funding Plan Project Schedule

Phase
Committed? 
(Yes/No) Start End
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No

Project Title I-680 Southbound Express Lane in Alameda County

Regional Measure 3
Letter of No Prejudice Project Summary

Project Funding Plan and Schedule

RM3 Project Number 2.3

PSE ACTC Measure Funds 20,000$                   

RM3 Replacement Funding Source Measure BB, ACTC's Local Option Sales Taxes

Funding Source
Total Amount 
($1,000s)

ENV ACTC Measure Funds 7,000$                     

Oct-18 Nov-20ENV Subtotal 7,000$                     

Feb-20 Oct-21PSE Subtotal 20,000$                   

Oct-21ROW Subtotal 7,000$                     

Mar-25

ACTC Measure Funds (RM3 Replacement) 80,000$                   
Local Partnership Funds (Formula/Comp.) 47,009$                   

Apr-22CON Subtotal 225,003$                

State Transportation Improvement Program 11,066$                   
Future Toll Revenues 66,428$                   

ROW ACTC Measure Funds 7,000$                     

Feb-20

Capital Funding Total 259,003$                

CON ACTC Measure Funds 20,500$                   
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 3a 21-1047 
MTC Resolution Nos. 4464 Revised; 4465, Revised; 4466, Revised; and 4467, Revised 

Subject:  Allocation of $175 million in FY2021-22 Transportation 
Development Act (TDA), State Transit Assistance (STA), Regional 
Measure 2 (RM2) and Assembly Bill 1107 (AB1107) funds to 
SFMTA and GGBHTD to support transit operations in the region. 

 
Background This month’s proposed actions continue the annual allocation process of 

these funds for FY2021-22. Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and 
Transportation District (GGBHTD) and the San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency (SFMTA) are requesting TDA, STA, RM2, and/or 
AB1107 allocations this month that exceed the $1 million delegated 
authority limit. Allocation requests that are less than $1 million are 
approved separately through the Executive Director’s Delegated Authority 
process. These funds comprise a significant share of the revenue for 
agencies’ operating budgets. 

 
 The proposed allocation amounts are based on the programming levels 

identified in the FY 2021-22 Fund Estimate (MTC Resolution 4450) and 
the RM2 Operating Program (MTC Resolution 4463). The proposed 
allocations are summarized in the following table: 

  
    $ in millions 

Transit 
Operator 

TDA 
 Res. No. 

4465 

STA  
Res. No. 

4466 

RM2 
Operating 
Res. No. 

4464 

AB1107 
Res. No. 

4467 
Grand  
Total 

GGBHTD $13.7 $8.4 $2.1 $0.0 $24.2 
SFMTA $41.9 $65.7 $2.1 $41.5 $151.2 
Grand Total $55.7 $74.1 $4.2 $41.5 $175.4 

 
 Information regarding the FY 2021-22 operating budgets and current and 

future services for the above claimants is provided in Attachment A. 
Neither operator anticipates near-term restoration of pre-pandemic service 
levels. SFMTA is conducting a network study to identify how to best use 
resources in the near-term while GGBHTD approved significant 
reductions to its bus network and created a new baseline condition. Both 
these operators are especially reliant on locally generated revenues that are 
expected to recover slowly. MTC-administered funds comprise a small, 
but significant part of these agencies’ operating revenue (19 percent for 
GGBHTD and 15 percent for SFMTA, respectively). Federal relief 
funding will account for two to three times as much of the operating 
revenue proposed to be allocated for these operators in FY 2021-22. 
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To receive an allocation of funds, operators agree to comply with transit 
coordination requirements in MTC Resolution 3866, the Transit 
Coordination Implementation Plan. AB1107 funds may only be allocated 
to AC Transit, BART, or SFMTA. The Commission could consider 
further coordination requirements as a condition of receiving the funds 
proposed for allocation. 

 
Issues:   None 
 
Recommendation: Refer MTC Resolution Nos. 4464, Revised; 4465, Revised; 4466, 

Revised; and 4467, Revised to the Commission for approval. 
 
Attachments: Attachment A – Transit Operator Budget and Operations Summary 

 
MTC Resolution Nos. 4464, Revised, 4465, Revised, 4466 Revised, and 
4467, Revised 

 
 

Therese W. McMillan 
 
 



Attachment A: Transit Operator Budget and Operations Summary 

 

Golden Gate Bridge, Highway, and Transportation District (Golden Gate) 
  $ Amounts are in millions 

Expected Carryover of 
Federal COVID Relief 

Funding1  

Proposed 
Operating 

Budget 
Change in Budget 

compared to FY 20 

Current Average 
Ridership % Decrease  

(Mar 2021 to Mar 2019) 

Total Proposed TDA/ 
STA/ RM2/ AB 1107 
FY21-22 Allocation2 

% of Operating Budget 
Funded with Allocations 

$25.5 $128.9 12.9% -80% $24.2 19% 
 

Budget Highlights: The approved budget included a $49.2 million deficit that was planned to be covered by American Rescue Plan funds. Funding for all vacant 
positions plus rising fringe benefits costs accounts for 63 percent of the budget increase. The budget assumes that bus service will increase from 55 percent to 75 percent 
of pre-pandemic levels. Ferry service is budgeted to grow from 25 percent to approximately 65 percent of pre-pandemic service levels. GGBHTD projects that bus and 
ferry ridership will increase less quickly to 60% and 50%, respectively, of pre-COVID levels by the end of FY 2021-22.  If the ridership assumptions are not met, 
additional reduction in expenses or increase in revenue will be needed due to lower fare revenue. 
 
Operations Summary: In July 2021, after conducting a\ Title VI equity analysis, the GGBHTD Board approved suspension of twelve routes and reduced service on three 
routes. All of these routes provided commute service and primarily operated in the peak periods. This approval creates a new baseline for Golden Gate bus service against 
which future potential service changes will be evaluated for Title VI purposes. While changes in ferry service have also met the threshold for a Title VI equity analysis, 
GGBHTD will be consulting with the FTA regarding whether resetting the baseline service for the ferry is appropriate given the service restorations, and how the 2020 
service suspensions can be addressed from a Title VI perspective. Unlike bus service, which can be redeployed, ferry service is more analogous to a fixed guideway rail 
line and cannot be redeployed elsewhere. 
 
Weekend ferry service was added in July and additional bus service is planned for September. 
 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) 
  $ Amounts are in millions 

Expected Carryover of 
Federal COVID Relief 

Funding1  

Proposed 
Operating 

Budget 
Change in Budget 

compared to FY 20 

Current Average 
Ridership % Decrease  

(June 2021 to June 2019) 

Total Proposed TDA/ 
STA/ RM2/ AB 1107 
FY21-22 Allocation2  

% of Operating Budget 
Funded with Allocations 

$122.1 $1,016 9.6% -64% $151.2 15% 
 

Budget Highlights: The FY22 budget represents a 9.6 percent increase over FY20, driven largely by labor costs. Labor comprises 76 percent of the total operating 
budget. The operating budget includes $298.8 M in federal relief funding. SFMTA estimates that previous revenue streams will not recover to pre-pandemic levels until 
FY25. Even prior to the pandemic, SFMTA had a growing structural deficit (i.e. costs exceeding revenue). Transportation 2050, a long-term planning effort, is currently 
underway to consider possible futures and actions to address transportation needs and priorities which includes consideration of potential funding measures. 
 
Operations Summary: Service was added in May and August. SFMTA is working to get to 85% of pre-pandemic service by January 2022. A network study is underway 
to identify a sustainable service network level based on current revenue projections; restoration of 100% of pre-pandemic service is not seen as sustainable. Service 
adjustments are anticipated in early 2022 after the completion of the network study. Restoring 15% of pre-pandemic service is estimated to cost $160-170 million for the 
entire fiscal year. 

 
1 Includes the balance of CARES and CRRSAA federal relief funds not used in FY20 or FY21, as reported by operators. 
2 The allocation request includes funds that will be allocated through Executive Director’s Delegated Authority as allowed by MTC Resolution No. 3620, Revised. 
Allocations made by Delegated Authority are reported to the Commission quarterly. In addition, allocations of STA County Block Grant funds will be late Fall 2021. 



 
 Date: June 23, 2021 
 W.I.: 1255 
 Referred by: PAC 
 Revised:  07/28/21-C 
  09/22/21-C 
  
  

ABSTRACT 
Resolution No. 4464, Revised 

 
This resolution approves the allocation of the Regional Measure 2 operating and planning funds 
for FY 2021-22.  
 
This resolution allocates funds to AC Transit, MTC, Transbay Joint Powers Authority. 
 
On July 28, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to the Water Emergency 
Transportation Authority (WETA). 
 
On September 22, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) and the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and 
Transportation District (GGBHTD).  
 
Discussion of the allocations made under this resolution are contained in the MTC Programming 
and Allocations Committee Summary Sheets dated June 9, 2021, July 14, 2021, and September 
8, 2021. 
 

 



 
 Date: June 23, 2021 
 W.I.: 1255 
 Referred by: PAC 
 
 
 
Re: Allocation of Regional Measure 2 funds for transit operations and planning for FY 2021-22 

 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4464 
 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66500 et seq., the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (“MTC”) is the regional transportation planning agency for the San 
Francisco Bay Area; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Streets and Highways Code Sections 30950 et seq. created the Bay Area 
Toll Authority (“BATA”) which is a public instrumentality governed by the same board as that 
governing MTC; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on March 2, 2004, voters approved Regional Measure 2, increasing the toll 
for all vehicles on the seven state-owned toll bridges in the San Francisco Bay Area by $1.00, 
with this extra dollar funding various transportation projects within the region that have been 
determined to reduce congestion or to make improvements to travel in the toll bridge corridors, 
as identified in SB 916 (Chapter 715, Statutes of 2004), commonly referred as Regional 
Measure 2 (“RM2”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, RM2 establishes the Regional Traffic Relief Plan and programs eligible for 
RM2 funding for transit operating and planning assistance as identified in Streets and Highways 
Code Section 30914(d). 
 
 WHEREAS, RM2 assigns administrative duties and responsibilities for the 
implementation of the Regional Traffic Relief Plan to MTC; and 
 
 WHEREAS, BATA shall fund the projects of the Regional Traffic Relief Plan by 
transferring RM2 authorized funds to MTC; and 
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 WHEREAS, MTC adopted policies and procedures for the implementation of the 
Regional Measure 2 Regional Traffic Relief Plan on June 23, 2004, specifying the allocation  
criteria and project compliance requirements for RM 2 funding (MTC Resolution No. 3636, 
Revised); and 
 
 WHEREAS, MTC has reviewed the allocation requests submitted for RM2 transit 
operations and planning funds from the project sponsor(s) listed in Attachment A to this 
resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as though set forth at length funds; and 
 
 WHEREAS, project sponsors seeking RM2 funds are required to submit an Operating 
Assistance Proposal (OAP), pursuant to Streets and Highway Code Section 30914(e) to MTC for 
review and approval, which demonstrates a fully funded operating plan and consistency with the 
performance measures, as applicable; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Attachment A lists the projects requested by project sponsors for RM2 
funding, project specific conditions, and amounts recommended for RM2 allocation by MTC 
staff; and 
 
 RESOLVED, that MTC approves staff’s review of the OAP for the projects listed in 
Attachment A; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the allocation of RM2 funds in accordance with 
Attachment A; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that the allocation and reimbursement of RM2 funds as set forth in 
Attachment A are conditioned upon the project sponsor complying with the provisions of the  
Regional Measure 2 Regional Traffic Relief Plan Policy and Procedures as set for in length in 
MTC Resolution 3636, Revised; and be it further 
 
 RESOLVED, that the allocation and reimbursement of RM2 funds are further 
conditioned upon the project specific conditions as set forth in Attachment A; and, be it further 
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 RESOLVED, that a certified copy of this resolution, shall be forwarded to the project 

sponsors. 

 
  
 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
 
   
 Alfredo Pedroza, Chair 
 
 
 
 
The above resolution was entered into 
by the Metropolitan Transportation  
Commission at the regular meeting  
of the Commission held in San Francisco,  
California and at other remote locations, 
on June 23, 2021. 
 
 



Date: June 23, 2021
W.I.: 1255

Referred by: PAC
Revised: 07/28/21-C

09/22/21-C

Attachment A
MTC Resolution No. 4464

Page 1 of 1

Project Allocation Allocation Approval Project
Claimant Description Amount Code Date Number

TJPA1 Transbay Transit Center 2,550,000$     1 06/23/21 13

MTC Clipper 1,700,000$     2 06/23/21 12

AC Transit Express Bus Service 4,613,718$     9 06/23/21 4

AC Transit Dumbarton Bus 2,989,430$     4 06/23/21 5

AC Transit Owl Bus Service 1,284,030$     5 06/23/21 7

AC Transit Enhanced/Rapid Bus Service 2,550,000$     6 06/23/21 9

WETA Planning and Administration 2,550,000$     7 07/28/21 11

WETA Ferry Operations 13,005,000$   8 07/28/21 6

SFMTA Metro 3rd Street Extension 2,125,000$     9 09/22/21 8

GGBHTD Route 40 2,102,666$     10 09/22/21 1

Total 35,469,844$   

Notes
1.  The allocation of funds to TJPA shall be subject to the same conditions included in MTC Resolution 4471.

FY 2021-22 ALLOCATION OF REGIONAL MEASURE 2 FUNDS 
FOR TRANSIT OPERATIONS AND PLANNING

1. Funding for each route is limited to the amount identified in the FY2021-22 RM2 Operating Program (MTC 
Resolution 4464).
2. Allocation amounts may be reduced in order to stay within the statutorily mandated RM2 operating program limit of 
38% of annual revenue [SHC Section 30915(d)].
3. Payment of RM2 operating funds may be limited to no more than 1/12 of the allocated amount monthly.
4.  For FY 2021-22, operating advances are suspended, but will be considered on a case-by-case basis.
5. RM2 performance requirements will be suspended due to the continuing transit impacts resulting from the COVID-19 
pandemic.
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 W.I.: 1514 
 Referred by: PAC 
 Revised:  07/28/21-C 
  09/22/21-C 
  
 

ABSTRACT 
Resolution No. 4465, Revised 

 
This resolution approves the allocation of fiscal year 2021-2022 Transportation Development 
Act Article 4, Article 4.5 and Article 8 funds to claimants in the MTC region.  
 
This resolution allocates funds to AC Transit, County Connection (CCCTA), Napa Valley 
Transportation Authority (NVTA), Soltrans, and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
(VTA). 
 
On July 28, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to Eastern Contra Costa Transit 
Authority (ECCTA or Tri Delta Transit), Livermore Amador Valley Transit Authority (LAVTA 
or Wheels), Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA), Sonoma County Transit, and 
Western Contra Costa Transit Authority (WestCAT). 
 
On September 22, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to the Golden Gate Bridge, 
Highway and Transportation District (GGBHTD) and the San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency (SFMTA).  
 
Discussion of the allocations made under this resolution is contained in the MTC Programming 
and Allocations Committee Summary Sheets dated June 9, 2021, July 14, 2021, and September 
8, 2021. 
 



 

 

 Date: June 23, 2021 
 W.I.: 1514 
 Referred by: PAC 
 
Re: Allocation of Fiscal Year 2021-22 Transportation Development Act Article 4, Article 4.5 

and Article 8 Funds to Claimants in the MTC Region 
 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION NO. 4465 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66500 et seq., the Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission (“MTC”) is the regional transportation planning agency for the San 
Francisco Bay Area; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act (“Transportation Development Act” or 

“TDA”), Public Utilities Code Section 99200 et seq., makes certain retail sales tax revenues 
available to eligible claimants for public transportation projects and purposes; and 

 
WHEREAS, MTC is responsible for the allocation of TDA funds to eligible claimants 

within the MTC region; and 
 
WHEREAS, claimants in the MTC region have submitted claims for the allocation of 

fiscal year 2020-21 TDA funds; and 
 
WHEREAS, Attachment A to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as 

though set forth at length, lists the amounts of and purposes for the fiscal year 2021-22 
allocations requested by claimants, and is from time-to-time revised; and 

 
WHEREAS, this resolution, including the revisions to Attachment A and the sum of all 

allocations made under this resolution, are recorded and maintained electronically by MTC; and  
 
WHEREAS, Attachment B to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as 

though set forth at length, lists the required findings MTC must make, as the case may be, 
pertaining to the various claimants to which funds are allocated; and  

 
WHEREAS, the claimants to which funds are allocated under this resolution have 

certified that the projects and purposes listed and recorded in Attachment A are in compliance 
with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code 
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Section 2l000 et seq.), and with the State Environmental Impact Report Guidelines (l4 California 

Code of Regulations Section l5000 et seq.); now, therefore, be it  

 

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the findings set forth in Attachment B to this 

resolution; and, be it further 

 

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the allocation of fiscal year 2021-22 TDA funds to the 

claimants, in the amounts, for the purposes, and subject to the conditions, as listed and recorded 

on Attachment A to this resolution; and, be it further 

 

RESOLVED, that pursuant to 21 California Code of Regulations Sections 6621 and 

6659, a certified copy of this resolution, along with written allocation instructions for the 

disbursement of TDA funds as allocated herein, shall be forwarded to the county auditor of the 

county in which each claimant is located; and, be it further 

 

RESOLVED, that all TDA allocations are subject to continued compliance with MTC 

Resolution No. 3866, Revised, the Transit Coordination Implementation Plan. 

   

 
 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
 
   
 Alfredo Pedroza, Chair 
 
 
The above resolution was approved by the  
Metropolitan Transportation Commission  
at a regular meeting of the Commission held  
in San Francisco, California, and at other  
remote locations, on June 23, 2021.  
 
 



   

Date:  June 23, 2021
Referred by:  PAC

Revised: 07/28/2021-C
09/22/2021-C
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Project Allocation Alloc. Approval Apportionment
Claimant Description Amount Code Date Area Note

5801  -  99233.7, 99275 Community Transit Service - Operations
VTA Paratransit Operations 6,155,184 01 06/23/21 Santa Clara County
CCCTA Paratransit Operations 1,211,358 02 06/23/21 Contra Costa County
AC Transit Paratransit Operations 4,338,169 03 06/23/21 Alameda County

Subtotal 11,704,711

5802 - 99260A Transit - Operations
AC Transit Transit Operations 48,597,106 04 06/23/21 AC Transit - D1 Ala
AC Transit Transit Operations 12,980,480 05 06/23/21 AC Transit - D2 Ala
AC Transit Transit Operations 7,072,554 06 06/23/21 AC Transit - D1 CC
VTA Transit Operations 116,948,496 07 06/23/21 VTA
SolTrans Transit Operations 3,327,437 08 06/23/21 Vallejo/Benicia
CCCTA Transit Operations 20,905,683 09 06/23/21 CCCTA
ECCTA Transit Operations 12,074,983 12 07/28/21 ECCTA
Sonoma County TransTransit Operations 6,772,284 13 07/28/21 Sonoma County
NVTA Transit Operations 1,451,200 14 07/28/21 NVTA
WestCat Transit Operations 2,444,398 15 07/28/21 WestCat
LAVTA Transit Operations 11,282,017 16 07/28/21 LAVTA
GGBHTD Transit Operations 7,416,263 23 09/22/21 GGBHTD (Marin)
GGBHTD Transit Operations 6,322,679 24 09/22/21 GGBHTD (Sonoma)
SFMTA Transit Operations 2,096,220 25 09/22/21 San Francisco County 1
SFMTA Transit Operations 39,828,179 26 09/22/21 SFMTA

Subtotal 299,519,979

5803 - 99260A Transit - Capital
SolTrans Transit Capital 4,012,000 10 06/23/21 Vallejo/Benicia
CCCTA Transit Capital 2,694,520 11 06/23/21 CCCTA
ECCTA Transit Capital 4,103,457 17 07/28/21 ECCTA
Sonoma County TransTransit Capital 2,032,760 18 07/28/21 Sonoma County
NVTA Transit Capital 4,223,000 19 07/28/21 NVTA
LAVTA Transit Capital 4,686,907 20 07/28/21 LAVTA

Subtotal 21,752,644

5807  -  99400C General Public - Operating
Sonoma County Transit Operations 2,307,500 21 07/28/21 Sonoma County

Subtotal 2,307,500

5812  -  99400D Planning & Admin - Operating
NVTA Planning and Administration 1,070,000 22 07/28/21 NVTA

Subtotal 1,070,000

TOTAL 336,354,834

DURING FISCAL YEAR 2021-22
ALLOCATION OF TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 4, 4.5 and 8 FUNDS

All TDA allocations are subject to continued compliance with MTC Resolution 3866, 
the Transit Coordination Implementation Plan.



 

 

 Date: June 23, 2021 
 Referred by: PAC 
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ALLOCATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT 
ARTICLE 4, ARTICLE 4.5 AND ARTICLE 8 

FUNDS TO CLAIMANTS IN THE MTC REGION 
 

FINDINGS 
 
The following findings pertain, as the case may be, to claimants to which Transportation 
Development Act funds are allocated under this resolution.  
 
Transportation Development Act Article 4 Funds 
Public Utilities Code § 99268 et seq. 
1. That each claimant has submitted, or shall have submitted prior to the disbursement of funds, 
copies, to MTC and to appropriate agencies, of all required State Controller’s reports and fiscal 
audit reports prepared in accordance with Public Utilities Code §§  99243 and 99245; and 
 
2. That the projects and purposes for which each claimant has submitted an application for TDA 
Article 4 funds to MTC are in conformance with MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan (21 
California. Code of Regulations § 6651), and with the applicable state regulations (21 California 
Code of Regulations § 6600 et seq.), and with the applicable MTC rules and regulations; and 
 
3. That the claimant is in compliance with the 50% expenditure limitation of Public Utilities 
Code § 99268, or exempt from compliance with the applicable fare or fares-plus-local-support 
recovery ratio requirement (Public Utilities Code §§ 99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.12, or 
99270.5)  as provided by PUC § 99268.9; and 
 
4. That the sum of each claimant’s total allocation of Transportation Development Act and State 
Transit Assistance funds does not exceed the amount that the claimant is eligible to receive, in 
accordance with the calculations prescribed by 2l California Code of Regulations § 6633.l, or 
§ 6634; and 
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5. That pursuant to Public Utilities Code § 99233.7 certain funds identified in Attachment A and 
available for purposes stated in TDA Article 4.5 can be used to better advantage by a claimant 
for purposes stated in Article 4 in the development of a balanced transportation system. 
 
Transportation Development Act Article 4.5 Funds 
Public Utilities Code § 99275 
1. That each claimant has submitted, or shall have submitted prior to the disbursement of funds, 
copies, to MTC and to appropriate agencies, of all required State Controller’s reports and fiscal 
audit reports prepared in accordance with Public Utilities Code §§ 99243 and 99245; and 
 
2. That the projects and purposes for which each claimant has submitted an application for TDA 
Article 4.5 funds to MTC are in conformance with MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan (21 
California Code of Regulations § 6651), and with the applicable state regulations (21 California 
Code of Regulations § 6600 et seq.), and with the applicable MTC rules and regulations, 
including MTC Resolution No. 1209, Revised; and 
 
3. That in accordance with Public Utilities Code § 99275.5(c), MTC finds that the projects and 
purposes for which each claimant has submitted an application for TDA Article 4.5 funds to 
MTC, responds to a transportation need not otherwise met in the community of the claimant; that 
the services of the claimant are integrated with existing transit services, as warranted; that the 
claimant has prepared and submitted to MTC an estimate of revenues, operating costs and 
patronage for the fiscal year in which TDA Article 4.5 funds are allocated; and that the claimant 
is exempt from applicable fare or fares-plus-local-match recovery ratio requirement (as set forth, 
respectively, in Public Utilities Code § 99268.5 or MTC Resolution No. 1209, Revised) as 
provided by PUC § 99268.9; and 
 
4. That the sum of each claimant’s total allocation of Transportation Development Act and State 
Transit Assistance funds does not exceed the amount that the claimant is eligible to receive, in 
accordance with the calculations prescribed by 21 California Code of Regulations § 6634; and 
 
5. That each claimant is in compliance with Public Utilities Code §§ 99155 and 99155.5, 
regarding user identification cards. 
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Transportation Development Act Article 8 Transit Funds 
Public Utilities Code §§ 99400(c), 99400(d) and 99400(e) 

1. That each claimant has submitted, or shall have submitted prior to the disbursement of 
funds, copies, to MTC and to appropriate agencies, of all required State Controller’s 
reports and fiscal audit reports prepared in accordance with Public Utilities Code 
§§ 99243 and 99245; and 

 
2. That the projects and purposes for which each claimant has submitted an application for 

TDA Article 8 funds to MTC are in conformance with MTC’s Regional Transportation 
Plan (21 California Code of Regulations § 6651), and with the applicable state 
regulations (21 California Code of Regulations § 6600 et seq.), and with the applicable 
MTC rules and regulations, including MTC Resolution No. 1209, Revised; and 

 
3. That the claimant is exempt from  applicable fare or fares-plus-local-match recovery 

ratio requirement (as set forth, respectively, in Public Utilities Code §§ 99268.5, 
99268.12, or MTC Resolution No. 1209, Revised) as provided by PUC § 99268.9; and 

 
4. That the sum of each claimant’s total allocation of Transportation Development Act and 

State Transit Assistance funds does not exceed the amount that the claimant is eligible to 
receive, in accordance with the calculations prescribed by 2l California Code of 
Regulations § 6634. 
 

 
 



 Date: June 23, 2021 
 W.I.: 1514 
 Referred by: PAC 
  Revised:  07/28/21-C 
  09/22/21-C 
  
 

ABSTRACT 
Resolution No. 4466, Revised 

 
This resolution approves the allocation of State Transit Assistance (STA) funds for fiscal year 
2021-22.  
 

This resolution allocates funds to AC Transit, MTC, SolTrans, and Santa Clara Valley 
Transportation Authority (VTA). 
 
On July 28, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to Eastern Contra Costa Transit 
Authority (ECCTA or Tri Delta Transit) and Western Contra Costa Transit Authority 
(WestCAT). 
 
On September 22, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) and the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and 
Transportation District (GGBHTD).  
 
Discussion of the allocations made under this resolution is contained in the MTC Programming 
and Allocations Committee Summary Sheets dated June 9, 2021, July 14, 2021, and September 
8, 2021. 
 



 

 

 Date: June 23, 2021 
 W.I.: 1514 
 Referred by: PAC 
 
 
Re: Allocation of Fiscal Year 2021-22 State Transit Assistance to Claimants in the MTC 

Region 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4466 
 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code § 66500 et seq., the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (“MTC”) is the regional transportation planning agency for the San 
Francisco Bay Area; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act (“Transportation Development Act” or 
“TDA”), Public Utilities Code Section 99200 et seq., provides that the State Controller shall, 
pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99310, allocate funds in the Public Transportation 
Account (“PTA”) to the MTC region to be subsequently allocated by MTC to eligible claimants 
in the region; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 993l3.6, MTC has created a State 
Transit Assistance (“STA”) fund which resides with the Alameda County Auditor for the deposit 
of PTA funds allocated to the MTC region; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 993l3.6(d), MTC may allocate 
funds to itself for projects to achieve regional transit coordination objectives; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Utilities Code Sections 99314.5(a) and 99314.5(b), 
claimants eligible for Transportation Development Act Article 4 and Article 8 funds are eligible 
claimants for State Transit Assistance funds; and 
 
 WHEREAS, eligible claimants have submitted applications to MTC for the allocation of 
fiscal year 2021-22 STA funds; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Attachment A to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as 
though set forth at length, lists the amounts of and purposes for the fiscal year 2021-22 
allocations requested by claimants, and is from time-to-time revised; and 
 
 WHEREAS, this resolution, including the revisions to Attachment A and the sum of all 
allocations made under this resolution, are recorded and maintained electronically by MTC; and  
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 WHEREAS, pursuant to 2l California Code of Regulations Section 6754, MTC 

Resolution Nos. 4321 and 4433, and Attachment B to this resolution, attached hereto and 

incorporated herein as though set forth at length, lists the required findings MTC must make, as 

the case may be, pertaining to the various claimants to which funds are allocated; and  

 

 WHEREAS, the claimants to which funds are allocated under this resolution have 

certified that the projects and purposes listed and recorded in Attachment A are in compliance 

with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code 

Section 2l000 et seq.), and with the State Environmental Impact Report Guidelines (l4 California 

Code of Regulations Section l5000 et seq.); now, therefore, be it 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the findings set forth in Attachment B to this 

resolution; and, be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the allocation of fiscal year 2021-22 STA funds to the 

claimants, in the amounts, for the purposes, and subject to the conditions, as listed and recorded 

on Attachment A to this resolution;  

 

RESOLVED, that, pursuant to 21 Cal. Code of Regs. §§ 6621 and 6753, a certified copy 

of this resolution, along with written allocation instructions for the disbursement of STA funds as 

allocated herein, shall be forwarded to the Alameda County Auditor; and, be it further 

 
 RESOLVED, that all STA allocations are subject to continued compliance with MTC 

Resolution 3866, the Transit Coordination Implementation Plan; and, be it further 

 
RESOLVED, this resolution incorporates any revisions to the TDA, either by statute or 

regulation, made hereafter. 

 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
 
   
 Alfredo Pedroza, Chair 
  
The above resolution was approved by the  
Metropolitan Transportation Commission  
at a regular meeting of the Commission held  
in San Francisco, California and at other  
remote locations, on June 23, 2021.  
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Revised: 07/28/21 C
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Claimant Project Description
Allocation 
Amount

Alloc. 
Code Approval Date Apportionment Area

5820 - 6730A Operating Costs - Revenue-based
AC Transit Transit Operations 18,707,978 01 06/23/21 AC Transit 
VTA Transit Operations 21,232,325 02 06/23/21 VTA
ECCTA Transit Operations 2,899,892 06 07/28/21 BART
WestCat Transit Operations 2,737,806 07 07/28/21 BART
SFMTA Transit Operations 62,690,293 08 09/22/21 SFMTA
GGBHTD Transit Operations 8,396,836 09 09/22/21 GGBHTD

Subtotal 116,665,130

5820 - 6730A Operating Costs - County Block Grant
SolTrans Transit Operations 1,134,745 03 06/23/21 Solano County

Subtotal 1,134,745

5820 - 6730A Operating Costs - Population-based MTC Regional Coordination
MTC Clipper Operations 6,300,000 04 06/23/21 MTC

Subtotal 6,300,000

5822 - 6731C Paratransit - Operating - County Block Grant
VTA Transit Operations 5,285,640 05 06/23/21 Santa Clara County
SFMTA Paratransit Operations 3,012,914 10 09/22/21 San Francisco County

TOTAL 132,398,429

ALLOCATION OF STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 
DURING FISCAL YEAR 2021-22

All STA allocations are subject to continued compliance with MTC Resolution 3866, Revised,
the Transit Coordination Implementation Plan.
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ALLOCATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 
TO CLAIMANTS IN THE MTC REGION 

 
FINDINGS 

 
The following findings pertain, as the case may be, to claimants to which State Transit Assistance 
funds are allocated under this resolution.   
 
1.  That each claimant has submitted, or shall have submitted prior to the disbursement of funds, 
copies, to MTC and to appropriate agencies, of all required State Controller’s reports and fiscal 
audit reports prepared in accordance with PUC §§ 99243 and 99245; and 
 
2.  That the projects and purposes for which each claimant has submitted an application for TDA 
Article 8 funds to MTC are in conformance with MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan (21 Cal. 
Code of Regs. § 6651), and with the applicable state regulations (21 Cal. Code of Regs. § 6600 et 
seq.), and with the applicable MTC rules and regulations; and 
 
3.  That the claimant is in compliance with the 50% expenditure limitation of PUC § 99268, or is 
exempt from compliance with the applicable fare or fares-plus-local-support recovery ratio 
requirement (PUC §§ 99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 99268.12, or 99270.5), or with the applicable fare 
or fares-plus-local-match recovery ratio requirement (as set forth, respectively, in PUC §§ 99268.5, 
99268.12, or MTC Resolution No. l209, Revised) as provided by PUC § 99268.9; and 
 
4.  That each claimant is making full use of federal funds available under the Fixing America’s 
Surface Transportation (FAST) Act, as amended; and 
 
5.  That the sum of each claimant’s allocation of Transportation Development Act and State Transit 
Assistance funds does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive, in accordance with 
the calculations prescribed by 21 Cal. Code of Regs. § 6633.1 or § 6634; and 
 
6.  That MTC has given priority consideration to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
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transportation services, and to meet high priority regional, countywide, or area wide public 
transportation needs; and 
 
7.  That each claimant has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity improvements 
recommended pursuant to PUC § 99244; and 
 
8.  That each claimant has submitted to MTC a copy of a certification from the California Highway 
Patrol verifying that the claimant is in compliance with Section 1808.1 of the Vehicle Code (“Pull 
Notice Program”), as required by PUC § 99251; and 
 
9.  That each claimant is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of PUC §§ 99314.6 or 
99314.7; and 
  
10.  That each claimant is in compliance with MTC’s Transit Coordination Implementation Plan, 
pursuant to Government Code §§ 66516 and 66516.5, PUC §§ 99314.5(c) and §99314.7, and MTC 
Resolution No. 3866, Revised.   
 



 Date: June 23, 2021 
 WI: 1514 
 Referred by: PAC 
 Revised: 9/22/21-C 
  
 

ABSTRACT 
Resolution No. 4467 

 
This resolution approves the allocation of fiscal year 2021-22 AB 1107 half-cent sales tax funds 
to AC Transit. 
 
On September 22, 2021, Attachment A was revised to allocate funds to the San Francisco 
Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA).  
 
Discussion of the allocations made under this resolution is contained in the MTC Programming 
and Allocations Committee Summary Sheet dated June 9, 2021 and September 8, 2021. 



 

 Date: June 23, 2021 
 Referred by: PAC 
 
 
Re: Allocation of Fiscal Year 2021-22 “AB 1107” Half-Cent Sales Tax Funds  

 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4467 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 66500 et seq., the Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission (“MTC”) is the regional transportation planning agency for the San 

Francisco Bay Area; and 

WHEREAS, Public Utilities Code Section 29142.2(b) provides that, after deductions for 

certain administrative expenses, twenty-five percent (25%) of the proceeds from the one-half 

cent transactions and use tax collected within the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District 

(hereinafter referred as “AB 1107” funds), shall, on the basis of regional priorities established by 

MTC, be allocated by MTC to the City and County of San Francisco for the San Francisco 

Municipal Transportation Agency (“SFMTA”) and to the Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District 

(“AC Transit”), for transit services; and 

WHEREAS, SFMTA and/or AC Transit has submitted a request for the allocation of 

fiscal year 2021-22 AB 1107 funds for transit service projects and purposes in accordance with 

the regional priorities established by MTC; and 

WHEREAS, Attachment A to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as 

though set forth at length, lists the amounts of and purposes for the fiscal year 2021-22 

allocations requested by SFMTA and/or AC Transit, and is from time-to-time revised; and 

WHEREAS, this resolution, including the revisions to Attachment A and the sum of all 

allocations made under this resolution, are recorded and maintained electronically by MTC; and  

WHEREAS, Attachment B to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein as 

though set forth at length, lists findings pertaining to the allocations made under this resolution to 

SFMTA and/or AC Transit, as the case may be; and  
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WHEREAS, SFMTA and/or AC Transit has certified that its projects and purposes listed 

and recorded in Attachment A are in compliance with the requirements of the California 

Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code Section 2l000 et seq.), and with the State 

Environmental Impact Report Guidelines (l4 California Code of Regulations Section l5000 et 

seq.); now, therefore, be it  

RESOLVED, that MTC finds that the projects and purposes as listed and recorded in 

Attachment A are in conformance with MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan; and, be it further 

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the allocation of fiscal year 2021-22 funds under this 

resolution to SFMTA and/or AC Transit, in the amounts, for the purposes, and subject to the 

conditions, as listed and recorded on Attachment A.  

RESOLVED, that all AB1107 allocations are subject to continued compliance with MTC 

Resolution 3866, the Transit Coordination Implementation Plan. 

 
 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
 
   
 Alfredo Pedroza, Chair 
 
 
 
The above resolution was approved by the  
Metropolitan Transportation Commission  
at a regular meeting of the Commission held  
in San Francisco, California, and at other  
remote locations, on June 23, 2021.  
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Project Allocation Alloc. Approval
Claimant Description FY 19-20 FY 21-22 Amount Code Date

AC Transit Transit Operations 64.6% 38.2%
50% of deposits to 
MTC's AB 1107 

account.
1 06/23/21

SFMTA Transit Operations 61.6% 56.1%
50% of deposits to 
MTC's AB 1107 

account.
2 09/22/21

Fare Ratio Plus Local 
Support Percentage

All AB 1107 allocations are subject to continued compliance with MTC Resolution 3866, 
the Transit Coordination Implementation Plan.

June 23, 2021

ALLOCATION OF AB 1107 FUNDS
DURING FISCAL YEAR 2021-22
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ALLOCATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2021-22 
AB 1107 FUNDS 

 
FINDINGS 

 
The following findings pertain to the allocation of funds under this resolution to AC Transit and/or 

SFMTA, as the case may be. 

 

 

 
Statutory Requirement AC Transit 

1. In accordance with Public Utilities Code 
§29142.4(a), the operator is a participating 
member of the Clipper Executive Board and the 
Bay Area Partnership Board, established by MTC 
and which serve the function of a regional transit 
coordinating council.  

YES 

2. In accordance with Public Utilities Code 
§29142(c), the operator has complied with the 
transit system standards established by MTC 
pursuant to Government Code §66517.5.  

YES 

3. In accordance with Public Utilities Code § 
29142.5, MTC may consider local support 
revenues in excess of the operator’s base amount 
as fare revenues, as long as by doing so it will 
enable the operator to maintain or improve vital 
transit service within a coordinated fare structure.  
The audited financials submitted by the claimant 
for FY 2019-20 and included with the proposed 
FY 2021-22 budget demonstrate a fare ratio of 
greater than 33 percent when considering other 
local excess revenue. 

YES 



375 Beale Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94105Metropolitan Transportation

Commission

Legislation Details (With Text)

File #:  Version: 121-1033 Name:

Status:Type: Resolution Commission Approval

File created: In control:7/27/2021 Programming and Allocations Committee

On agenda: Final action:9/8/2021

Title: MTC Resolution No. 4488. Policies and Procedures for the 2022 Regional Transportation
Improvement Program (RTIP).

Adoption of the Policies and Procedures for the 2022 RTIP, which includes approximately $103 million
in new programming capacity for the Bay Area.

Sponsors:

Indexes:

Code sections:

Attachments: 4a - 21-1033 - Reso-4488 RTIP_.pdf

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Subject:
MTC Resolution No. 4488. Policies and Procedures for the 2022 Regional Transportation

Improvement Program (RTIP).

Adoption of the Policies and Procedures for the 2022 RTIP, which includes approximately $103

million in new programming capacity for the Bay Area.

Presenter:

Karl Anderson

Recommended Action:
Commission Approval

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Printed on 9/2/2021Page 1 of 1

powered by Legistar™

http://mtc.legistar.com:443/View.ashx?M=F&ID=9781018&GUID=E4028003-C95A-4345-8357-89FDA9C31F89


 

 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 4a - 21-1033 

MTC Resolution No. 4488 

Subject:  Policies and Procedures for the 2022 Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (RTIP). 

 
Background: MTC is responsible for developing the region’s funding priorities for the 

Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), and for 
submitting the proposed projects to the California Transportation 
Commission (CTC) for adoption into the State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP). Resolution No. 4488 establishes MTC’s 
policies, procedures, project criteria, schedule, and funding targets for the 
2022 RTIP, and will include the program of projects due to the CTC by 
December 15, 2021. The 2022 STIP covers fiscal years 2022-23 through 
2026-27.  

 
 The 2022 RTIP provides about $103 million in new programming capacity 

to the nine-county MTC region. Senate Bill (SB) 1, signed by the governor 
in 2017, stabilized the revenues for the State Highway Account that funds 
the STIP. Note that decreased fuel sales during the pandemic resulted in 
lower than expected revenues for the 2022 STIP. 
 
In addition to the new programming capacity in the 2022 RTIP, sponsors 
have the opportunity to update existing project funding plans and 
schedules. To meet the CTC deadline, the Bay Area County 
Transportation Agencies (CTAs) must submit their final project 
nominations to MTC in early November. Staff will evaluate all submitted 
project nominations for compliance with the policies and procedures. This 
Committee will review the project listing on December 8, 2021. The 
Commission is scheduled to consider adoption of the final 2022 RTIP at 
its December 15, 2021 meeting, via an amendment to this resolution. The 
2022 guidance includes the latest updates to the CTC STIP Guidelines 
adopted on August 18, 2021 (see Attachment 1).  
 
Staff met with the region’s CTAs in July to solicit input on the proposed 
policies and procedures. 
 
Staff recommends minor changes to the 2020 RTIP Policies and 
Procedures for the 2022 RTIP. A full summary of the proposed changes to 
the regional guidance is included in Attachment 2. 

    
   Matching Funds for SB1 Grants 
 CTC’s 2022 STIP guidelines again allow sponsors to match SB1 

competitive program projects with STIP funds. If the CTC does not select 
a project for funding in a competitive SB1 program, and alternative 
funding is not identified within six months, a STIP amendment will be 
required to delete or substitute the project for another project with a full 
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funding plan commitment. MTC strongly encourages sponsors to use 
RTIP funds to match SB1 competitive program applications and will 
require a match come from the RTIP before committing other regional 
discretionary funding. If a county’s RTIP shares are pre-committed or 
otherwise unavailable, MTC expects the CTA to examine local funds as 
match before MTC will consider committing other regional discretionary 
funding. 

 
Issues: 1.) As shown in the Regional Policies section of the 2022 RTIP Policies 

and Procedures and highlighted in Attachment 2 under “Regional Set-
aside Summary”, San Francisco’s commitment towards repayment for the 
advance of Surface Transportation Program / Congestion Mitigation and 
Air Quality Improvement Program funding has been reduced from $34 
million to $31 million. The reduction of $3 million is proposed in lieu of 
an additional MTC funding commitment and in support of the Caltrain 
Downtown Extension project and is conditioned upon the San Francisco 
County Transportation Authority allocating an equivalent amount of funds 
for this purpose. 

 
 2.)  The Regional Set-aside Programming section of the 2022 RTIP 

Policies and Procedures describes MTC’s commitment of $46 million in 
regional set-aside STIP funds to additional contingency for the Caltrain 
Peninsula Corridor Electrification Project (PCEP), through MTC 
Resolution No. 4267. Because it has been assumed these contingency 
funds would not be needed, Commission policy would instead direct these 
funds to the Housing Incentive Program. It is staff’s understanding that 
these funds are not needed for contingency expenses on the PCEP project 
at this time, despite the known project cost increases that are described in 
more detail under Item 6a. Staff will continue to monitor the project cost 
increases and will update the Committee if the set-aside funds are needed 
for PCEP or can be redirected to an alternative use. 

 
Recommendation: Refer MTC Resolution No. 4488 to the commission for approval. 
 
Attachments: Attachment 1 – Highlights of CTC 2022 STIP Guidelines 
 Attachment 2 – MTC Highlights and Changes to the 2022 RTIP Policies 

and Procedures  
 MTC Resolution No. 4488 
 
 
 
 

Therese W. McMillan 
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Highlights of CTC 2022 STIP Guidelines 
 
 Fund Capacity 

The 2022 STIP Fund Estimate identifies net new capacity only in the two years added to the 
STIP, FY 2025-26 and FY 2026-27. No new capacity is identified for the first three years. 
Due to the lack of new capacity in the early years of the STIP, counties with cost increases 
that want to program additional STIP funds in the first three years would need to identify 
another project in the early years to delay. If the county does not identify another project with 
commensurate programming to delay, the original project may be delayed to the last two 
years of the STIP. 
 

 Uncommitted funding for STIP projects  
The CTC will again consider programming projects with uncommitted funds only from the 
Local Partnership Program, Solutions for Congested Corridors Program, and Trade Corridors 
Enhancement Program, provided that the uncommitted funding is secured within six months 
of the adoption of these programs. If the funding commitment from these programs, or 
alternative funding, is not secured by the established date, a STIP amendment will be 
required to delete or substitute the project for another project with a full funding plan 
commitment. 
 

 Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2021 (CRRSAA) 
Programming 
CRRSAA shares distributed as a part of the 2021 Mid-Cycle STIP are not included in the 
2022 STIP Fund Estimate, and therefore, are not included as part of the county shares and 
targets. The CTC and Caltrans are tracking CRRSAA balances separately. However, if a 
county has a remaining balance of CRRSAA funds, the county may program the funds as a 
part of the 2022 RTIP programming process. Funds made available from CRRSAA must be 
allocated by the CTC by June 2024 and obligated by August 2024. 
 

 Public Transportation Account 
Although the overall statewide capacity for the 2022 STIP Fund Estimate identifies new 
capacity for the STIP period, the 2022 STIP Fund Estimate indicates a negative program 
capacity for the Public Transportation Account (PTA). SB 1 did not provide additional 
funding for the PTA; instead, PTA resources for the STIP decreased as a result of SB 1. 
Therefore, all transit projects programmed in the STIP will need to be delivered with other 
STIP funds, if eligible. Regions may nominate transit and rail projects in its RTIP within 
SHA and Federal funding constraints (rolling stock may only be funded with Federal funds). 
 

 Advance Project Development Element 
There is no Advance Project Development Element capacity identified for the 2022 STIP. 
Therefore, Counties will have limited opportunity to advance county shares to develop new 
STIP projects for future STIP cycles. 
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MTC Highlights and Changes for the 2022 RTIP Policies and Procedures 
 
 Senate Bill 1 Competitive Programs Match 

CTC’s 2022 STIP guidelines again allow sponsors to match SB1 competitive program 
projects with STIP funds. If the CTC does not select a project for funding in a competitive 
SB1 program, and alternative funding is not identified within six months, a STIP amendment 
will be required to delete or substitute the project for a project with a full funding plan 
commitment. MTC strongly encourages sponsors to use RTIP funds to match SB1 
competitive program applications and will require a match come from the RTIP before 
committing other regional discretionary funding. If a county’s RTIP shares are pre-
committed or otherwise unavailable, MTC expects the CTA to examine local funds as a 
match before MTC considers committing other regional discretionary funding. 
 

 PPM Escalation Rate 
MTC has programmed Regional PPM amounts based on a letter of understanding from 
MTC’s executive director Steve Heminger to the CMA directors in 2005. Regional PPM 
funds MTC staff and consultant activities to plan, program, and monitor projects. The letter 
based MTC’s PPM amount on a base amount of $500,000 in FY 2005-06 escalated annually 
thereafter. MTC has used a 3.5% escalation factor for calculating the annual funding levels 
based on the standard escalation rate used since FY 2005-06. New for the 2022 RTIP MTC 
will revise the Policies and Procedures to reflect a new escalation rate of 2%. The new 
escalation rate will apply to the two new fiscal years and beyond. 
 

 San Francisco Bay Area Regional Advance Mitigation Program  
As a part of Plan Bay Area 2040 and through MTC Resolution No. 4290, MTC identified the 
Regional Advance Mitigation Program (RAMP) as a mitigation strategy for the Bay Area. 
RAMP would mitigate certain environmental impacts from groups of planned transportation 
projects, rather than mitigating on an inefficient per-project level. MTC strongly encourages 
counties to program RTIP funds to implement RAMP, especially in counties that have an 
approved Regional Conservation Investment Strategy (RCIS). RAMP activities could include 
purchasing mitigation land bank credits, establishing a greenfield mitigation site, contributing 
to an existing Habitat Conservation Plan, and purchasing conservation land easements and 
their endowments, as allowed under state and federal law. In instances where RTIP funds are 
not eligible for RAMP implementation, MTC encourages sponsors to exchange RTIP funds 
with eligible non-federal funds for RAMP. Such exchanges must be consistent with MTC’s 
fund exchange policy, MTC Resolution No. 3331. 

 
 Regional Set-aside Summary 

The table below summarizes MTC’s regional set-aside of the available $49 million, which the 
Commission reserved for regional priorities. Of the total set-aside: $31 million originates from 
the Caldecott Tunnel/ American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) Exchange, 
$15 million is from funds redirected from San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge (SFOBB) 
Gateway Park project, and $3.4 million from Sonoma County’s STP/CMAQ exchange for the 
Marin-Sonoma Narrows (MSN) project, Segment B2 Phase 2. The Commission committed 
$46 million of these funds for the Caltrain Peninsula Corridor Electrification Project (PCEP) 
contingency (first priority) and the OBAG2 Housing Incentive Program (second priority). 
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County 

SFOBB 
Gateway 
Project 

Caldecott 
Tunnel/ARRA 

Exchange 

MSN 
STP/CMAQ 

Exchange 

Available 
Total 

Future 
San Francisco 
STP/CMAQ 

Exchange 
Alameda (3,063) (2,000)  -   (5,063)  -  
Conta 
Costa 

(2,090) (29,000)  -   (31,090)  -  

Marin (571)  -   -   (571)  -  
Napa (376)  -   -   (376)  -  
San 
Francisco 

(1,548)  -   -   (1,548) 
(34,000) 
(31,000)  

San Mateo (1,598)  -   -   (1,598)  -  
Santa Clara (3,632)  -   -   (3,632)  -  
Solano (945)  -   -   (945)  -  
Sonoma (1,177)  -   (3,400)  (4,577)  -  
Total (15,000)  (31,000)  (3,400)  (49,400) (31,000) 

All numbers in $1,000s 
 
The table also highlights San Francisco’s future commitment to program $31 million in 
future STIP shares to regional Freeway Performance Initiative (FPI)/Columbus Day Initiative 
(CDI)/Express Lanes projects. MTC advanced $34 million in STP/CMAQ funds for the 
Doyle Drive Replacement / Presidio Parkway project and in exchange San Francisco will 
commit $31 million in STIP funds after programming and the remaining commitment to the 
Central Subway project (about $29.7 million). MTC accepts a $3 million reduction in San 
Francisco’s commitment towards the STP/CMAQ advance in lieu of an additional MTC 
funding commitment and in support of the Caltrain Downtown Extension project.  This 
reduction is conditioned upon the San Francisco County Transportation Authority allocating 
an equivalent amount of funds for this purpose. 
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ABSTRACT 

Resolution No. 4488 

 

This resolution adopts the policies, procedures, and program of projects for the 2022 Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) for the San Francisco Bay Area, for submission to 

the California Transportation Commission (CTC), consistent with the provisions of Senate Bill 

45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997). 

 

 
Attachment A – Policies and Procedures for the 2022 RTIP (with appendices) 

Attachment B –  2022 RTIP Program of Projects 

Attachment C –  STIP Amendment / Extension Rules and Procedures 

 

Further discussion of these actions is contained in the Summary Sheet to the MTC Programming 

and Allocations Committee dated September 8, 2021. 
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RE: Adoption of 2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 
 Program Policies, Procedures, Project Selection Criteria, and Program of Projects 
 
 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4488 
 
 

 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional 

transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code 

Section 66500 et seq.; and 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC has adopted and periodically revises, pursuant to Government Code 

Sections 66508 and 65080, a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP); and 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC shares responsibility with the Association of Bay Area Governments 

(ABAG) for developing and implementing a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) that 

integrates transportation, land use, and housing to meet greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction goals 

(Government Code Section 65080(b) 2(B)). 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC adopts, pursuant to Government Code Section 65082, a Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) when additional State Transportation Improvement 

Program funding is available, that is submitted, pursuant to Government Code Section 14527, to 

the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and the California Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans); and 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC has developed, in cooperation with Caltrans, operators of publicly 

owned mass transportation services, congestion management agencies, countywide 

transportation planning agencies, and local governments, policies, procedures and project 

selection criteria to be used in the development of the 2022 RTIP, and a five-year program for 

the funding made available for highways, roadways and state-funded mass transit guideways and 

other transit capital improvement projects, to include projects programmed in fiscal years 2022-

23 through 2026-27; and 
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 WHEREAS, using the process and criteria set forth in the Attachments to this resolution, 

attached hereto as though set forth at length, a set of capital priorities for the 2022 Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) was developed; and  

  

 WHEREAS, the 2022 RTIP has been developed consistent with the policies and 

procedures outlined in this resolution, and with the STIP Guidelines adopted by the CTC on 

August 18, 2021; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the 2022 RTIP will be subject to public review and comment; now, 

therefore, be it  

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the process and criteria to be used in the evaluation of 

candidate projects for inclusion in the 2022 RTIP, as set forth in Attachment A of this resolution, 

and be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC adopts the 2022 RTIP Program of Projects, attached hereto as 

Attachment B and incorporated herein as though set forth at length, and finds it consistent with 

the RTP; and, be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the STIP Amendment / Extension Rules and 

Procedures to be used in processing STIP amendment and extension requests, as set forth in 

Attachment C of this resolution, and be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that the Executive Director may make adjustments to Attachment B in 

consultation with the respective Congestion Management Agency (CMA) or County 

Transportation Planning Agency, Collectively known as the Bay Area County Transportation 

Agencies (CTAs), to respond to direction from the California Transportation Commission and/or 

the California Department of Transportation; and, be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC’s adoption of the programs and projects in the 2022 RTIP is for 

planning purposes only, with each project still subject to MTC’s project review and application 

approval pursuant to MTC Resolution Nos. 3115 and 3757; and, be it further 
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 RESOLVED, that the Executive Director shall forward a copy of this resolution, and 

such other information as may be required to the CTC, Caltrans, and to such other agencies as 

may be appropriate. 

 
 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
 
   
 Alfredo Pedroza, Chair 
 
The above resolution was entered 
into by the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission at a regular meeting of 
the Commission held in San Francisco, 
California, on September 22, 2021.  
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2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)  
Policies and Procedures 

 
Background 
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) provides funding for transportation projects 
around the State. As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the Bay Area, the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is responsible for developing regional STIP project 
priorities for the nine counties of the Bay Area. 
 
The Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is the region’s proposal to the State for 
STIP funding and is due to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) by December 15, 2021. 
The 2022 STIP will include programming for the five fiscal years from 2022-23 through 2026-27.  
 
2022 RTIP Development 
The following principles will frame the development of MTC’s 2022 RTIP, the region’s contribution to 
the 2022 STIP. 
 
 MTC will work with CTC staff, each Congestion Management Agency and Countywide 

Transportation Planning Agency, collectively known as the Bay Area County Transportation 
Agencies (CTAs), transit operators, Caltrans, and project sponsors to prepare the 2022 STIP.  

 Investments made in the RTIP must carry out the objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) and be consistent with its improvements and 
programs. 

 MTC may choose to consult with counties to consider programming a portion of their RTIP shares 
for projects that meet a regional objective.  

 MTC will continue to work with CTAs, transit operators, Caltrans and project sponsors to 
aggressively seek project delivery solutions. Through the use of AB 3090 authority, GARVEE 
financing, and federal, regional, and local funds and funding exchanges, MTC will work with its 
transportation partners to deliver projects in the region. 

 Each county’s project list must be constrained within the county share limits unless arrangements 
have been made with other counties to aggregate the county share targets. MTC continues to support 
aggregation of county share targets to deliver ready-to-go projects in the region. CTAs that submit a 
list that exceeds their county share must identify and prioritize those projects that exceed the county 
share target. 

 
Key Policies and Guidance 
The following policies serve as the primary guidance in the development of the 2022 RTIP. 

 
Key Eligibility Policies 

Consistency with Regional and Local Plans 
 RTP/SCS Consistency  

Plan Bay Area 2040, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(SCS), lays out a vision of what the Bay Area land use patterns and transportation network could 
look like in 2040. An objective of Plan Bay Area 2040 is to encourage and promote the safe and 
efficient management, operation and development of a regional intermodal transportation system 
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that will serve the mobility needs of people and goods. Programming policies governing the 
STIP and other flexible, multi-modal discretionary funding sources such as the federal Surface 
Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
Improvement (CMAQ), and Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) funds must 
be responsive to the strategies and goals of the Plan. MTC expects to adopt the new RTP/SCS, 
Plan Bay Area 2050, later in 2021. New projects submitted for RTIP consideration must be 
included in the current RTP and should include a statement addressing how the project meets the 
current and new RTP strategies and goals. 
 

 Local Plans 
Projects included in the RTIP must be included in a Congestion Management Plan (CMP) or 
Capital Improvement Program (CIP). 
 

CTC Guidance 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) 2022 STIP Guidelines were adopted on August 
18, 2021. The MTC 2022 RTIP Policies and Procedures includes all changes in STIP policy 
implemented by the CTC. The entire CTC STIP Guidelines are available on the internet at: 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-improvement-programming-
ocip or https://catc.ca.gov/programs/state-transportation-improvement-program. All CTAs and 
project sponsors must follow the MTC and CTC STIP Guidelines in the development and 
implementation of the 2022 RTIP/STIP. 
 
2022 RTIP Development Schedule 
Development of the 2022 RTIP under these procedures will be done in accordance with the schedule 
outlined in Appendix A-1 of these policies and procedures. 
 
RTIP County Share Targets 
Appendix A-2 of the Policies and Procedures provides the county share targets for each county for the 
2022 RTIP. Each county’s project list, due to MTC in draft form by October 6, 2021, should be 
constrained within these county share limits. It is expected that MTC’s RTIP will be developed using a 
region-wide aggregate of county-share targets. 
 
Project Eligibility 
SB 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997) defines the range of projects that are eligible for consideration in 
the RTIP. Eligible projects include state highway improvements, local road improvements and 
rehabilitation, public transit, intercity rail, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities, and grade separation, 
transportation system management, transportation demand management, soundwall projects, 
intermodal facilities, and safety projects. 
 
RTIP Project Solicitation 
Each CTA is responsible for soliciting projects for its county share of the RTIP where the county 
target is greater than $0. The CTA must notify all eligible project sponsors, including Caltrans and 
transit operators, of the process and deadlines for applying for RTIP funding. If the CTA does not 
conduct a solicitation of projects, that CTA must provide justification to MTC that conforms to the 
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public involvement process described in the next section and approved by that CTA’s governing 
body. 
 
Public Involvement Process 
MTC is committed to having the CTAs as full partners in development of the RTIP. That 
participation likewise requires the full commitment of the CTAs to a broad, inclusive public 
involvement process consistent with MTC’s adopted Public Participation Plan (available online at 
http://mtc.ca.gov/about-mtc/public-participation/public-participation-plan) and federal regulations, 
including Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964. Federal regulations call for active 
outreach and public comment opportunities in any metropolitan planning process, and such 
opportunities an important step to any project selection process for the RTIP. CTAs shall document 
their public involvement opportunities, including how they included communities covered under 
Title VI, and submit the documentation along with their list of candidate projects. 
 
RTIP Projects in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
In accordance with state and federal requirements, RTIP-funded projects must be programmed in the 
TIP prior to seeking a CTC allocation. In addition, a federal authorization to proceed (E-76) request 
must be submitted simultaneously with the RTIP allocation request to Caltrans and the CTC when 
the request includes federal funds. In the 2022 RTIP, all projects are subject to be a mix of federal 
and state funds and may require a federal authorization to proceed. Additionally, all STIP projects 
are to be included in the TIP and must have funds escalated to the year of expenditure, in accordance 
with federal regulations. 
 

Regional Policies 
Regional Set-Aside Programming 
In order to expedite obligation and expenditure of American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009 (ARRA) funds, and to address the State’s lack of funding at the time, MTC programmed $31 
million in ARRA funds to backfill unavailable STIP funds for the Caldecott Tunnel Fourth Bore 
project. Of the $31 million, $29 million came from Contra Costa’s STIP county share, and $2 
million from Alameda’s STIP county share. Further, in 2012, MTC programmed $15 million to the 
Improved Bicycle/Pedestrian Access to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge project from a 
portion of each county’s STIP share (from former Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds). To 
address lack of funding in the 2016 STIP, MTC de-programmed both the $31 million and $15 
million commitments to regional projects (total $46 million). In January 2017 MTC committed the 
$46 million to additional contingency for the Caltrain Peninsula Corridor Electrification Project 
(PCEP), through MTC Resolution No. 4267. If these funds are not needed for the PCEP, the RTIP 
funds will be re-programmed the Housing Production and Preservation Incentive Program (see next 
section), or to another regional priority project(s) at MTC’s discretion. These funds have the highest 
priority for funding in the RTIP, after GARVEE, AB 3090, and PPM projects. 

 
Housing Production and Preservation Incentive 
On October 24, 2018, MTC approved Resolution No. 4348, which establishes the framework and 
qualifying criteria for the Housing Incentive Pool (HIP), an incentive program to reward Bay Area 
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local jurisdictions that produce or preserve the most affordable housing. This resolution builds on the 
HIP established in OBAG 2, MTC Resolution No. 4202, Revised. 
 
As part of the 2022 RTIP, the OBAG 2 Housing Production Incentive challenge grant program 
described immediately above is augmented with $46 million of regionally-controlled RTIP funds 
identified in the regional set-aside programming section above, conditioned on these funds not being 
needed for Caltrain’s project contingency, either because the project can be completed within budget 
or because substitute contingency funds are identified.  
 
The RTIP funding provided may be either federal or state funds, must be used only for federally- or 
State Highway Account-eligible transportation purposes, and must meet CTC STIP Guideline 
requirements. 

 
Senate Bill 1 Competitive Programs Match 
CTC’s 2022 STIP guidelines again allow sponsors to match SB1 competitive program projects with 
STIP funds. If the CTC does not select a project for funding in a competitive SB1 program, and 
alternative funding is not identified within six months, a STIP amendment will be required to delete 
or substitute the project for another project with a full funding plan commitment. MTC strongly 
encourages sponsors to use RTIP funds to match SB1 competitive program applications and will 
require a match come from the RTIP before committing other regional discretionary funding. If a 
county’s RTIP shares are pre-committed or otherwise unavailable, MTC expects the CTA to 
examine local funds as a match before MTC considers committing other regional discretionary 
funding. 
 
County Programming Priorities 
San Francisco County 
MTC Resolution No. 3925, Revised, which guides the programming and policies for the first cycle 
of federal Surface Transportation Program/Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement 
(STP/CMAQ) funding, advanced $34 million in federal funds for the Doyle Drive Replacement / 
Presidio Parkway project. In exchange, $31 million of San Francisco’s STIP share shall be reserved 
for regional Freeway Performance Initiative (FPI)/Columbus Day Initiative (CDI)/Express Lanes 
projects. San Francisco shall commit these funds after PPM programming and the remaining 
commitment to the Central Subway project (about $29.7 million). Pursuant to MTC Resolution No. 
4272 Revised, Attachment E, San Francisco must program $12.8 million of the remaining balance to 
Transit Capital Priorities program eligible projects to honor commitments to the Central Subway. 
MTC accepts a $3 million reduction in San Francisco’s commitment towards the STP/CMAQ 
advance in lieu of an additional MTC funding commitment and in support of the Caltrain Downtown 
Extension project, conditioned upon the San Francisco County Transportation Authority allocating 
an equivalent amount of funds for this purpose. 
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San Francisco County Remaining RTIP Priorities  

 

Priority Project 
Initial RTIP 
Commitment 

Previously Allocated 
and Programmed 

RTIP Funds 

Current 
Remaining RTIP 

Commitment 
1st Central Subway  92,000   62,330   29,670  

2nd 
MTC STP/CMAQ Advance for 
Presidio Parkway 

 34,000   -   34,000 31,000  

3rd 
Caltrain Downtown Extension 
to Transbay Transit Center 

 28,000   10,153   17,847  

Total  262,101   160,584  78,517  

All numbers in $1,000s 
   

 
San Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara Counties 
MTC Resolution No. 4267 identifies RTIP funds as a source to meet MTC’s $50 million 
contingency commitment to the Caltrain Peninsula Corridor Electrification Project, with the $46 
million identified in the “Regional Set-Aside Programming” section of these policies and 
procedures. If the PCEP cost exceeds the estimated project delivery cost and previously budgeted 
contingency, or a shortfall in revenue occurs, $4 million would be reserved from future San 
Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara county shares. If the $50 million contingency commitment is 
not needed for PCEP, MTC will not withhold the $4 million from the three counties’ RTIP shares.  
 
Sonoma County 
MTC Resolution No. 4328, which established a funding exchange agreement with the Sonoma 
County Transportation Authority (SCTA), programmed $3.4 million in STP/CMAQ to the US-101 
Marin-Sonoma Narrows (MSN) project, Segment B2 Phase 2 in exchange for an equal amount of 
future Sonoma County RTIP funds. In exchange, $3.4 million of Sonoma’s STIP share shall be 
reserved for future MTC-identified priority projects. Sonoma shall commit these funds after 
programming PPM funds. 
 
Regional Advanced Mitigation Program (RAMP) 
As a part of Plan Bay Area 2040 and through MTC Resolution No. 4290, MTC identified the 
Regional Advance Mitigation Program (RAMP) as a mitigation strategy for the Bay Area. RAMP 
would mitigate certain environmental impacts from groups of planned transportation projects, rather 
than mitigating on an inefficient per-project level. MTC strongly encourages counties to program 
RTIP funds to implement RAMP, especially in counties that have an approved Regional 
Conservation Investment Strategy (RCIS). RAMP activities could include purchasing mitigation 
land bank credits, establishing a greenfield mitigation site, contributing to an existing Habitat 
Conservation Plan, and purchasing conservation land easements and their endowments, as allowed 
under state and federal law. In instances where RTIP funds are not eligible for RAMP 
implementation, MTC encourages sponsors to exchange RTIP funds with eligible non-federal funds 
for RAMP. Such exchanges must be consistent with MTC’s fund exchange policy, MTC Resolution 
No. 3331. 
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 Regional Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) funds 
Passage of Assembly Bill 2538 (Wolk, 2006) allows all counties to program up to 5% of their county 
share to Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) purposes in the STIP. Appendix A-2 
identifies PPM amounts each county may program. As agreed with the CTAs, MTC will program a 
portion of each county’s PPM for regional PPM activities each year beginning with a base amount of 
$500,000 in FY 2005-06 escalated 3.5% annually through FY 2024-25. Beginning in FY 2025-26 
MTC will reduce the escalation rate to 2% annually. MTC’s currently programmed amounts for 
regional PPM activities in FY 2022-23 through FY 2024-25 will not change in the 2022 RTIP; the 
CTAs may choose to redistribute their county portion of the PPM funds programmed in the current 
county share period through FY 2023-24 and in the country share period beginning in FY 2024-25. 
Due to county share period restrictions, new PPM amounts may only be programmed in the amounts 
and years identified in Attachment 2. 

 
Caltrans Project Nomination 
Senate Bill 1768 (Chapter 472, Statutes 2002) authorizes the Department of Transportation to 
nominate or recommend projects to be included in the RTIP to improve state highways using 
regional transportation improvement funds. To be considered for funding in the RTIP, the 
Department must submit project nominations directly to the applicable CTA. The Department should 
also identify any additional state highway improvement needs within the county that could be 
programmed within the 3 years beyond the end of the current STIP period. The Department must 
submit these programming recommendations and identification of state highway improvement needs 
to the CTA within the timeframe and deadline prescribed by the applicable CTA. In addition, the 
Department must also provide a list of projects and funding amounts for projects currently planned 
on the State Highway System over the 2022 STIP period to be funded with local and regional funds. 
 
Title VI Compliance 
Investments made in the RTIP must be consistent with federal Title VI requirements. Title VI 
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, disability, and national origin in programs and 
activities receiving federal financial assistance. Public outreach to and involvement of individuals in 
low income and minority communities covered under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and the 
Executive Order pertaining to Environmental Justice is critical to both local and regional decisions. 
The CTA must consider equitable solicitation and selection of project candidates in accordance with 
federal Title VI and Environmental Justice requirements. 
 
Intelligent Transportation Systems Policy 
In collaboration with federal, state, and local partners, MTC developed the regional Intelligent 
Transportation Systems (ITS) Architecture. The San Francisco Bay Area Regional ITS Architecture 
is a roadmap for integrated and collaborative ITS projects in the Bay Area over the next 10 years and 
beyond. The Architecture provides the knowledge base necessary to make the most out of 
technological advances for planning and deployment of intelligent transportation systems that are 
connected and standardized across the region and beyond. 
  
MTC, state and federal agencies require projects funded with federal highway trust funds to meet 
applicable ITS Architecture requirements. Since the 2006 RTIP, MTC requires all applicable 
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projects to conform to the regional ITS architecture. Through the on-line Fund Management System 
(FMS) application process, 2022 RTIP project sponsors will identify the appropriate ITS category, if 
applicable. Information on the regional ITS architecture can be found at: 
https://mtc.ca.gov/operations/programs-projects/intelligent-transportation-systems/its-architecture. 
 
MTC Resolution No. 4104 Compliance – Traffic Operations System Policy 
All major new freeway projects included in Plan Bay Area 2040 and subsequent regional 
transportation plans shall include the installation and activation of freeway traffic operations system 
(TOS) elements to effectively operate the region’s freeway system and coordinate with local 
transportation management systems. MTC requires all applicable RTIP projects to conform to the 
regional policy. For purposes of this policy, a major freeway project is a project that adds lanes to a 
freeway, constructs a new segment of freeway, upgrades a segment to freeway status, modifies a 
freeway interchange, modifies freeway ramps, or reconstructs an existing freeway. TOS elements 
may include, but are not limited to, changeable message signs, closed-circuit television cameras, 
traffic monitoring stations and detectors, highway advisory radio, and ramp meters. 
 
As set forth in MTC Resolution No. 4104, for any jurisdiction in which MTC finds that ramp 
metering and TOS elements are installed but not activated or in operation, MTC will consider 
suspending fund programming actions for STIP funding until the Ramp Metering Plan is 
implemented and the ramp meters and related TOS elements are activated and remain operational, 
and MTC deems the requirements of the regional TOS policy have been met. Furthermore, in any 
county in which a jurisdiction fails to include the installation and activation of TOS elements in an 
applicable freeway project, including ramp metering as identified in the Ramp Metering Plan, 
projects to install and activate the appropriate ramp meters and TOS elements omitted from the 
project shall have priority for programming of new STIP funding for that county. STIP projects that 
do not meet the provisions of MTC Resolution No. 4104 are subject to de-programming from the 
federal TIP. 
 
Regional Communications Infrastructure 
MTC Resolution No. 4104, Traffic Operations System Policy, requires the installation and activation 
of freeway traffic operations system elements. In order to facilitate implementation of technology-
based strategies focused on enhancing safety, mobility and economic vitality of communities, and to 
expand interoperability among partner agencies, projects must install fiber communications conduit 
infrastructure if project limits overlap with a proposed project in the final 2019 Regional 
Communications Strategic Investment Plan, when both financially feasible and consistent with goals 
stated in the Bay Area Regional Communications Infrastructure Plan.  
 
Projects proposed for programming in the 2022 RTIP, seeking funds for environmental or plans, 
specifications, and estimates (PS&E) phases should consider incorporating communications 
infrastructure into project design, ideally at the project scoping phase leading to programming. A 
checklist of technical recommendations are listed in the final 2019 Regional Communications 
Infrastructure Plan (available at the MTC website at https://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/operate-
coordinate/intelligent-transportation-systems/regional-communications-network). For future RTIP 
funding commitments on new projects, projects sponsors should work with Caltrans and MTC to 
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identify the appropriate communications component to support the completion of regional 
communications network throughout the Bay Area. A project is considered “new” if it does not have 
an approved Project Study Report or applicable scoping document as of December 15, 2021. 
 
Bay Area Forward and Regional Express Lane (HOT) Network 
All projects on the state highway system must demonstrate a scope and funding plan that includes 
Traffic Operations System (TOS) elements, consistent with the section above. Projects must also 
include any additional traffic operations and advanced technology improvements, and transportation 
demand management recommendations resulting from MTC’s Bay Area Forward (BAF). 
Additionally, projects on the State Highway System proposed for programming in the 2022 RTIP 
should be consistent with the planned Regional Express Lane (High-Occupancy Toll) Network. For 
new RTIP funding commitments on the Regional Express Lane Network, the CTAs should work 
with MTC to determine the appropriateness of advance construction elements (such as structures and 
conduit) to support the future conversion of general purpose/High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes 
to express lanes if identified. 
 
Bay Area Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) Priorities 
In order to support Caltrans District 4 in successfully programming ITIP projects in the Bay Area, 
MTC worked with the CTAs and District to formulate four guiding principles for prioritizing ITIP 
projects consistent with the 2015 ITSP. The principles are: 
 
 Support high cost-benefit ratio projects on the State Highway System  
 Support HOV lane gap closures, with emphasis on those that support the Regional Express Lane 

Network. 
 Support high speed rail early investments and intercity/commuter rail 
 Support future goods movement and trade corridors 
 
These principles are consistent with Plan Bay Area 2040 assumptions. Before adoption of the 2024 
RTIP, MTC will work with Caltrans District 4 and the CTAs to update these principles to more 
closely align with the Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure (CAPTI) framework and 
the forthcoming 2021 Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP).  
 
MTC Resolution No. 3866 Compliance – Transit Coordination Implementation Plan 
On February 24, 2010, MTC approved Resolution No. 3866, which documents coordination 
requirements for Bay Area transit operators to improve the transit customer experience when 
transferring between transit operators and in support of regional transit projects. If a transit operator 
fails to comply with Res. 3866 requirements, MTC may withhold, restrict or reprogram funds or 
allocations. Res. 3866 supersedes MTC’s earlier coordination plan, Res. 3055. 
 
One goal in establishing Res. 3866 was to incorporate detailed project information through reference 
rather than directly in the resolution in order to facilitate future updates of project-specific 
requirements. Transit operators must comply with these more detailed documents in order to comply 
with Res. 3866. MTC may periodically update these documents in consultation with transit agencies. 
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 Accommodations for Bicyclists, Pedestrians and Persons with Disabilities 
Federal, state and regional policies and directives emphasize the accommodation of bicyclists, 
pedestrians, and persons with disabilities when designing transportation facilities. Of particular note is 
Caltrans Deputy Directive 64 which stipulates: “pedestrians, bicyclists and persons with disabilities 
must be considered in all programming, planning, maintenance, construction, operations, and project 
development activities and products.” In addition, MTC’s Resolution No. 3765 requires project 
sponsors to complete a checklist that considers the needs of bicycles and pedestrians for applicable 
projects. MTC’s Regional Bicycle Plan, adopted as a component of the 2001 RTP, requires that “all 
regionally funded projects consider enhancement of bicycle transportation consistent with Deputy 
Directive 64”.  
 
In selecting projects for inclusion in the RTIP, the CTAs and project sponsors must consider federal, 
state and regional policies and directives regarding non-motorized travel, including, but limited to, 
the following: 
 

Federal Policy Mandates 
The Federal Highways Administration Program Guidance on bicycle and pedestrian issues 
makes a number of clear statements of intent, and provides best practices concepts as outlined in 
the US DOT “Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation Regulations and 
Recommendations.” 
(https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/policy_accom.cfm) 
 
State Policy Mandates 
The California Complete Streets Act (AB 1358) of 2008 encourages cities to make the most 
efficient use of urban land and transportation infrastructure, and improve public health by 
encouraging physical activity to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). Government Code Section 
65302(b)(2)(A) and (B) states that any substantial revision of the circulation element of the 
General Plan to consider all users. 
 
California Government Code Section 65089(b)(1)(B)(5) requires that the design, construction 
and implementation of roadway projects proposed for funding in the RTIP must consider 
maintaining bicycle access and safety at a level comparable to that which existed prior to the 
improvement or alteration. 
 
Caltrans Deputy Directive 64, states: “the Department fully considers the needs of non-
motorized travelers (including pedestrians, bicyclists, and persons with disabilities) in all 
programming, planning, maintenance, construction, operations, and project development 
activities and products. This includes incorporation of the best available standards in all of the 
Department’s practices. The Department adopts the best practices concept in the US DOT Policy 
Statement on Integrating Bicycling and Walking into Transportation Infrastructure.”  
 
Regional Policy Mandates 
All projects programmed during the RTIP must consider the impact to bicycle transportation, 
pedestrians and persons with disabilities, consistent with MTC Resolution No. 3765. The 
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Complete Streets Checklist (also known as “Routine Accommodations Checklist”) is 
incorporated as Part 5 of the Project Application. Furthermore, it is encouraged that all bicycle 
projects programmed in the RTIP support the Regional Bicycle Network. Guidance on 
considering bicycle transportation can be found in MTC’s 2009 Regional Bicycle Plan (a 
component of Transportation 2035) and Caltrans Deputy Directive 64. MTC’s Regional Bicycle 
Plan, containing federal, state and regional policies for accommodating bicycles and non-
motorized travel, is available on MTC’s Web site at: 
https://mtc.ca.gov/planning/transportation/bicycle-pedestrian-micromobility. 
 
To be eligible for RTIP funds, a local jurisdiction with local streets and roads must have either a 
complete streets policy or resolution, or general plan updated after 2010, that complies with the 
Complete Streets Act of 2008 prior to January 31, 2016. Further information is available online 
at: http://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/OBAG_2_Reso_Guidance_Final.pdf.  
 

State Policies 
 Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicle (GARVEE) Bonding 

Chapter 862 of the Statutes of 1999 (SB 928) authorizes the State Treasurer to issue GARVEE bonds 
and authorizes the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to select projects for accelerated 
construction from bond proceeds. Bond repayment is made through annual set asides of the county 
share of future State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds. Bond repayments are 
typically made over several STIP programming periods. 
 
In accordance with state statute and the CTC GARVEE guidelines, GARVEE debt repayment will 
be the highest priority for programming and allocation within the particular county Regional 
Improvement Program (RIP) share until the debt is repaid. In the event that the RIP county share 
balance is insufficient to cover the GARVEE debt service and payment obligations, the RIP county 
share balance for that particular county will become negative through the advancement of future RIP 
county share. Should a negative balance or advancement of capacity be unattainable, then funding 
for other projects using RIP county share within that particular county would need to be 
reprogrammed or deleted, to accommodate the GARVEE debt service and payment obligations. 
 
The CTC is responsible for programming the funds, derived from federal sources, as GARVEE debt 
service and the State Treasurer is responsible for making the debt service payments for these 
projects. In the 2022 STIP, CTC will consider new GARVEE projects via STIP amendment only, 
and not during the 2022 STIP adoption process. 
  

 AB 3090 Project Replacement or Reimbursement 
AB 3090 (Statutes of 1992, Chapter 1243) allows a local jurisdiction to advance a project included 
in the STIP to an earlier fiscal year through the use of locally-controlled funds. With the concurrence 
of the appropriate CTA, MTC, the California Transportation Commission and Caltrans, one or more 
replacement state transportation project shall be identified and included in the STIP for an equivalent 
amount and in the originally scheduled fiscal year or a later year of the advanced project. 
Alternately, the advanced project can be reimbursed in the originally scheduled fiscal year or a later 
year. 
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Projects approved for AB 3090 consideration must award a contract within six months of the CTC 
approval. The allocation of AB 3090 reimbursement projects is the highest priority in the MTC 
region. In the 2022 STIP, CTC will consider new AB 3090 requests via STIP amendment only, and 
not during the 2022 STIP adoption process. Sponsors wishing to use AB 3090s for their projects 
should contact MTC and CTC for inclusion in the AB 3090 Plan of Projects, which is updated on an 
as-needed basis. 
 

 SB 184 Advance Expenditure of Funds 
SB 184 (Statutes of 2007, Chapter 462) authorizes a regional or local entity to expend its own funds 
for any component of a transportation project within its jurisdiction that is programmed in the 
current fiscal year and for which the Commission has not made an allocation. The amount expended 
would be authorized to be reimbursed by the state, subject to annual appropriation by the 
Legislature, if (1) the commission makes an allocation for, and the department executes a fund 
transfer agreement for, the project during the same fiscal year as when the regional or local 
expenditure was made; (2) expenditures made by the regional or local entity are eligible for 
reimbursement in accordance with state and federal laws and procedures; and (3) the regional or 
local entity complies with all legal requirements for the project, as specified. 
 
MTC cautions against the use of SB 184 since allocation of funds is not guaranteed. If pursued, 
sponsors risk expending local funds with no guarantee that the STIP funds will be allocated. 
 
Should a sponsor want to proceed with an SB 184 request, the sponsor must notify the CTA, MTC 
and Caltrans in writing on agency letterhead in accordance with Caltrans Local Assistance 
procedures. 
 
AB 608 Contract Award Provisions 
AB 608 authorizes the adjustment by the CTC of a programmed project amount in the STIP if the 
Caltrans-sponsored construction contract award amount for a project is less than 80% of the 
engineer’s final estimate, excluding construction engineering. 
 
The CTC will not approve any AB 608 request after 120 days from the contract award. Sponsors 
intending to take advantage of AB 608 project savings must notify Caltrans and the CTA within 30 
days of the contract award, to ensure the request to the CTC can be processed in time to meet the 
CTC’s deadline.  
 
Federal and State-Only Funding 
In 2017, the state adopted SB1, which stabilizes the excise tax on gasoline and pegs it to adjust with 
inflation. Excise taxes are deposited into the State Highway Account, which also includes federal 
funds. While SB1 stabilize STIP revenues, Caltrans determines the funding split between state-only 
and federal funding for projects funded in the STIP. Therefore, projects programmed in the 2022 
STIP may receive a combination of state and federal funds. Project sponsors must federalize their 
projects by completing NEPA documentation and complying with federal project delivery rules, if 
they are assigned federal funds. 
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Article XIX Compliance for Transit Projects 
Article XIX of the California State Constitution restricts the use of State Highway Account (SHA) 
funds on transit projects. In order for existing and new projects to be programmed in the STIP, the 
project sponsor or the CTA must provide documentation that verifies the STIP transit project is 
either 1) eligible for federal funds, or 2) meets Article XIX requirements that only fixed guideway 
projects in a county that has passed a measure authorizing the use of SHA funds on transit projects 
may use SHA funds. Also refer to the next section regarding “Matching Requirements.” 
 
Matching Requirements on Highway and Transit Projects 
A local match is not required for projects programmed in the STIP, except under special situations 
affecting projects subject to Article XIX restrictions established by the State Constitution. Article 
XIX limits the use of state revenues in the State Highway Account (SHA) to state highways, local 
roads, and fixed guideway facilities. Other projects, such as rail rolling stock and buses, are not 
eligible to receive state funds from the SHA. Article XIX restricted projects must therefore be 
funded with either a combination of federal STIP funding and matching STIP funds from the Public 
Transportation Account (PTA), or with 100 percent federal STIP funds in the State Highway 
Account (which requires a non-federal local match of 11.47% from a non-STIP local funding source 
or approved use of toll credits). 
 
Project sponsors wishing to use STIP PTA funds as matching funds for Article XIX restricted 
projects must note such a request in the “Fund Code” notes section of the RTIP electronic Project 
Programming Request (ePPR) form and obtain approval from Caltrans through the state-only 
approval process as previously described. Caltrans has not identified any PTA capacity for the 2022 
STIP. Therefore, the CTC will assume any Article XIX restricted STIP project will be funded with 
100 percent federal funds using toll credits, or have the appropriate local match. 
 
Governor’s Executive Orders 
The STIP Guidelines adopted by the CTC recognizes two proclamations and executive orders by 
Governor Brown. First, in recognition of the historic drought, the CTC expects any landscape 
projects currently programmed but not yet allocated and awarded, or any new landscape projects, 
will include drought tolerant plants and irrigation. Second, consistent with Executive Order B-30-15 
(April 29, 2015), projects proposed for RTIP funds must consider the State’s greenhouse gas 
emission reduction targets. Projects subject to a project-level performance evaluation are expected to 
include measures and analyses that address greenhouse gas emission reductions. 
 

General Guidance 
Project Advancements 
If a project or project component is ready for implementation earlier than the fiscal year that it is 
programmed in the STIP, the implementing agency may request an allocation in advance of the 
programmed year. The CTC will consider making advanced allocations based on a finding that the 
allocation will not delay availability of funding for other projects programmed in earlier years than the 
project to be advanced and with the approval of the responsible regional agency if county share funds 
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are to be advanced. In project and financial planning, sponsors should not expect the CTC to advance 
any projects. 
 
Advance Project Development Element (APDE) 
The 2022 STIP Fund Estimate does not identify funding for APDE. APDE funds may not be 
proposed in any year of the 2022 STIP.  
 
Unprogrammed Shares 
The counties and the region may propose to leave county share STIP funds unprogrammed for a time 
to allow adequate consideration of funding options for future projects. The CTC particularly 
encourages Caltrans and the regional agencies to engage in early consultations to coordinate their 
ITIP and RTIP proposals for such projects. Counties intending to maintain an unprogrammed 
balance of its county share for future program amendments prior to the next STIP must include a 
statement of the intentions for the funds, including the anticipated use of the funds, as well as the 
amount and timing of the intended STIP amendment(s). However, access to any unprogrammed 
balance is subject to availability of funds, and may not be approved by the CTC until the next STIP 
programming cycle. 
 
Countywide RTIP Listing 
By October 6, 2021, each CTA must submit to MTC a draft proposed countywide RTIP project 
listing showing the proposed programming of county shares. The final list is due to MTC by 
November 1, 2021, and must include the final project applications for any new projects added to the 
STIP (or any significantly revised existing STIP projects), details of projects completed since the last 
STIP, and appropriate project level performance measure analysis.  
 
Project Screening Criteria, Including Readiness 
In addition to the CTC Guidelines, all projects included in the 2022 RTIP must meet all MTC 
project-screening criteria listed in Appendix A-3 of this guidance, including the planning and the 
project readiness requirements.  
 
RTIP Applications 
Project sponsors must complete an application for each new project proposed for funding in the 
RTIP, consisting of the items included in Appendix A-4 of this guidance. In addition to MTC’s Fund 
Management System (FMS) application, project sponsors must use the latest Project Programming 
Request (PPR) forms provided by Caltrans for all projects. CTAs should submit PPRs for all projects 
(including existing projects with no changes) on the revised form provided by Caltrans. The 
nomination sheet must be submitted electronically for upload into the regional and statewide 
databases. Existing projects already programmed in the STIP with proposed changes should propose 
an amendment in MTC’s FMS, and submit both electronically and in hard copy a revised PPR 
provided by Caltrans. 
  
STIP Performance Measures: Regional and Project-Level Analyses 
The CTC continues to require performance measures in the RTIP and ITIP review process for the 
2022 RTIP. According to the STIP Guidelines, a regional, system-level performance report must be 
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submitted along with the RTIP submission. MTC staff will compile this report, focusing on applying 
the measures at the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) level.  
 
In addition, the 2022 STIP Guidelines require a project-level performance measure evaluation on all 
projects with total project costs over $50 million or over $15 million in STIP funds programmed. 
The project-level evaluation should address performance indicators and measures listed in the 2022 
STIP Guidelines (see Section 19, Part D). The evaluation should also include a Caltrans-generated 
benefit/cost estimate, estimated impacts the project will have on the annual cost of operating and 
maintaining the state’s transportation system, and estimated impact to greenhouse gas reduction 
efforts. The project-level evaluation must also be completed, if it has not already, on existing STIP 
projects with construction programmed, that exceed $50 million in total project cost/$15 million in 
STIP programming, and have had CEQA completed after December 2011. The CTAs are required to 
submit the project-level performance measures to MTC by the final application due date. 
 
Completed Project Reporting 
The 2022 STIP Guidelines require a report on all RTIP projects over $20 million in total project cost 
completed between the adoption of the RTIP and the adoption of the previous RTIP (from December 
2019 to December 2021). The report must include a summary of the funding plan and 
programming/allocation/expenditure history, as well as a discussion of project benefits that were 
anticipated prior to construction compared with an estimate of the actual benefits achieved. The 
CTAs are required to submit the completed project reporting information to MTC by the final 
application due date. 

 
Regional Projects 
Applications for projects with regionwide or multi-county benefits should be submitted to both MTC 
and the affected county CTAs for review. Regional projects will be considered for programming in 
the context of other county project priorities. MTC staff will work with the interested parties (CTAs 
and project sponsors) to determine the appropriate level of funding for these projects and negotiate 
county contributions of the project cost. County contributions would be based on population shares 
of the affected counties, or other agreed upon distribution formulas. 
 
85-115% Adjustments 
MTC may, pursuant to Streets and Highways Code Section 188.8 (k), pool the county shares within 
the region, provided that each county shall receive no less than 85 percent and not more than 115 
percent of its county share for any single STIP programming period and 100 percent of its county 
share over two STIP programming cycles.  
 
MTC may recommend use of the 85%-115% rule provided for in SB 45 to ensure, as needed, that 
the proper scope of projects submitted for programming can be accommodated. MTC will also work 
with CTAs to recommend other options, such as phased programming across STIP cycles, to ensure 
that sufficient funding and concerns such as timely use of funds are adequately addressed. 
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MTC Resolution No. 3606 Compliance – Regional Project Delivery Policy 
SB 45 established strict timely use of funds and project delivery requirements for transportation 
projects programmed in the STIP. Missing critical milestones could result in deletion of the project 
from the STIP, and a permanent loss of the funds to the county and region. Therefore, these timely 
use of funds deadlines must be considered in programming the various project phases in the STIP. 
While SB 45 provides some flexibility with respect to these deadlines by allowing for deadline 
extensions under certain circumstances, the CTC is very clear that deadline extensions will be the 
exception rather than the rule. MTC Resolution No. 3606, Revised, details the Regional Project 
Delivery Policy for Regional Discretionary Funding, which are more restrictive than the State’s 
delivery policy. For instance, MTC expects STIP projects to request allocation of funds by January 
31st of the programmed fiscal year. Further, MTC expects regular status reports from sponsors that 
will feed into the region’s state allocation plan. See Attachment C to MTC Resolution No. 4488 for 
additional extension and amendment procedures. 
 
Allocation of Funds - Requirements 
To ensure there is no delay in the award of the construction contract (which CTC guidelines and MTC 
Resolution No. 3606 require within six months of allocation), STIP allocation requests for the 
construction phase of federally-funded projects must be accompanied by the complete and accurate 
Request for Authorization (RFA) package (also known as the E-76 package). Concurrent submittal of 
the CTC allocation request and the RFA will minimize delays in contract award. Additionally, for the 
allocation of any non-environmental phase funds (such as for final design, right of way, or 
construction), the project sponsor must demonstrate that both CEQA and NEPA documents are 
completed and certified for federalized projects. 
 
Notice of Cost Increase 
For projects with a total estimated cost over $25 million, the implementing agency must perform 
quarterly project cost evaluations. If a cost increase greater than 10 percent of the total estimated 
cost of the particular phase is identified, the implementing agency must notify and submit an updated 
Project Programming Request (PPR) form to the appropriate CTA and MTC. In the event that a 
project is divided into sub-elements, the implementing agency will include all project sub-elements 
(i.e. landscaping, soundwalls, adjacent local road improvements) in the quarterly cost evaluation. 
 
Early notification of cost increases allows the CTA and MTC to assist in developing strategies to 
manage cost increases and plan for future county share programming.  

 
Cost Escalation for Caltrans-Implemented Projects 
CTC remains very critical of unexpected cost increases to projects funded by the STIP. To ensure 
that the amounts programmed in the STIP are accurate, MTC encourages the CTAs to consult with 
Caltrans and increase Caltrans project costs by an agreed-upon escalation rate if funds are proposed 
to be shifted to a later year. This will currently only apply to projects implemented by Caltrans.  

 
Notice of Contract Award 
Caltrans has developed a procedure (Local Programs Procedures LPP-01-06) requiring project 
sponsors to notify Caltrans immediately after the award of a contract. Furthermore, Caltrans will not 
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make any reimbursements for expenditures until such information is provided. Project sponsors must 
also notify MTC and the appropriate CTA immediately after the award of a contract. To ensure proper 
monitoring of the Timely Use of Funds provisions of SB 45, project sponsors are required to provide 
MTC and the county CTA with a copy of the LPP-01-06 “Award Information for STIP Projects – 
Attachment A” form, when it is submitted to Caltrans. This will assist MTC and the CTA in 
maintaining the regional project monitoring database, and ensure accurate reporting on the status of 
projects in advance of potential funding lapses. In accordance with CTC and Caltrans policies, 
construction funds must be encumbered in a contract within six months of allocation.
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MTC Resolution No. 4488 
 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program 

Development Schedule (Subject to Change) 
September 8, 2021 

March 24, 2021 
Caltrans presentation of draft STIP Fund Estimate Assumptions  
(CTC Meeting) 

May 12, 2021 CTC adoption of STIP Fund Estimate Assumptions (CTC Meeting) 

June 23, 2021 
Caltrans presentation of the draft STIP Fund Estimate and draft STIP Guidelines 
(CTC Meeting) 

June 24, 2021 
Local Streets and Roads/Programming and Delivery Working Group (LSRPDWG) discussion 
and review of initial schedule for 2022 RTIP 

June 30, 2021 Governor signs State Budget 

July 19, 2021 STIP Fund Estimate and Guidelines Workshop 

August 18, 2021 CTC adopts STIP Fund Estimate and STIP Guidelines (CTC Meeting) 

September 1, 2021 
Draft RTIP Policies and Procedures published online and emailed to stakeholders for public 
comment 

September 8, 2021 
MTC Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) scheduled review and recommendation 
of final proposed RTIP Policies and Procedures 

September 22, 2021 MTC Commission scheduled adoption of RTIP Policies and Procedures  

October 6, 2021 
BACTAs submit to MTC, RTIP projects summary listings and identification of projects requiring 
project-level performance measure analysis. Deadline to submit Complete Streets Checklist for 
new projects. 

November 1, 2021 

Final Project Programming Request (PPR) forms due to MTC. Final RTIP project listing and 
performance measure analysis due to MTC. Final PSR (or PSR Equivalent), Resolution of 
Local Support, and Certification of Assurances due to MTC (Final Complete Applications 
due) 

December 1, 2021 Draft RTIP scheduled to be available for public review 

December 8, 2021 PAC scheduled review of RTIP and referral to Commission for approval 

December 15, 2021 
MTC Commission scheduled approval of 2022 RTIP (Full RTIP to be transmitted to CTC within 
one week of Commission approval) 

December 15, 2021 2022 RTIP due to CTC 

January 27, 2022 CTC 2022 STIP Hearing – Northern California (TBD) 

February 3, 2022 CTC 2022 STIP Hearing – Southern California (TBD) 

February 28, 2022 CTC Staff Recommendations on 2022 STIP released 

March 23, 2022 CTC adopts 2022 STIP (CTC Meeting) 

Shaded Area – Actions by Caltrans or CTC 



Metropolitan Transportation Commission Numbers based on FINAL 2022 STIP FE (Published 8/13/2021)

2022 RTIP Fund Estimate County Targets 8/31/2021

All numbers in thousands

Table 1: County Share Targets

Through Advanced, Regional MTC PPM** 2022 STIP
FY 2026-27 Carryover, Set-aside* FY 2025-26 CTA Target***

New Distrib. and Lapsed & FY 2026-27
Alameda 22,035 0 (5,063) (355) 16,617
Contra Costa 15,118 45,890 (31,090) (230) 29,688
Marin 4,131 (22,406) (571) (65) 0
Napa 2,724 (19,683) (376) (40) 0
San Francisco 11,202 1,548 (1,548) (180) 11,022
San Mateo 11,415 3,912 (1,598) (186) 13,543
Santa Clara 26,162 5,932 (3,632) (414) 28,048
Solano 6,854 (29,263) (945) (109) 0
Sonoma 8,423 231 (4,577) (131) 3,946
County Totals 108,064 (13,839) (49,400) (1,710) 102,864
Note: Counties with negative balance have a "$0" new share.

** Assumes 2% Escalation Rate for New Fys (reduced from 3.5%)
*** Does not include new CTA PPM programming

Table 2: Planning, Programming, and Monitoring Amounts
               FY 2022-23, FY 2023-24

PPM Limit MTC PPM  PPM
FY 2022-23 FY 2022-23 FY 2022-23

through through through
FY 2023-24 FY 2023-24 FY 2023-24

CTA Share
Alameda 327 327 0 0 0
Contra Costa 636 212 356 68 0
Marin 61 61 0 0 0
Napa 139 37 51 51 0
San Francisco 472 167 259 46 0
San Mateo 481 173 262 46 0
Santa Clara 494 382 112 0 0
Solano 288 100 159 29 0
Sonoma 398 120 278 0 0
County Totals 3,296 1,579 1,477 240 0
Note: Counties may redistribute PPM amounts across both fiscal years

Table 3: Planning, Programming, and Monitoring Amounts
               FY 2024-25, FY 2025-26, FY 2026-27

PPM Limit MTC PPM PPM
FY 2024-25 FY 2024-25 Available for

through through FY25 to FY28
FY 2026-27 FY 2026-27 Share Period

CTA Share***

Alameda 1,668 527 394 0 0 747
Contra Costa 1,143 342 275 0 0 526
Marin 313 97 74 0 0 142
Napa 206 60 50 0 0 96
San Francisco 847 268 199 0 0 380
San Mateo 863 277 201 0 0 385
Santa Clara 1,978 615 469 0 0 894
Solano 518 162 123 0 0 233
Sonoma 637 194 153 0 0 290
County Totals 8,173 2,542 1,938 0 0 3,693
Note: Counties may redistribute and program PPM share across all three fiscal years
*** CTA PPM share has not been subtracted from 2022 STIP CTA target identified in Table 1

J:\PROJECT\Funding\RTIP\22 RTIP\FE Targets\[2022 Estimated STIP FE Targets.xlsx]2022 RTIP FE 2021-8-13

Draft

Programmed CTA PPM
Current Share Period

FY 2022-23 FY 2023-24

* Regional set-aside includes $31M from ARRA/Caldecott payback, $15M from SFOBB Bike/Ped 
Access projects, and $3.4M from MSN B2 payback (SON)

Programmed CTA PPM
FY25 to FY28 Share Period

FY 2024-25 FY 2025-26 FY 2026-27
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2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program  
Policies and Procedures 

Appendix A-3:  2022 RTIP Project Screening Criteria 
 
Eligible Projects 
 
A. Eligible Projects. SB 45 (Chapter 622, Statutes 1997) defined the range of projects that are eligible 

for consideration in the RTIP. Eligible projects include, state highway improvements, local road 
improvements and rehabilitation, public transit, intercity rail, grade separation, pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities, transportation system management, transportation demand management, soundwall 
projects, intermodal facilities, and safety projects. Due to the current fund make up of the STIP, 
sponsors should expect that all projects programmed in the STIP include a mix of state and federal 
funds. 

 
Planning Prerequisites 
 
B. RTP Consistency. Projects included in the RTIP must be consistent with the adopted Regional 

Transportation Plan (RTP), which state law requires to be consistent with federal planning and 
programming requirements. Each project to be included in the RTIP must identify its relationship 
with meeting the goals and objectives of the RTP, and where applicable, the RTP ID number. 

 
C. CMP Consistency. Local projects must also be included in a County Congestion Management Plan 

(CMP), or in an adopted Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for counties that have opted out of the 
CMP requirement, prior to inclusion in the RTIP. 

 
D.  PSR or PSR Equivalent is Required. Projects in the STIP must have a complete Project Study 

Report (PSR) or, for a project that is not on a state highway, a project study report equivalent or 
major investment study. The intent of this requirement is to ensure that the project scope, cost and 
schedule have been adequately defined and justified. Projects with a circulating draft or final 
environmental document do not need a PSR. This requirement is particularly important in light of 
SB 45 timely use of funds requirements, discussed below. 

 
 The required format of a PSR or PSR equivalent varies by project type. Additional guidance on how 

to prepare these documents is available on the internet at the addresses indicated within Part 3 (PSR, 
or equivalent) of Appendix A-4: 2022 RTIP Project Application, which includes a table categorizing 
PSR and PSR equivalent requirements by project type. 

 
Project Costs and Phases 
 
E. Escalated Costs. All projects will count against share balances on the basis of their fully escalated 

(inflated) costs. All RTIP project costs must be escalated to the year of expenditure. 
 
 As required by law, inflation estimates for Caltrans operations (capital outlay support) costs are 

based on the annual escalation rate established by the Department of Finance. Local project sponsors 
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may use the state escalation rates or their own rates in determining the escalated project cost in the 
year programmed. 

 
F. Project Phases. Projects must be separated into the following project components: 

1.  Completion of all studies, permits and environmental studies (ENV) 
2.  Preparation of all Plans, Specifications, and Estimates (PS&E) 
3.  Acquisition of right-of-way (ROW) 
4.  Construction and construction management and engineering, including surveys and 

inspections.” (CON) 
Note: Right-of-way and construction components on Caltrans projects must be further 
separated into capital costs and Caltrans support costs (ROW-CT and CON-CT). 

 
 The project sponsor/CTA must display the project in these four components (six for Caltrans 

projects) in the final submittal. STIP funding amounts programmed for any component shall be 
rounded to the nearest $1,000. Additionally, unless substantially justified, no project may program 
more than one project phase in a single fiscal year. Caltrans-sponsored projects are exempt from this 
prohibition. Additionally, right of way (ROW) funds may be programmed in the same year as final 
design (PS&E) if the environmental document is approved. ROW funds may be programmed in the 
same year as construction (CON) only if the project does not have significant right of way 
acquisition or construction costs that require more than a simple Categorical Exemption or basic 
permitting approvals (see section L). The CTC will not allocate PS&E, ROW, or CON funding until 
CEQA and NEPA (if federalized) documents are complete and submitted to CTC. 
 
All requests for funding in the RTIP for projects on the state highway system and implemented by an 
agency other than the Department must include any oversight fees within each project component 
cost, as applicable and as identified in the cooperative agreement. This is to ensure sufficient funding 
is available for the project component. 

 
G. Minimum Project Size. New projects or the sum of all project components per project cannot be 

programmed for less than $500,000 for counties with a population over 1 million (from 2010 U.S. 
Census data: Alameda, Contra Costa, and Santa Clara Counties), and $250,000 for counties with a 
population under 1 million (Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Solano, and Sonoma Counties), 
with the following exceptions: 
(a) Funds used to match federal funds; 
(b) Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM); 
(c) Projects for landscaping and mitigation of State highway projects, including soundwalls; 
(d) Caltrans project support components not allocated by the Commission; and 
(e) Right-of-way capital outlay for Caltrans, which is not allocated by the Commission on a project 

basis. 
Other exceptions may be made on a case-by-case basis. 

 
H. Fiscal Years of Programming. The 2022 STIP covers the five-year period from FY 2022-23 

through 2026-27. If a project will not be ready for allocation in a certain year, project sponsors 
should delay funds to a later year of the five-year STIP period. 
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Readiness Standards 
 
I.  Project Phases Must Be Ready in the Year Proposed. Funds designated for each project 

component will only be available for allocation until the end of the fiscal year in which the funds are 
programmed in the STIP. Once allocated, the sponsor will have two additional years beyond the end 
of the programmed fiscal year to expend pre-construction STIP funds. For construction, the sponsor 
will have six months to award a contract and three years to expend funds after project award. Project 
sponsors must invoice at least once in a six-month period following the allocation of funds. It is 
therefore very important that projects be ready to proceed in the year programmed. 

 
J. Completion of Environmental Process. Government Code Section 14529(c) requires that funding 

for right-of-way acquisition and construction for a project may be included in the STIP only if the 
CTC makes a finding that the sponsoring agency will complete the environmental process and can 
proceed with right-of-way acquisition or construction within the five year STIP period. Furthermore, 
in compliance with Section 21150 of the Public Resources Code, the CTC may not allocate funds to 
local agencies for design, right-of-way, or construction prior to documentation of environmental 
clearance under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) for federally-funded projects. Therefore, project sponsors must demonstrate to 
MTC that these requirements can be reasonably expected to be met prior to programming final 
design, right-of-way, or construction funds in the RTIP. Final CEQA documents (aside from 
Categorical Exemptions, or CEs) must be submitted to CTC prior to allocation. Additional 
information is available at: https://catc.ca.gov/programs/environmental.  

 
K. Programming Project Components in Sequential STIP Cycles. Project components may be 

programmed sequentially. That is, a project may be programmed for environmental work only, 
without being programmed for plans, specifications, and estimates (design). A project may be 
programmed for design without being programmed for right-of-way or construction. A project may 
be programmed for right-of-way without being programmed for construction. The CTC recognizes a 
particular benefit in programming projects for environmental work only, since projects costs and 
particularly project scheduling often cannot be determined with meaningful accuracy until 
environmental studies have been completed. As the cost, scope and schedule of the project is refined, 
the next phases of the project may be programmed with an amendment or in a subsequent STIP. 

 
 When proposing to program only preconstruction components for a project, the implementing 

agency must demonstrate the means by which it intends to fund the construction of a useable 
segment, consistent with the regional transportation plan or the Caltrans interregional transportation 
strategic plan. The anticipated total project cost and source of any uncommitted future funding must 
be identified. 

 
L. Sequential Phasing. For most projects, the different project phases should be programmed 

sequentially in the STIP, i.e. environmental before design before right of way before construction. 
Projects with significant right of way acquisition or construction costs that require more than a 
simple Categorical Exemption or basic permitting approvals, must not be programmed with the right 
of way and construction components in the same year as the environmental. Project sponsors must 
provide sufficient time between the scheduled allocation of environmental funds and the start of 
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design, right of way or construction. As prescribed in Section F, projects may not have more than 
one phase programmed per fiscal year, with the exceptions of Caltrans-sponsored preconstruction 
phases, and right of way (ROW) funds programmed with final design (PS&E) or construction 
(CON) where there are no significant ROW acquisitions necessary. 

 
M. The Project Must Have a Complete Funding Commitment Plan. All local projects must be 

accompanied by an authorizing resolution stating the sponsor’s commitment to complete the project 
as scoped with the funds requested. A model resolution including the information required is 
outlined in Appendix A-4 - Part 1 of this guidance. 

 
 The CTC may program a project component funded from a combination of committed and 

uncommitted funds. Uncommitted funds may only be nominated from the following competitive 
programs: Local Partnership Program, Solutions for Congested Corridors Program, or Trade 
Corridor Enhancement Program. All local projects requesting to be programmed with uncommitted 
funds must be accompanied with a plan for securing a funding commitment, explain the risk of not 
securing that commitment, and its plan for securing an alternate source of funding should the 
commitment not be obtained. If the funding commitment is not secured with the adoption of these 
programs and alternative funding is not identified within six months, the projects will be subject to 
deletion by the Commission. Projects programmed by the Commission in the STIP will not be given 
priority for funding in other programs under the Commission’s purview. 

 
 The CTC will regard non-STIP funds as committed when the agency with discretionary authority 

over the funds has made its commitment to the project by ordinance or resolution. For federal 
formula funds, including STP, CMAQ, and Federal formula transit funds, the commitment may be 
by Federal TIP adoption. For federal discretionary funds, the commitment may be by federal 
approval of a full funding grant agreement or by grant approval. 

 
 All regional agencies with rail transit projects shall submit full funding plans describing each overall 

project and/or useable project segment. Each plan shall list Federal, State, and local funding 
categories by fiscal year over the time-frame that funding is sought, including funding for initial 
operating costs. Moreover, should the project schedule exceed the funding horizon, then the amount 
needed beyond what is currently requested shall be indicated. This information may be incorporated 
in the project application nomination sheets. 

 
N. Field Review for Federally Funded Local Projects. One way to avoid unnecessary STIP 

amendment and extension requests is to conduct a field review with Caltrans as early as possible, so 
potential issues may be identified with sufficient time for resolution.  

 
 For all projects in the 2022 RTIP (anticipated to be a mix of federal and state funding), the project 

sponsor agrees to contact Caltrans and schedule and make a good faith effort to complete a project 
field review within 6-months of the project being included in the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP). For the 2022 STIP, Caltrans field reviews should be completed by September 1, 
2022 for federal aid projects programmed in 2022-23 and 2023-24. The requirement does not apply 
to planning activities, state-only funded projects, or STIP funds to be transferred to the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA). 
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Other Requirements 
 
O.  Availability for Audits. Sponsors must agree to be available for an audit if requested. Government 

Code Section 14529.1 “The commission [CTC] shall request that the entity receiving funds accept 
an audit of funds allocated to it by the commission, if an audit is deemed necessary.” 

 
P.  Interregional Projects May Be Proposed Under Some Restrictive Circumstances. The project 

must be a usable segment and be more cost-effective than a Caltrans alternative project. Government 
Code Section 14527 (c) “A project recommended for funding by the RTPA in the Interregional 
Improvement Program shall constitute a usable segment, and shall not be a condition for inclusion of 
other projects in the RTIP.” Government Code Section 14529 (k) “... the commission [CTC] must 
make a finding, based on an objective analysis, that the recommended project is more cost-effective 
than a project submitted by the department….” 

  
Q. Premature Commitment of Funds. The project sponsor may not be reimbursed for expenditures 

made prior to the allocation of funds by the CTC (or by Caltrans under delegation authority), unless 
the provisions of Senate Bill 184 are met in accordance with the CTC Guidelines for Implementation 
of SB 184. Under no circumstances may funds be reimbursed for expenditures made prior to the 
funds being programmed in the STIP or prior to the fiscal year in which the project phase is 
programmed. In addition, the sponsor must make a written request to Caltrans prior to incurring 
costs, in accordance with Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures for SB 184 implementation. 

 
R. State-Only Funding. The 2022 RTIP is expected to be funded with a mix of federal and state funds. 

Project sponsors must federalize their projects by completing NEPA documentation and complying 
with federal project delivery rules. Project sponsors are expected to meet all requirements of Article 
XIX in selecting projects receiving state-only funding. This includes sponsors or the CTA providing 
documentation verifying the county passed a measure allowing for the use of state-only State 
Highway Account funds on fixed guideway projects, should RTIP funds be proposed for use on non-
federalized fixed guideway transit projects. 

 
S. Federal Transportation Improvement Program. All projects programmed in the STIP must also 

be programmed in the federal Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), regardless of fund 
source. Project sponsors are encouraged to submit TIP amendment requests immediately following 
inclusion of the project into the STIP by the CTC. The project listing in the TIP must include total 
project cost by phase regardless of the phase actually funded by the CTC. STIP projects using 
federal funds will not receive federal authorization to proceed without the project being properly 
listed in the TIP. 

 
T. Agency Single Point of Contact. Project sponsors shall assign a single point of contact within the 

agency to address programming and project delivery issues that may arise during the project life 
cycle. The name, title, and contact information of this person shall be furnished to the CTA and 
MTC at the time of project application submittal. This shall also serve as the agency contact for all 
FHWA-funded projects. 
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2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP)  

Appendix A-4:  2022 RTIP Project Application 
 
Project sponsors must submit a completed project application for each project proposed for funding in 
the 2022 RTIP. The application consists of the following five parts and are available on the Internet (as 
applicable) at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/  
 

1. Resolution of local support  
2. Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent 
3. RTIP Electronic Project Programming Request (ePPR) form (must be submitted electronically) 
4. Performance Measures Worksheet (if applicable) 
5. Complete Streets Checklist (if applicable: check with CTA or on MTC’s website, listed above) 
 
 

Part 1:  Sample Resolution of Local Support 
Note: Use the latest version of the Resolution of Local Support at:  

https://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-invest/federal-funding/obag-2  
 

Resolution No. _____ 
 

Authorizing the filing of an application for funding assigned to MTC and 
committing any necessary matching funds and stating assurance to complete the project 

 
WHEREAS, (INSERT APPLICANT NAME HERE) (herein referred to as APPLICANT) is submitting 

an application to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for (INSERT FUNDING $ AMOUNT 
HERE) in funding assigned to MTC for programming discretion, which includes federal funding administered by 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and federal or state funding administered by the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) such as Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP) funding, 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) funding, Transportation Alternatives 
(TA) set-aside/Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding, and Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program (RTIP) funding (herein collectively referred to as REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING) for the 
(INSERT PROJECT TITLE(S) HERE) (herein referred to as PROJECT) for the (INSERT MTC PROGRAM(S) 
HERE) (herein referred to as PROGRAM); and 

WHEREAS, the United States Congress from time to time enacts and amends legislation to provide 
funding for various transportation needs and programs, (collectively, the FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION ACT) 
including, but not limited to the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP) (23 U.S.C. § 133), the 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) (23 U.S.C. § 149) and the Transportation 
Alternatives (TA) set-aside (23 U.S.C. § 133); and 

WHEREAS, state statutes, including California Streets and Highways Code §182.6, §182.7, and 
§2381(a)(1), and California Government Code §14527, provide various funding programs for the programming 
discretion of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) and the Regional Transportation Planning Agency 
(RTPA); and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION ACT, and any regulations promulgated 
thereunder, eligible project sponsors wishing to receive federal or state funds for a regionally-significant project 
shall submit an application first with the appropriate MPO, or RTPA, as applicable, for review and inclusion in 
the federal Transportation Improvement Program (TIP); and 

WHEREAS, MTC is the MPO and RTPA for the nine counties of the San Francisco Bay region; and 



2022 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) Attachment A 
Policies and Procedures  MTC Resolution No. 4488 
  September 22, 2021 
  Page 28 of 30 

 
 

 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Page 28 September 22, 2021 
 

 WHEREAS, MTC has adopted a Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution No. 3606, 
revised) that sets out procedures governing the application and use of REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY 
FUNDING; and 

WHEREAS, APPLICANT is an eligible sponsor for REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING; and 
 WHEREAS, as part of the application for REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING, MTC requires a 
resolution adopted by the responsible implementing agency stating the following: 

 the commitment of any required matching funds; and 
 that the sponsor understands that the REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING is fixed at the 

programmed amount, and therefore any cost increase cannot be expected to be funded with additional 
REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING; and 

 that the PROJECT will comply with the procedures, delivery milestones and funding deadlines 
specified in the Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution No. 3606, revised); and 

 the assurance of the sponsor to complete the PROJECT as described in the application, subject to 
environmental clearance, and if approved, as included in MTC's federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP); and 

 that the PROJECT will have adequate staffing resources to deliver and complete the PROJECT 
within the schedule submitted with the project application; and 

 that the PROJECT will comply with all project-specific requirements as set forth in the PROGRAM; 
and 

 that APPLICANT has assigned, and will maintain a single point of contact for all FHWA- and CTC-
funded transportation projects to coordinate within the agency and with the respective Congestion 
Management Agency (CMA), MTC, Caltrans, FHWA, and CTC on all communications, inquires or 
issues that may arise during the federal programming and delivery process for all FHWA- and CTC-
funded transportation and transit projects implemented by APPLICANT; and 

 in the case of a transit project, the PROJECT will comply with MTC Resolution No. 3866, revised, 
which sets forth the requirements of MTC’s Transit Coordination Implementation Plan to more 
efficiently deliver transit projects in the region; and 

 in the case of a highway project, the PROJECT will comply with MTC Resolution No. 4104, which 
sets forth MTC’s Traffic Operations System (TOS) Policy to install and activate TOS elements on 
new major freeway projects; and 

 in the case of an RTIP project, state law requires PROJECT be included in a local congestion 
management plan, or be consistent with the capital improvement program adopted pursuant to MTC’s 
funding agreement with the countywide transportation agency; and 

 WHEREAS, that APPLICANT is authorized to submit an application for REGIONAL 
DISCRETIONARY FUNDING for the PROJECT; and 
 WHEREAS, there is no legal impediment to APPLICANT making applications for the funds; and 
 WHEREAS, there is no pending or threatened litigation that might in any way adversely affect the 
proposed PROJECT, or the ability of APPLICANT to deliver such PROJECT; and 
 WHEREAS, APPLICANT authorizes its Executive Director, General Manager, or designee to execute 
and file an application with MTC for REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING for the PROJECT as 
referenced in this resolution; and 

WHEREAS, MTC requires that a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the MTC in conjunction with 
the filing of the application. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the APPLICANT is authorized to execute and file an 
application for funding for the PROJECT for REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING under the FEDERAL 
TRANSPORTATION ACT or continued funding; and be it further  

RESOLVED that APPLICANT will provide any required matching funds; and be it further 
RESOLVED that APPLICANT understands that the REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING for 
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the project is fixed at the MTC approved programmed amount, and that any cost increases must be funded by the 
APPLICANT from other funds, and that APPLICANT does not expect any cost increases to be funded with 
additional REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING; and be it further 

RESOLVED that APPLICANT understands the funding deadlines associated with these funds and will 
comply with the provisions and requirements of the Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution 
No. 3606, revised) and APPLICANT has, and will retain the expertise, knowledge and resources necessary to 
deliver federally-funded transportation and transit projects, and has assigned, and will maintain a single point of 
contact for all FHWA- and CTC-funded transportation projects to coordinate within the agency and with the 
respective Congestion Management Agency (CMA), MTC, Caltrans, FHWA, and CTC on all communications, 
inquires or issues that may arise during the federal programming and delivery process for all FHWA- and CTC-
funded transportation and transit projects implemented by APPLICANT; and be it further 

RESOLVED that PROJECT will be implemented as described in the complete application and in this 
resolution, subject to environmental clearance, and, if approved, for the amount approved by MTC and 
programmed in the federal TIP; and be it further 

RESOLVED that APPLICANT has reviewed the PROJECT and has adequate staffing resources to 
deliver and complete the PROJECT within the schedule submitted with the project application; and be it further 

RESOLVED that PROJECT will comply with the requirements as set forth in MTC programming 
guidelines and project selection procedures for the PROGRAM; and be it further 

RESOLVED that, in the case of a transit project, APPLICANT agrees to comply with the requirements 
of MTC’s Transit Coordination Implementation Plan as set forth in MTC Resolution No. 3866, revised; and be it 
further 

RESOLVED that, in the case of a highway project, APPLICANT agrees to comply with the requirements 
of MTC’s Traffic Operations System (TOS) Policy as set forth in MTC Resolution No. 4104; and be it further 

RESOLVED that, in the case of an RTIP project, PROJECT is included in a local congestion 
management plan, or is consistent with the capital improvement program adopted pursuant to MTC’s funding 
agreement with the countywide transportation agency; and be it further 

RESOLVED that APPLICANT is an eligible sponsor of REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING 
funded projects; and be it further 
 RESOLVED that APPLICANT is authorized to submit an application for REGIONAL 
DISCRETIONARY FUNDING for the PROJECT; and be it further 
 RESOLVED that there is no legal impediment to APPLICANT making applications for the funds; and be 
it further 
 RESOLVED that there is no pending or threatened litigation that might in any way adversely affect the 
proposed PROJECT, or the ability of APPLICANT to deliver such PROJECT; and be it further 
 RESOLVED that APPLICANT authorizes its Executive Director, General Manager, City Manager, or 
designee to execute and file an application with MTC for REGIONAL DISCRETIONARY FUNDING for the 
PROJECT as referenced in this resolution; and be it further 

RESOLVED that a copy of this resolution will be transmitted to the MTC in conjunction with the filing 
of the application; and be it further 

RESOLVED that the MTC is requested to support the application for the PROJECT described in the 
resolution, and if approved, to include the PROJECT in MTC's federal TIP upon submittal by the project sponsor 
for TIP programming. 
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RTIP Project Application 
 

Part 2:  Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent 
 

The required format of a PSR or PSR equivalent varies by project type. The following table categorizes 
PSR and PSR equivalent requirements by project type. The PSR or PSR equivalent must be prepared by a 
registered engineer and contain the proper approvals including approval of Executive Director, Deputy 
Director, Division Chief or District Director, of the nominating agency and the implementing agency. For 
a rail project where the implementing agency is Union Pacific or BNSF, their signature will not be 
required in a PSR equivalent. Additional guidance on how to prepare these documents is available on the 
Internet at the addresses indicated below, or from MTC. 
 

Project Study Report (PSR) Requirements 
PSR and Equivalents by Project Type 

 

Project Type Type of 
Document 
Required * 

Where to get more information 

State Highway 
 

Full PSR 
 or 
PD/ENV Only 

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-
media/programs/design/documents/apdx-l-
template.docx 

Local Roadway 
a. rehabilitation  
b. capacity 
 increasing or 
 other project 

PSR for local 
rehabilitation  
PSR equivalent – 
project specific 
study with 
detailed scope 
and cost estimate 

In most cases completing the Preliminary 
Environmental Study and Field Review forms in 
the Local Assistance Procedures Manual should 
be sufficient. 
These forms can be found at: Preliminary 
Environmental--  
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-
assistance/guidelines-and-procedures/local-
assistance-procedures-manual-lapm then look in 
chapter 6 pg 6-31. 
Field Review -- 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-
assistance/guidelines-and-procedures/local-
assistance-procedures-manual-lapm then look in 
chapter 7 pg 7-13. 

Transit State of 
California 
Uniform Transit 
Application 

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-
media/programs/rail-mass-
transportation/documents/f0010035-state-uta-
instruc-091906-a11y.docx 

Other  PSR equivalent 
with detailed 
scope and cost 
estimate 

To be determined on a case-by-case basis 

 
* In some instances a Major Investment Study (MIS) prepared under federal guidance may serve as a PSR equivalent where 

information provided is adequate for programming purposes. 
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RTIP Project Application 
 

Part 3:  Electronic Project Programming Request (ePPR) Form 
 

Applicants are required to submit an electronic Project Programming Request (ePPR) form in order to 
be considered for funding from the 2022 RTIP.  
 
The ePPR for new projects will be made available at the following location: 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-improvement-programming-ocip 
 
The ePPRs must also be submitted for existing projects and can be downloaded at the following 
location: 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-improvement-programming-ocip 
Part 4:  Performance Measures Worksheet 

 
Applicants submitting nominations for projects with total project costs exceeding $50 million, or have 
over $15 million in STIP funds programmed, are required to submit a Performance Measure Worksheet.  
 
The Worksheet template is available at the following location: 
https://catc.ca.gov/programs/state-transportation-improvement-program 
 
Select the “2022 STIP Guidelines” document. The template begins on page 11 and continues on page 50 
of the guidelines, under “Appendix B: Performance Indicators and Measures”. 

 
 

Part 5:  Complete Streets Checklist 
 
Applicants are required to include the Complete Streets (Routine Accommodations) Checklist with the 
application submittal to MTC for projects that will have an impact on bicycles or pedestrians. The 
Checklist is available from the Congestion Management Agencies and at the MTC website at 
https://mtc.ca.gov/planning/transportation/complete-streets. 
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Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) 
STIP Amendments / Extensions Rules and Procedures 

 
 

What is the STIP?  
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is the State’s spending program for state 
and federal funding. The STIP is comprised of the Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program (RTIP) and the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP). The 
program is updated every two years and covers a five-year period. STIP funded projects, like all 
other state and federally funded projects, must be listed in the TIP in order for the sponsor to 
access the funding.  
 
Seventy-five percent (75%) of the funding in the STIP flows to regions by formula through their 
RTIPs. Regions throughout the state are charged with developing an expenditure plan for the 
funds. Eligible project types include improvements to state highways, local roads, public transit, 
intercity rail, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, grade separations, transportation system 
management, transportation demand management, soundwall projects, intermodal facilities, and 
safety. 
 
The remaining 25% of the funding flows to the ITIP, which is a statewide program managed by 
Caltrans. This funding is directed to projects that improve interregional transportation and is 
closely linked to Caltrans’s Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP). Eligible project 
types include intercity passenger rail, mass transit guideways, grade separation, and state 
highways. 
 
When are Amendments and Extensions Allowed? 
 

STIP Amendments 
An amendment may change the cost, scope or schedule of a STIP project and its components. 
For instance, if the final cost estimate for a project is higher (or lower) than the amount 
programmed, a STIP amendment may be requested to increase or (decrease) the amount 
programmed. Or, as a project progresses through project development, it may be time to add 
the next component or phase. Likewise, if the project schedule is delayed significantly, an 
amendment may be warranted to request a change in program year of the funding in order to 
prevent a funding lapse. STIP amendments may also be requested to delete project funding or 
to add a new project into the STIP. 
 
Important Tip: Once a state fiscal year (July 1 – June 30) has begun, the CTC will not allow 
STIP amendments to delete or change the funding programmed in that fiscal year. Instead, 
the project sponsor may request a one-time extension as described below. 
 
One-time Extension Requests 
SB 45 established deadlines for allocation, contract award, expenditure and reimbursement of 
funds for all projects programmed in the STIP. The CTC may, upon request, grant a one-time 
extension to each of these deadlines for up to 20 months. However, the CTC will only grant 
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an extension if it finds that an unforeseen and extraordinary circumstance beyond the control 
of the responsible agency has occurred that justifies the extension. Furthermore, the 
extension will not exceed the period of delay directly attributable to the extraordinary 
circumstance. Generally, the CTC does not grant extensions longer than 12 months. 
Additionally, project sponsors must be present at the CTC meeting where action is taken on 
any extension request, to answer questions the CTC staff or commissioners may have. 
 

Roles and Responsibilities 
The STIP Amendment and Extensions process requires review and approval by various agencies 
to ensure the action requested is appropriate, and consistent with state statutes, CTC guidance, 
Caltrans procedures and regional policies. Projects must be included in a county Congestion 
Management Program (CMP) or county Capital Improvement Program (CIP), and must be 
consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) to be programmed in the RTIP. 
Therefore, any additions or changes that may impact the priorities established within these 
documents must be reviewed and approved by the appropriate agency. Furthermore, improperly 
programmed funds or missed deadlines could result in funding being permanently lost to the 
region. 

 
Project sponsors are responsible for reviewing and understanding the procedures, guidance 
and regulations affecting projects programmed in the STIP. Project sponsors must also assign 
a Single Point of Contact – an individual responsible for submitting documentation for STIP 
amendments and extensions that must have read and understood these policies and 
procedures, particularly the CTC STIP Guidelines available on the internet at 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-improvement-
programming-ocip and the MTC RTIP Policies and Application Procedures posted on the 
internet at: http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-invest/investment-strategies-
commitments/transit-21st-century/funding-sales-tax-and. Project sponsors are ultimately 
responsible for ensuring the required documentation is provided to Caltrans by the deadlines 
established by MTC’s Regional Project Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution No. 3606) and 
Caltrans for all allocations, extensions, and additional supplemental funds requests. 
 
The Congestion Management Agencies/Transportation Authorities, collectively known as 
the Bay Area County Transportation Agencies (CTAs), are responsible for ensuring the 
packages submitted by the project sponsors are complete, and the proposed changes are 
consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and Congestion Management Plans 
(CMPs) or Capital Improvement Program (CIP). The CTAs check to ensure the proposed 
changes meet MTC, CTC and other state or federal guidance and regulations. As mentioned 
in the Guiding Principles of the 2022 RTIP Policies and Procedures, the CTA must consider 
equitable distribution of projects in accordance with Title VI. Following CTA concurrence of 
the request, the complete package is forwarded to MTC. 
 
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency (RTPA) for the nine counties of the San Francisco Bay Area, provides 
concurrence for the STIP requests and formally submits all STIP Amendments to Caltrans for 
approval by the CTC. MTC also verifies compliance with established state and regional 
policies. Although MTC provides concurrence on extensions, additional supplemental funds 
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requests and some allocation requests, it is the responsibility of the project sponsor, not MTC, 
to ensure the required documentation is submitted to Caltrans by the established deadlines for 
these action requests. 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) processes the requests and makes 
recommendations to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) in accordance with 
Department procedures and CTC policies and guidelines. 
 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) approves or rejects the requests based on 
state statutes and its own established guidance and procedures. 
 

Requesting STIP Amendments and Extensions 
As described below, the procedures for processing STIP amendments and extensions vary 
depending on whether the project is sponsored by Caltrans or a local agency, and whether it has 
already received STIP funding. Extension Requests and STIP Amendments to delay projects 
programmed in the following fiscal year must be submitted to MTC and Caltrans by January 31 
for CTC action no later than April. 
 
Step 1: Project Sponsor Requests STIP Amendment or Extension 
 

For currently programmed Caltrans projects: 
 Caltrans and the appropriate CTA identify and discuss the issue(s) that may require an 

amendment or extension and notify MTC Funding Policy and Programs (FPP) Section 
staff that a change to the current STIP may be necessary and is being considered. 

 Caltrans and CTA agree on proposed change(s). 

 Where necessary, CTA staff requests policy board approval of proposed change. 

 Once approved by the CTA, CTA notifies Caltrans in writing of the county’s 
concurrence, with a copy sent to MTC FPP. 

 Caltrans requests MTC concurrence for the STIP Amendment/Extension by transmitting 
the following to MTC FPP: 

 Letter requesting the STIP Amendment or Extension with explanation and 
justification of the need for the action with the following attachments: 

 
 For a STIP Amendment: 

 Copy of CTA’s letter of concurrence 

 Revised electronic Project Programming Request (ePPR) Form – 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-
improvement-programming-ocip  

 Submittal of TIP Revision Request through FMS – http://fms.mtc.ca.gov  

 A construction ‘STIP History’ for each amendment that would delay the year 
of construction. The ‘STIP History’ outlines the project’s construction history 
as programmed in the STIP with particular attention to any previous delays 
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and reason for the previous and current delay. It must note the original 
inclusion of the project construction component in the STIP and each prior 
project construction STIP amendment delay including for each, the 
amendment date, the dollar amount programmed for construction, and the 
scheduled year of construction delay. It must also include a statement on the 
financial impact of the construction delay on the project, and an estimated 
funding source for the additional funds necessary to complete the project 
under the delayed schedule. (A STIP History is only required for amendments 
to delay the year of construction.) 

 For an Extension: 
 Copy of CTA’s letter of concurrence 

 A construction ‘STIP History’ for each extension that would delay 
construction as described above for a STIP Amendment. 

 
For currently programmed local projects: 
 Sponsor and the appropriate CTA identify and discuss the issue(s) that may require an 

amendment or extension and notify Caltrans and MTC Funding Policy and Programs 
Section staff that a change to the current STIP may be necessary and is being considered. 

 Sponsor and CTA agree on proposed change(s). 

 Sponsor requests CTA concurrence for the STIP Amendment/Extension by submitting 
the following to the CTA by January 31: 

 Letter requesting the STIP Amendment or Extension with explanation and 
justification of the need for the action with the following attachments: 

 
For a STIP Amendment: 
 Revised electronic Project Programming Request (ePPR) Form - 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-
improvement-programming-ocip 

 Submittal of TIP Revision Request through FMS – http://fms.mtc.ca.gov  

 A construction ‘STIP History’ for each amendment that would delay the year 
of construction. The ‘STIP History’ outlines the project’s construction history 
as programmed in the STIP with particular attention to any previous delays 
and reason for previous and current delay. It must note the original inclusion 
of the project construction component in the STIP and each prior project 
construction STIP amendment delay including for each, the amendment date, 
the dollar amount programmed for construction, and the scheduled year of 
construction delay. It must also include a statement on the financial impact of 
the construction delay on the project, and an estimated funding source for the 
additional funds necessary to complete the project under the delayed schedule. 
(A STIP History is only required for amendments to delay the year of 
construction.) 

 Any other documentation required by the CTA or Caltrans 
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For an Extension: 
 Copy of completed Request for Time Extension form (Exhibit 25-A, located 

on the internet at: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-assistance/forms/local-
assistance-program-guidelines-forms). 

 A construction ‘STIP History’ for each extension that would delay 
construction, as described above for a STIP Amendment. 

 A listing showing the status of all SB 45 and regional project delivery policy 
(MTC Resolution 3606) deadlines for all of the project sponsors’ allocated 
STIP projects, and all active projects funded through the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), including but not limited to Surface Transportation 
Program (STP), Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ), 
and Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects. This is to ensure project 
sponsors are aware of the other deadlines facing other projects, and so that 
sponsors will work to meet those deadlines. A template is available online at: 
http://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/Template_FHWA_Funded_Projects_Statu
s.xlsx.  

 Any other documentation required by the CTA or Caltrans 

 Where necessary, CTA staff requests policy board approval of proposed request. 

 Sponsor submits Caltrans’ “Request for Time Extension” form and any other required 
documentation to Caltrans. 

 CTA requests MTC concurrence for the STIP Amendment/Extension by transmitting a 
letter to MTC FPP requesting the STIP Amendment or Extension with explanation and 
justification of the need for the action along with the documentation submitted by the 
project sponsor. A copy of the request is also sent to Caltrans. 

 Sponsor must be present at the CTC meeting where action is being taken on the extension 
request to justify the reasons for the extension. Failure to be present may result in the 
CTC denying the extension request, and risk losing the programmed funds permanently 
due to missed deadlines. In limited instances, a project sponsor may request that their 
CTA be available in place of the project sponsor. The CTA and MTC must concur with 
this request via email. 

 

Important Tip: For STIP Extensions, the CTC will only grant an extension if it finds that an 
unforeseen and extraordinary circumstance beyond the control of the responsible agency has 
occurred that justifies the extension. Furthermore, the extension will not exceed the period of 
delay directly attributable to the extraordinary circumstance, up to a maximum of 20 months 
(although the Commission generally does not grant any extension longer than 12 months). It is 
therefore absolutely necessary that the letter and supporting documentation clearly explains and 
justifies the extension request. Failure to provide adequate justification and not being present at 
the CTC meeting will most likely result in an extension not being approved. 
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For all new projects: 
 Sponsor and the appropriate CTA identify and discuss the issue(s) that may require a new 

project to be added to the STIP and notify Caltrans and MTC Funding Policy and 
Programs Section staff an amendment to the current STIP may be necessary and is being 
considered. 

 Sponsor and CTA agree on proposed addition. 

 Sponsor requests CTA concurrence for the STIP Amendment by submitting the following 
to the CTA: 

 Letter requesting the STIP Amendment with explanation and justification of the need 
for the project to be added to the STIP. 

 Submittal of TIP Revision Request through FMS – http://fms.mtc.ca.gov 

 RTIP Application form including: - https://mtc.ca.gov/funding/state-funding/state-
transportation-improvement-program-stip  

 Resolution of local support 

 Electronic Project Programming Request (ePPR) forms (with maps) 

 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) amendment 

 Project Study Report (PSR), or equivalent. 

 Complete Streets Checklist and Performance Measures form, as applicable 

 Copy of State-Only Funding Request Exception Form (Only if requesting state-
only funding and project is not on pre-approved state-only eligible funding list. 
Original request is to be submitted directly to Caltrans HQ Budgets for processing 
and approval prior to MTC submittal of the request to Caltrans/CTC). 

 CTA staff obtains policy board approval of proposed addition. 

 CTA requests MTC concurrence for the new project by transmitting a letter to MTC FPP 
requesting the STIP Amendment with an explanation and justification of the need for the 
project along with a copy of the CTA Resolution approving the project, and the 
documentation listed above provided by the project sponsor. 

 

Step 2: MTC Review and Concurrence 
 Once a complete request has been received, MTC FPP staff will place the request on the 

MTC Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) meeting agenda for concurrence 
of major changes, or prepare a letter of concurrence for the Executive Director’s 
signature for minor changes. 

 Following approval by PAC and/or the Executive Director, MTC will send a Letter of 
Concurrence to Caltrans District 4 with a copy to the appropriate CTA. (District 4 will 
ensure that the request is copied to the appropriate contacts at Caltrans Headquarters and 
CTC.) MTC may concur with minor extensions administratively at the staff level, and 
with minor changes on Caltrans-sponsored projects administratively via email. 
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Major versus minor changes 
 All major changes, including any requests to program a new project, will be presented 

to MTC’s Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) to determine MTC’s 
concurrence. Major changes include: 

 request to program a new project (or delete a project) 

 schedule delay that affects air quality conformity analysis 

 project advance with reimbursement or replacement project per AB 3090 

 request to use Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicle (GARVEE) financing  

 For minor changes, MTC staff may write a letter of concurrence for the Executive 
Director’s signature. Minor changes include: 

 Extension requests for allocation, award, expenditure and reimbursement/project 
completion deadlines (minor extensions may be concurred administratively by 
MTC staff) 

 schedule changes, except where change implies major cost or delivery 
ramifications 

 changes in implementing agency or project sponsor 

 changes to project budget that are less than 20% of the total project cost or less 
than $1 million. 

 redirection of funds from one project component to another (e.g. from project 
engineering into environmental) 

 changes considered routine and not impacting project delivery 

* Amendments or extensions based on new federal or state requirements may need to 
go to MTC’s PAC 

 

Additional/Supplemental Funds 
On occasion it may be necessary to provide additional ‘Supplemental’ funding to a project as 
a result of cost increases or revised cost estimates. There are several different processes to 
follow depending on where the project is within its delivery schedule. The various methods 
to add STIP funding to a project are as follow: 
 

Biennial STIP Cycle: If additional funding is identified years before the actual allocation, 
the project sponsor may request the funding through the biennial STIP adoption process. 
This process is outlined in MTC’s RTIP Policies and Application Procedures, and is the 
preferred method of requesting additional/supplemental funds. 

STIP Amendment: If additional funding is identified prior to the allocation of funds, but 
is required prior to the next biennial STIP adoption, a STIP amendment adding the funds 
to the project may be requested as outlined in the STIP Amendment procedures above. 
However, in most cases the additional funds could be added at the time of allocation, thus 
foregoing the STIP amendment process. 
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Additional Funds at Time of Allocation: Often the simplest way to add supplemental 
funds is at the time of allocation. The process is the same as the procedures outlined 
above for a time extension (Exhibit 25-A, located on the internet at: 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-assistance/forms/local-assistance-program-guidelines-
forms). In all supplemental funding requests, the additional funding must be approved by 
the CTC. 

Additional Funds After Allocation: It may be necessary to seek additional funds after 
an allocation, either to award the project or due to unforeseen cost increases while the 
project is under construction. In either case, an analysis should be performed to determine 
whether re-engineering (sometimes called “value engineering”) could achieve cost 
reductions to accommodate the increase. If additional funds are still necessary, a funding 
source outside the STIP should be pursued prior to seeking additional STIP funding. If it 
is determined that additional STIP funds are needed, then the project sponsor should 
proceed as with the procedures outlined for “Additional Funds at Time of Allocation”. It 
should be noted that once the funds are allocated, the project sponsor does not have the 
option to add the funds through a STIP amendment since the CTC does not allow 
amendments to change the programming for a given component after the funds have been 
allocated. 

Allocation of Funds 
Project sponsors request an allocation of funds directly to Caltrans, with Caltrans placing the 
request on the CTC Agenda for approval. The completed request package is due to Caltrans 
60 days prior to the CTC meeting where the funds are anticipated to be allocated. MTC 
requires sponsors to obtain MTC concurrence on allocation requests in addition to the 
circumstances noted below: 
 

Local Road Rehabilitation Projects: Allocation of funds for local road rehabilitation 
projects requires certification from MTC. Project sponsors should submit the “Pavement 
Management System Certification” form with the “Local Road Rehabilitation Project 
Certification” form attached (Exhibits 25-L and 25-K, both found on the internet at: 
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-assistance/forms/local-assistance-program-guidelines-
forms) directly to MTC for signature. MTC will then transmit the signed form to Caltrans 
District 4 – Local Assistance. All other allocation request documentation should be sent 
directly to Caltrans District 4 – Local Assistance. 
 
Allocation of State-Only Funds: MTC concurs with all State-Only funds allocations that 
are listed in the STIP as State-Only. Projects without State-Only funding pre-approved by 
CTC must request a State-Only Funding Exception form (Exhibit 25-E, found on the 
internet at: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-assistance/forms/local-assistance-program-
guidelines-forms). MTC must concur with the exception request, and the form is 
submitted to Caltrans. 
 
Funds Allocated Differently than Programmed: In some instances it may be necessary 
to allocate funds differently from what is programmed in the STIP. These situations 
generally still require MTC concurrence. Fortunately a STIP amendment may not be 
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required, and the funding may be revised at the time of the allocation, thus avoiding the 
long STIP amendment process. However, A TIP amendment is still required, especially if 
federal funds are involved. Changes that are allowed at the time of allocation are noted 
below; however, project sponsors should consult with Caltrans District 4 Local 
Assistance, the CTA and/or MTC to determine whether a change at the time of allocation 
is permissible before preparing the allocation request. 

 Change in implementing agency 

 Cost savings (allocation less than program amount) 

 Redirection of funds among project components or phases within the project as 
long as total STIP funding has not increased or previously been allocated. 

 Advancement of funding from future years (transit projects with funds to be 
transferred to FTA require a TIP amendment to advance funds) 

 Change in funding type (a change to state-only funding requires approval from 
Caltrans with their “State-Only Funding Request Exception” form if the project 
type is not on the pre-approved state-only eligible funding list – see “Allocation 
of State-Only Funds” above). 

 
STP/CMAQ Match Reserve: Project sponsors must work with the applicable CTA to 
obtain programming approval for STP/CMAQ match made available in the STIP. The 
CTA develops a countywide list for the use of the reserved funds and submits the list to 
MTC, who in turns provides Caltrans with the region-wide Match Program. Any 
deviation from this program, whether in the funding amount, project sponsor, or funding 
year, requires the CTA to resubmit an updated plan for the county to MTC. Caltrans 
cannot allocate the matching funds if they are inconsistent with the approved STIP - 
STP/CMAQ Match Program. 

 
Funds allocated as programmed in the STIP: The allocation of funds as they are 
programmed in the STIP and TIP should receive MTC concurrence. Project sponsors 
work with Caltrans District 4 local assistance and MTC programming staff in obtaining 
the allocation. STIP projects using federal funds will not receive federal authorizations to 
proceed without the project being properly listed in the TIP. Federal authorization to 
proceed (E-76) requests must be submitted to Caltrans concurrently with the STIP 
allocation package to avoid delays to authorization. 

 
Important Tip: Although some minor changes in the allocation of funds may not require a full 
STIP amendment, most changes still require MTC concurrence, and possibly a TIP amendment 
and a vote of the CTC. Project sponsors are encouraged to consult with the CTA, and Caltrans 
District 4 prior to preparing any allocation request, to ensure sufficient time is allowed for 
processing the allocation request, particularly toward the end of the year when the Timely Use of 
Funds provisions of SB 45 are of critical concern. 

 



Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) Attachment C 
STIP Amendments / Extensions Rules and Procedures MTC Resolution No. 4488 
 September 22, 2021 
 Page 12 of 13 

 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Page 12 of 13 September 22, 2021 

Timeline for STIP Amendment/Extension Approval 
Completed documentation requesting MTC concurrence must be received by MTC staff no later 
than the first day of the month prior to the month in which the request will be heard by the 
Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC). (For example, requests received by January 1 
will be reviewed at the February PAC meeting). Subsequently, requests with completed 
documentation and MTC concurrence must be submitted to the Caltrans District Office 60 to 90 
days prior to the CTC meeting where the item will be considered. Therefore, requests for 
concurrence need to be submitted to MTC generally 150 days prior to CTC action for STIP 
Amendments and 120 days prior to CTC action for extensions. 
 
For example, a STIP amendment request to add a new STIP project (considered a major 
amendment) is due to MTC by January 1, so it may be approved at the February PAC Meeting, 
and then submitted to Caltrans in time for the 60-day due date of March 21, so it may be noticed 
at the May 18 CTC meeting for action at the June 29 CTC meeting. 
 

Important Tip: The CTC will not amend the STIP to delete or change the funding for any 
project component after the beginning of the fiscal year in which the funding is programmed. 
Therefore, all amendments to delay a project component must be approved by the CTC by the 
June meeting in the year prior to the programmed year of funding. To meet this deadline, 
amendments to delay delivery must be submitted to MTC no later than January 1 of the fiscal 
year prior to the fiscal year of the funding subject to delay. 
 
Timely Delivery of Programmed Funds 
Projects programmed in the STIP must adhere to the delivery polices established in MTC 
Resolution 3606. Unless coordination with other funding sources and programs require a later 
date, requests for STIP extensions, amendments to delay existing STIP projects and STIP 
allocations are due to Caltrans Local Assistance no later than January 31 of the fiscal year the 
funds are programmed in the STIP. This is to ensure STIP projects do not miss the June 30 end-
of year delivery deadlines imposed by the CTC. 
 
A due date schedule is prepared each year for the submittal of STIP requests. This schedule is 
posted on the internet at: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/financial-programming/office-of-capital-
improvement-programming-ocip In addition, MTC Resolution 3606 imposes regional deadlines 
in advance of state and federal timely use of funds deadlines, to ensure funds are not lost to the 
region. 
 
STIP Amendment Form/TIP Amendment Form 
The forms necessary to initiate the STIP Amendment process may be downloaded from the MTC 
website at: https://mtc.ca.gov/funding/state-funding/state-transportation-improvement-program-
stip. TIP Amendments should be processed through the Fund Management System, also 
available at the website mentioned above. 
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Contacts for STIP Amendments/Extensions: 
 

Name Area Phone Email 
 
Karl Anderson 

 
STIP/TIP 
Amendments 

 
415.778.6645 

 
kanderson@bayareametro.gov 

 
Kenneth Kao 

 
STIP 

 
415.778.6768 

 
kkao@bayareametro.gov 

 
Adam Crenshaw TIP Amendments 

 
415.778.6794 acrenshaw@bayareametro.gov 
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 

Programming and Allocations Committee 
September 8, 2021  Agenda Item 5a - 21-1029 

MTC Resolution No. 4202, Revised 

Subject:  Revisions to the One Bay Area Grant program (OBAG 2), including programming 
$4.2 million to various projects within the Safe and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike 
program. 

 
Background: The OBAG 2 programs adopted by the Commission establishes the commitments 

and policies for investing Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP) and 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funds for regional 
and county programs from FY 2017-18 through FY2021-22.  

 
This month, staff recommends the following revisions to the regional programs: 

 
Safe and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike  
As part of the Safe and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike framework, the 
Commission set aside approximately $6 million to advance projects aligned with 
the Blue Ribbon Transit Recovery Task Force (Task Force) and the Transit 
Transformative Action Plan (Action Plan). In July, the Commission programmed 
$1.75 million of those funds to jumpstart transit coordination and integration 
planning initiatives in Solano, Sonoma, and Contra Costa Counties.  
 
With the remaining balance of nearly $4.2 million, staff recommends programming 
to two projects listed below, which are aligned with the Customer Information and 
Accessibility outcomes of the Task Force’s Action Plan. Consistent with the Safe 
and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike program guidelines, these projects are ready to 
obligate funds to by the September 2022 deadline. Both projects are also consistent 
with the Action Plan. 
 
Project Title Project Description Amount 

Regional Transit 
Connection and 
Clipper 
Integration 

Integration of Regional Transit Connection 
(RTC), and related eligibility databases for 
persons with disabilities, with Clipper. Includes 
consultant resources needed to create new 
database, Clipper integration, and staffing 
support.  

$1,400,000  

Regional Transit 
Mapping and 
Wayfinding 

Finalize regional mapping and wayfinding 
standards for application across all operator 
service areas. Develop a regional mapping data 
services digital platform, to enable the 
standardization and routine updating of digital 
and paper maps across all transit services. 

$2,791,538  

 Total: $4,191,538 
  
Regional Strategic Investments 
This month, staff also recommends programming $184,000 in prior cycle project 
savings to San Mateo County’s Broadmoor Safe Routes to School (SRTS) 
Pedestrian Safety and Mobility Improvements project. The project was awarded 
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$1.4 million through the Safe and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike program. This 
action adjusts the amount of funding to fully covered anticipated expenses for the 
project that were not included in the initial grant award. 

 
Issues:  None. 
  
Recommendation:  Refer MTC Resolution No. 4202, Revised to the Commission for approval. MTC 

Resolution No. 4202 is also on the September Joint Planning Committee agenda for 
consideration of Mobility Hubs Pilot Program grants. Only the applicable 
recommendations approved by the Planning Committee and by the Programming 
and Allocations Committee will be referred to the Commission. 

 
Attachments:  MTC Resolution No. 4202, Revised, Attachment B-1 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Therese W. McMillan  
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ABSTRACT 

Resolution No. 4202, Revised 

 

Adoption of the project selection policies and project programming for the second round of the 

One Bay Area Grant program (OBAG 2).  The project selection criteria and programming policy 

contain the project categories that are to be funded with various fund sources including federal 

surface transportation act funding available to MTC for its programming discretion to be 

included in the federal Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the OBAG 2 funding 

period. 

 

The resolution includes the following attachments: 

 Attachment A  – OBAG 2 Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy 

 Attachment B-1 – OBAG 2 Regional Program Project List 

 Attachment B-2 – OBAG 2 County Program Project List 

 

On July 27, 2016, Attachment A, and Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to add additional 

funding and projects to the OBAG 2 framework, including $72 million in additional Fixing 

America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST) funding, and to incorporate housing-related policies.  

 

On October 26, 2016, Attachment A, and Attachment B-1 were revised to clarify language related to 

the North Bay Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Program in Attachment A and to deprogram 

$2,500,000 from the Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) Ferry Service 

Enhancement Pilot within the Regional Active Operational Management Program.   
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On December 21, 2016, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to redirect $417,000 in un-

programmed balances from the Regional Active Operational Management program to MTC’s Spare 

the Air Youth within the Climate Initiatives Program; divide MTC’s Rideshare Program into three 

subcomponents totaling $10,000,000: $720,000 for Rideshare Implementation, $7,280,000 for the 

Carpool Program, and $2,000,000 for the Vanpool Program; direct $1,785,000 from 511 Next Gen 

to the Commuter Benefits program; direct $1,000,000 in un-programmed balances to SMART’s 

Multi-Use Pathway; transfer $1,000,000 from MTC’s Casual Carpool project to MTC’s Eastbay 

Commuter Parking project within the Bay Bridge Forward program, as the former will be funded 

with non-federal funds; transfer $500,000 from the Freeway Performance Initiative program and 

$500,000 in un-programmed balances to US 101/Marin Sonoma Narrow’s B2 Phase 2 project in the 

Regional Active Operational Management Program; shift $40,000,000 from the BART Car 

Replacement/Expansion project to the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent project and $13 million 

from MTC’s Clipper project to un-programmed balances within the Transit Priorities program as 

part of a RM2 funding action to address a cost increase on the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent 

project; and program $5,990,000 to Alameda County’s Safe Routes to School Program in the County 

Program.    

 

On March 22, 2017, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $17,000,000 in un-programmed 

balances within the Regional Transit Priorities Program to MTC’s Clipper Program, as part of the 

FY17 Transit Capital Priorities program.  

 

On April 26, 2017, Attachment B-2 was revised to program $1,655,000 to the Sonoma Safe Routes 

to School program; and redirect $1,000 from Contra Costa Transportation Authority’s Planning 

Activities Base to its discretionary balance and $1,000 from San Francisco County Transportation 

Authority’s Planning Activities Base to its discretionary balance to address an inconsistency between 

amounts programmed to planning activities in Appendix A-3 and reflect actual amounts obligated 

for planning. 

 

On May 24, 2017, Attachment B-1 was revised to redirect $1,237,000 from 511 Next Gen to AOM 

Implementation within the Regional Active Operational Management program to reflect re-

organization of staff between program elements; direct $18,000,000 in Arterial/Transit Performance 

to the Program for Arterial System Synchronization ($5,000,000) and the Next Gen Arterial 

Operations Program ($13,000,000) within the Regional Active Operational Management program;   

direct $19,000,000 from the Transportation Management System (TMS) Field Equipment Devices 

Operations and Maintenance to TMS Implementation ($2,910,000), Performance-Based Intelligent 
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Transportation Systems Device Maintenance and Rehabilitation ($5,940,000), Transportation 

Management Center Asset Upgrade and Replacement ($4,000,000), I-880 Communication Upgrade 

and Infrastructure Gap Closures ($4,000,000) and a Detection Technology Pilot ($5,000,000) within 

the Regional Active Operational Management program; and remove $290,556 in un-programmed 

balances from the Regional Active Operational Management program to address over-programming 

in a previous cycles of the STP/CMAQ regional programs.  

 

On June 28, 2017, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to reprogram $1,000,000 from the 

SMART Pathway – 2nd to Andersen to San Rafael’s Grand Ave Bike/Pedestrian Improvements 

within the Regional Climate Initiatives program as part of a funding exchange within the City of 

San Rafael, conditioned on San Rafael committing $1 million in non-federal funds to the 

construction of the pathway, and a resolution of local support for the use of federal funds on the 

Grand Ave project, and TAM approval of the redirection of local measure funds between the 

projects; split out $8,729,000 from the 511 Next Gen program to 511 Implementation within the 

Regional Active Operational Management program; program $1,250,000 to Golden Gate Bridge 

Highway and Transportation District for the Bettini Transit Center as part of the Marin County 

Program; and program $2,617,000 within the San Mateo County Program to the San Mateo 

County Office of Education for the SRTS program, including $223,000 in supplemental funds 

from San Mateo’s discretionary balance.  

 

On July 26, 2017, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $12,000,000 to the US 101 Marin 

Sonoma Narrows project as part of a fund exchange agreement with Sonoma County 

Transportation Authority; $11,000,000 in exchange funds are added to the program for tracking 

purposes, with the final $1 million in exchange funds to be identified through a future 

Commission action. 

 

On September 27, 2017, Attachment B-1 was revised to change the name of the Next Gen 

Arterial Operations Program (NGAOP) to Innovative Deployment for Enhanced Arterials 

(IDEA) to reflect program rebranding and additional focus on advanced technologies; program 

$4,160,000 to Incident Management Implementation and $8,840,000 to I-880 Integrated Corridor 

Mobility project within the Regional Active Operational Management program; split out the 

Connected Vehicles/Shared Mobility program into the Connected Vehicles/Automated Vehicles 

program for $2,500,000 and the Shared Use Mobility program for $2,500,000; and program 

$16,000,000 for three corridors within the Freeway Performance Program, with $8,000,000 for I-

680, $3,000,000 for I-880, and $5,000,000 for SR-84.  
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On October 25, 2017, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $10,000,000 to the Bay Area Air 

Quality Management District for the Spare the Air program, in lieu of the Electric Vehicle 

Programs within the Regional Climate Initiatives Program, conditioned on the Air District 

contribution of an additional $10 million to advance implementation of electric vehicles within 

the region. 

 

On November 15, 2017, Attachment B-2 was revised to program $200,000 in the Alameda 

County Program to the I-580 Corridor Study, to support a joint corridor study between Alameda 

County Transportation Commission (ACTC) and MTC; $122,000 within the Napa County 

Program to Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA) for the Napa County Safe Routes to 

School (SRTS) Program; and $300,000 within the Contra Costa County Program to San Ramon 

for the San Ramon Valley Street Smarts Program.  

 

On December 20, 2017, Attachments A, Appendix A-3, B-1, and B-2 were revised to program 

$334 million in the County Program to local and county projects recommended by the nine 

Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs); redirect $10,248,000 from BART Car 

Replacement/Expansion to Clipper within the Regional Transit Priorities Program; revise the 

CMA Planning Activities funding amounts to reflect the supplementary funds requested by 

several CMAs through their County Programs; and clarify the program details for the Local 

Housing Production Incentive program (also known as the 80K by 2020 Challenge Grant). 

 

On January 24, 2018, Attachment B-1 was revised to redirect $4,100,000 from Performance-

Based ITS Device Maintenance and Rehabilitation to I-880 Communication Upgrade and 

Infrastructure Gap Closures, within the Transportation Management System program.  

 

On February 28, 2018, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to program $13 million in 

Innovative Deployments to Enhance Arterials (IDEA) program grants within the Regional 

Active Operational Management Program; redirect $822,000 within Contra Costa County’s Safe 

Routes to School Program (SRTS) for future SRTS projects; program $2,813,000 to San 

Francisco SRTS Non-Infrastructure Program within the San Francisco County Program; and 

clarify MTC exchange fund projects.  

 

On March 28, 2018, Attachment B-1 was revised to distribute the $1.5 million Community-

Based Transportation Planning Program among the nine county Congestion Management Areas 
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(CMAs); clarify the limits of three Freeway Performance Program projects within the Regional 

Active Operational Management Program; and reflect the programming of $30,000 in MTC 

exchange funds for Bay Area Greenprint Functionality Improvements, as part of the PCA 

program.   

 

On April 25, 2018, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $8,200,000 in Priority Conservation 

Area (PCA) grants within the North Bay PCA Program; $3,400,000 to Sonoma County 

Transportation Authority (SCTA) for the Marin Sonoma Narrows B2 Phase 2 project, as part of 

an exchange agreement in which an equal amount of SCTA’s future Regional Transportation 

Improvement Program (RTIP) funds will be programmed at MTC’s discretion; $7,288,000 in 

PDA Planning and Implementation grants; and $500,000 to MTC for PDA Implementation. 

 

On May 23, 2018, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to change the project sponsor from 

MTC to VTA for the IDEA Program project at the Veteran’s Administration Palo Alto Medical 

Center; redirect funds within the Santa Clara County OBAG 2 County Program to reduce San 

Jose’s West San Carlos Urban Village Streetscape Improvements by $2,050,000, redirecting 

$1,000,000 from the project to Santa Clara’s Saratoga Creek Trail Phase 1 and $1,050,000 to 

Saratoga’s Prospect Rd Complete Streets project; and direct an additional an additional $25,000 

in unprogrammed balances within Santa Clara County OBAG 2 County Program to Saratoga’s 

Prospect Rd Complete Streets project. 

 

On June 27, 2018, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to program $800,000 to MTC’s 

Carsharing Implementation and $325,000 to Targeted Transportation Alternatives within the 

Climate Initiatives Program; redirect from MTC’s 511 NextGen program $8,271,000 to 511 

Implementation, $2,000,000 to Contra Costa Transportation Authority’s (CCTA’s) I-80 Central 

Ave Interchange Improvements project, and $380,000 to an unprogrammed balance within the 

Regional Active Operational Management program; clarify the scope of MTC’s Freeway 

Performance Program I-880 to reflect the project limits of I-80 to I-280; and redirect $1,394,000 

from Vallejo’s Local Streets Rehabilitation project to Fairfield’s Heart of Fairfield project within 

the Solano County Program.   

 

On July 25, 2018, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $1,600,000 to Santa Clara Valley 

Transportation Authority (VTA) for the SR 85 Transit Guideway Study as part of a fund 

exchange agreement; remove Rohnert Park’s $65,000 Central Rohnert Park PDA/Creekside 

Neighborhood Subarea Connector Path Technical Assistance grant from the Regional PDA 
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Planning Grant program as it will be funded through a prior cycle; reduce the funding for 

Windsor’s PDA Planning and Implementation Staffing Assistance grant by $85,000 as this 

project will receive an equivalent amount of funds through a prior cycle; a total of $150,000 

balance created by these two revisions was returned to the Regional PDA Planning Grant 

Program un-programmed balance.  

 

On September 12, 2018, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to program $3,000,000 within 

the Freeway Performance Program to the US 101 corridor in San Mateo and Santa Clara 

counties; direct an additional $6,000,000 within the Freeway Performance Program to the I-680 

corridor within Contra Costa County, $4,000,000 of which is part of an exchange agreement with 

Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA); redirect $15,000 within the Innovative 

Deployment for Enhanced Arterials (IDEA) program from IDEA Technical Assistance to VTA’s 

IDEA grant at the Veterans Affairs Palo Alto Medical Center; redirect $48,000 from MTC’s 

Clipper to the BART Car Replacement/Expansion project within the Transit Priorities program 

to reflect program amounts previously adopted through the Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) 

program; revise the amount programmed to VTA’s SR 85 Transit Guideway Study within 

Regional Strategic Initiatives to $1,200,000 to reflect amount previously approved; redirect 

$1,214,000 from Berkeley’s North Shattuck Avenue Rehabilitation project to its Southside 

Complete Streets and Transit Improvements project within the Alameda County Program; from 

Sunnyvale’s East Sunnyvale Area Sense of Place Improvements, redirect $1,000,000 to Los 

Altos’ Miramonte Ave Bicycle and Pedestrian Access Improvements and $1,140,000 to the Safe 

Routes to School program balance within the Santa Clara County Program; and program 

$4,500,000 available from a previous funding cycle to the following projects within Regional 

Strategic Initiatives: $617,000 to Novato’s Pavement Rehabilitation (for Downtown Novato 

SMART Station) as part of a local funding exchange, $1,120,000 to the Transportation Authority 

of Marin (TAM) for the Old Redwood Highway Multi-Use Pathway project, $763,000 for San 

Rafael’s Grand Ave Bridge project, and $2,000,000 to TAM for the US 101 Marin Sonoma 

Narrows project.  

 

On November 28, 2018, Attachment B-1 was revised to make adjustments related to the 

MTC/SCVTA Funding Exchange Agreement MTC Resolution No. 4356 and to the MTC/CCTA 

Funding Exchange Agreement MTC Resolution No. 4357, and to program $4,000,000 in MTC 

exchange funds in accordance with MTC Resolution 3989, to the following projects: $619,000 to 

CCTA for Innovative Deployment for Enhanced Arterials; $621,000 to the city of Walnut Creek 

for innovative Deployment for Enhanced Arterials; $500,000 to the city of Richmond for the 
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Richmond-San Rafael Bridge Bikeway Access; $1,160,000 to MTC for Richmond-San Rafael 

Bridge Forward; and $1,100,000 to MTC for Napa Valley Transportation Demand. 

On December 19, 2018, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to redirect $5,200,000 from 

MTC’s I-880 Integrated Corridor Management (ICM) Central Segment to the I-880 ICM 

Northern Segment project within the Regional Active Operational Management Program; clarify 

the Diridon Integrated Station Area Concept Plan project within the Regional Priority 

Development Planning and Implementation Program to reference Santa Clara Valley 

Transportation Authority (VTA) as a project partner; within the Santa Clara County Program, 

redirect $794,000 in unprogrammed balances to Sunnyvale’s East Sunnyvale Sense of Place 

Improvements, clarify the remaining unprogrammed balance is discretionary, and clarify the 

division of funding for Santa Clara’s Saratoga Creek Trail Phase 1 project between the county’s 

Safe Routes to School program and its discretionary program.  

 

On January 23, 2019, Attachment B-2 was revised to redirect $15,980,000 within the San 

Francisco County Program from the Better Market Street project to the Central Subway project.  

 

On February 27, 2019, Attachment B-1 was revised to change the fund source of $3,779,849 

programmed to the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent in Surface Transportation Block Grant 

Program (STP) funds to federal Highway Infrastructure Program (STP Bump) funds provided in 

the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2018. Of the $3,779,849 freed up by this swap, $1,000,000 

is returned to the region’s STP/CMAQ balance to help address the CMAQ shortfall as a result of 

the region becoming attainment for carbon monoxide (CO) and therefore receiving less CMAQ 

funds which are distributed based on air quality status. The remaining $2,779,849 is held for 

future Commission action. 

 

On March 27, 2019, Attachment A, Appendix A-8, Appendix A-10, and Attachment B-1 were 

revised to clarify provisions pertaining to the interim status report requirements for Priority 

Development Area (PDA) Investment & Growth Strategies; change the recipient of the Concord 

IDEA project from CCTA to the City of Concord and reduce the MTC Exchange funding from 

$619,000 to $589,000; and redirect the $30,000 in MTC Exchange funds to a new MTC-led 

Concord IDEA project. 

 

On June 26, 2019, Attachment B-2 was revised to program $822,000 in unprogrammed Safe 

Routes to School Program (SRTS) balances within the Contra Costa County Program to six 
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existing projects; and to redirect $251,000 within the San Mateo County Program from 

Atherton’s Middlefield Road Class II Bike Lanes to its James Avenue Rehabilitation. 

 

On July 24, 2019, Attachment A was revised to delegate authority to the Executive Director or 

designee to sign Letters of Understanding for the exchange of STP/CMAQ funds with other 

regions, within certain conditions and limitations, and to delegate to a Committee of the 

Commission the authority to approve exchanges beyond these conditions and limitations. 

 

On September 25, 2019, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to clarify that the $300,000 

programmed to Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) within the Community 

Based Transportation Plan (CBTP) Updates program will be directed to its Congestion 

Management Agency (CMA) Planning program as part of an internal fund exchange within 

ACTC; redirect $9.6 million from 511 Implementation to 511 Next Gen within the Bay Area 511 

Traveler Information Program; within the Freeway Performance Program redirect $625,000 in 

from MTC’s SR 84 (US 101 to I-880) to the environmental phase of MTC’s I-580 WB HOV 

Lane Extension project and change the project sponsor of the I-80/Central Ave. Interchange 

Improvements project from the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) to City of 

Richmond; within the Innovative Deployment to Enhance Arterials (IDEA) program, clarify that 

LAVTA is a partner agency for the Dublin Category 2 IDEA project; within the Transportation 

Management Systems (TMS) program, change the name of the overall program to Connected 

Bay Area, redirect $2 million from the Detection Technology Pilot project and $1.8 million from 

the Performance-Based ITS Device Maintenance and Rehabilitation project to provide an 

additional $3.8 million to the I-880 Communications Upgrade and Infrastructure Gap Closures 

project; within the Incident Management program, redirect $1 million from MTC’s I-880 

Integrated Corridor Management (ICM) Central Segment to the Northern Segment; within the 

San Francisco County program, redirect $3,366,000 from John Yehall Chin Elementary Safe 

Routes to School (SRTS) Improvement; and within the Santa Clara County program, redirect $1 

million from Los Altos’ Miramonte Ave Bicycle and Pedestrian Access Improvements project to 

Cupertino’s McClellan Rd Separated Bike Lane project, and program $1,346,000 in 

unprogrammed discretionary balances to Campbell’s Harriet Ave Sidewalk project and Los 

Gatos Shannon Rd Complete Streets project.  

 

On October 23, 2019, Attachment B-1 was revised to redirect $3 million from MTC’s Detection 

Technology Pilot project to establish the InterConnect Bay Area grant program within the 

Connected Bay Area program; direct $5 million ($4 million Solano County and $1 million other 
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North Bay counties) within the Housing Incentive Pool program to establish the Sub-HIP 

program, with specific projects to be recommended through future programming actions; and 

program $1 million to BART for AB2923 Implementation from unprogrammed balances within 

the PDA Planning & Implementation program.  

 

On November 20, 2019, Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to program $6,023,000 in MTC 

exchange funds in accordance with MTC Resolution No. 3989 to 13 projects within the Priority 

Conservation Area (PCA) Grants program; and within the Contra Costa County program, 

redirect $1,025,000 from Brentwood’s Various Streets and Roads Preservation project to 

Pittsburg’s Pavement Improvements project, redirect $618,000 from San Pablo’s Market Street 

Pavement Rehabilitation project to Giant Road Pavement Rehabilitation project; and revise the 

name of Walnut Creek’s Ygnacio Valley Road Rehabilitation project to reflect the latest 

proposed scope of work.  

 

On February 26, 2020, Attachments A, B-1, and B-2 were revised to program $1 million to MTC 

for SR 37 corridor planning in Marin, Napa, Solano, and Sonoma Counties and $3 million to 

MTC for I-80 corridor planning from the Carquinez Bridge to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay 

Bridge (SFOBB) Toll Plaza within the Freeway Performance Program; revise the name of the 

Concord Willow Pass Road Rehabilitation and Safe Routes to School project within the Contra 

Costa County Program to reflect the project’s current scope; and clarify language within the 

OBAG 2 Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy to reflect the Commission adoption 

of Housing Incentive Pool (HIP) program guidelines, MTC Resolution No. 4348.  

 

On May 27, 2020, Attachment B-1 was revised to clarify the scope of MTC’s Freeway 

Performance Program planning-only project on I-80 extends from Carquinez Bridge in Contra 

Costa to Fremont Street in San Francisco; change the sponsor for three projects within the 

Regional Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Grant program; and to redirect $104,000 in the 

North Bay Priority PCA Grant program from Novato’s Carmel Open Space Acquisition project 

to Novato’s Hill Area National Recreation Area, as the former project has been cancelled.  

 

On July 22, 2020, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $5 million to five projects in Solano, 

Marin, Napa, and Sonoma Counties within the Housing Incentive Pool Pilot Program (Sub-HIP) 

and program $1 million to the Napa Valley Forward Traffic Calming and Multimodal 

Improvements project within the Freeway Performance Program (FPP); and incorporate 

$7,681,887 in federal Highway Infrastructure Program apportionment provided through the 
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Department of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2020 to the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide 

Deterrent. 

 

On September 23, 2020, Attachment B-2 was revised to redirect $2,000,000 from Napa’s 

Silverado Trail Five-way Intersection Improvement project to Napa Valley Transportation 

Authority’s Vine Transit Bus Maintenance Facility within the Napa County Program, and 

$1,394,000 from Fairfield’s Heart of Fairfield Improvements to its Cadenasso Dr. repaving 

project within the Solano County Program. 

 

On November 20, 2020, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $1,000,000 to SFCTA for the 

environmental phase of the Yerba Buena Island/Treasure Island Multi-Use Pathway project 

within the Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Grants program, with payback from BATA at a 

future date; $647,000 in MTC exchange funds in accordance with MTC Resolution No. 3989 to 

four projects within the Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Grants program; and to clarify the 

project sponsor of the Old Redwood Highway Multi-Use Pathway project as Larkspur, rather 

than the Transportation Authority of Marin (TAM). 

 

On January 27, 2021, Attachments A and Attachment B-1 were revised, and Appendix A-11 was 

added, to incorporate additional funding into the OBAG 2 framework, including $52.9 million in 

STP/CMAQ program balances made available through FY2018-FY2020 appropriations of 

Federal Highway Infrastructure Program (FHIP) funds, and a $1.5 million balance redirected 

from the Cycle 1 STP/CMAQ Climate Initiatives program, as part of the Safe & Seamless 

Mobility Quick-Strike program. 

 

On February 24, 2021, Attachment B-1 was revised to program a total of $7.91 million in 

Federal Highway Infrastructure Program (FHIP) funds provided in the Consolidated 

Appropriations Act, 2021, and project savings from previous STP/CMAQ cycles to the Golden 

Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District (GGBHTD) for shareable costs of an increase 

to the Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent System. Because the final FFY 2021 FHIP amount 

is not yet available at the time of the Commission meeting, the final split between the two fund 

sources will be adjusted by staff as a technical change, with the total amount not to exceed $7.91 

million. 

 

On April 28, 2021, Attachment B-1 was revised to change the fund source of $13,942,852 from 

Federal Highway Infrastructure Program (FHIP) funds to Surface Transportation Block Grant 
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(STP) funds for the Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District (GGBHTD) for the 

Golden Gate Bridge Suicide Deterrent System project; program $61,708,245 in STP/CMAQ 

funds, and $13,942,852 in FHIP funds redirected from the GGB suicide deterrent system, to the 

Transportation Authority of Marin (TAM) for the US-101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows Segment B7 

project as part of the SB1/RMS alternative funding plan; and program $99,840,510 in 

STP/CMAQ funds to the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) for the Solano I-80 Express 

Lanes project as part of the SB1/RMS alternative funding plan. The programmed funding to 

TAM and STA serves as a loan to the project sponsors to permit the projects to move to 

construction while Regional Measure 3 funds are unavailable. The loaned funds shall be repaid 

to MTC as non-federal funds and will be subject to future OBAG programming. 

 

On May 26, 2021, Attachment B-1 and Appendix A-11 were revised to program $34,593,076 in 

Federal Highway Infrastructure Program funds made available through federal Coronavirus 

Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act (CRRSAA) to augment the Regional Safe 

and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike program framework; and to program $7,775,000 in Priority 

Development Area (PDA) Planning and Implementation grants and $87,000 in Regional PDA 

Supportive Studies within the Regional PDA Planning and Implementation program.  

 

On June 23, 2021, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $83,118,000 to various local and 

regional projects within the Regional Safe and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike program; and 

program $1,000,000 in project savings from previous fund cycles to VTA’s Diridon Station 

Planning and Studies project as part of the Regional Strategic Initiatives program. 

 

On July 28, 2021, Attachments A, B-1, and B-2 were revised to: temporarily increase the 

delegated authority amount the Executive Director may authorize for STP/CMAQ exchanges 

from $2 million per region to $100 million in total for federal fiscal year 2020-2021; to program 

$4,667,000 to AC Transit for Bus Purchases and to reflect changes in program amounts and 

projects proposed for MTC regional exchange funds (in accordance with MTC Resolution No. 

3989) as part of the funding arrangement for the Solano I-80 Express Lanes project; to program 

$1,750,000 within the Regional Safe and Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike program; to transit 

integration planning efforts in Solano, Sonoma, and East Bay Counties; redirect $130,000 in 

project savings from the County of Contra Costa Local Streets and Roads Preservation project to 

the City of Danville’s San Ramon Valley Blvd. Improvements project (in lieu of the Diablo Road 

Trail project which will be provided an equivalent amount of non-federal funds from CCTA) and 

redirect $350,000 in project savings from the County of Contra Costa Local Streets and Roads 
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Preservation project to the City of Pinole’s Safety Improvements at Appian Way and Marlesta 

Rd project within the Contra Costa County program; and to cancel the $4,655,000 El Camino 

Real Pedestrian Safety & Streetscape Improvements project in Palo Alto, direct $41,428 from the 

cancelled project to Campbell’s Harriet Avenue Sidewalk project, and leave the remaining 

$4,614,572 balance unprogrammed within the Santa Clara county program. 

 

On September 22, 2021, Attachment B-1 was revised to program $4,191,538 to various projects 

within the Regional Safe & Seamless Mobility Quick-Strike program; $184,000 in prior cycle 

project savings to San Mateo County’s Broadmoor SRTS Pedestrian Safety and Mobility 

Improvements project within the Regional Strategic Investments program; and to redirect 

$800,000 from MTC’s Carsharing Implementation project and $1,848,099 from the Climate 

Initiatives unprogrammed balance to various projects within the Mobility Hubs Pilot Program.   

 

Further discussion of the project selection criteria and programming policy is contained in the 

memorandum to the Programming and Allocations Committee dated November 4, 2015, July 13, 

2016, October 12, 2016, December 14, 2016, February 8, 2017 (action deferred to March 2017),  

March 8, 2017, April 12, 2017, May 10, 2017, June 14, 2017, July 12, 2017, September 13, 

2017, October 11, 2017, November 8, 2017, December 13, 2017, January 10, 2018, February 14, 

2018, March 7, 2018, and April 11, 2018; the Planning Committee dated April 6, 2018; and the 

Programming and Allocations Committee dated May 9, 2018, June 13, 2018, July 11, 2018, 

September 12, 2018, November 14, 2018, December 12, 2018, January 9, 2019, February 13, 

2019, March 6, 2019, June 12, 2019, July 10, 2019, September 4, 2019, October 9, 2019, 

November 13, 2019, February 12, 2020, May 13, 2020, July 8, 2020, September 9 2020, 

November 4, 2020, January 13, 2021, February 10, 2021, April 14, 2021, and May 12, 2021; and 

the Planning Committee dated May 14, 2021; and the Programming and Allocations Committee 

dated June 9, 2021, July 14, 2021; September 8, 2021; and the Planning Committee dated 

September 10, 2021. 



 
 Date: November 18, 2015 
 W.I.: 1512 
 Referred By: Programming & Allocations 
  
RE: One Bay Area Grant Program Second Round (OBAG 2) Project Selection Criteria and Programming 

Policy 
 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4202 
 

 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the Regional Transportation 

Planning Agency (RTPA) for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code Section 66500 

et seq.; and 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the nine-

county San Francisco Bay Area region and is required to prepare and endorse a Transportation 

Improvement Program (TIP) which includes federal funds; and 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC is the designated recipient for state and federal funding assigned to the 

RTPA/MPO of the San Francisco Bay Area for the programming of projects; and 

 

 WHEREAS, state and federal funds assigned for RTPA/MPO programming discretion are 

subject to availability and must be used within prescribed funding deadlines regardless of project 

readiness; and 

  

 WHEREAS, MTC, in cooperation with the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), the 

Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), the Bay Conservation and Development 

Commission (BCDC), California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Congestion Management 

Agencies (CMAs), county Transportation Authorities (TAs), transit operators, counties, cities, and 

interested stakeholders, has developed criteria, policies and procedures to be used in the selection of 

projects to be funded with various funding including regional federal funds as set forth in Attachments 

A, B-1 and B-2 of this Resolution, incorporated herein as though set forth at length; and 

 

 WHEREAS, using the policies set forth in Attachment A of this Resolution, MTC, in 

cooperation with the Bay Area Partnership and interested stakeholders, will develop a program of 

projects to be funded with these funds for inclusion in the federal TIP, as set forth in Attachments B-1 

and B-2 of this Resolution, incorporated herein as though set forth at length; and 

 

 WHEREAS the federal TIP and subsequent TIP amendments and updates are subject to public 

review and comment; now therefore be it  
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RESOLVED that MTC approves the “Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy” for

projects to be funded in the OBAG 2 Program as set forth in Attachments A, B-i and B-2 of this

Resolution; and be it further

RESOLVED that the regional discretionary funding shall be pooled and distributed on a regional

basis for implementation of project selection criteria, policies, procedures and programming, consistent

with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP); and be it further

RESOLVED that the projects will be included in the federal TIP subject to final federal approval

and requirements; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee may make technical adjustments and other

non-substantial revisions, including updates to fund sources and distributions to reflect final funding

criteria and availability; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee is authorized to revise Attachments B-i and

B-2 as necessary to reflect the programming of projects as the projects are selected, revised and included

in the federal TIP; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee shall make available a copy of this

resolution, and attachements as may be required and appropriate.

The above resolution was entered into
by the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission at the regular meeting
of the Commission held in Oakland,
California, on November 18, 2015

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Dave Cortese, Chair



Attachment B‐1
MTC Resolution No. 4202
OBAG 2 Regional Programs
FY 2017‐18 through FY 2021‐22
September 2021

OBAG 2 Regional Programs Project List
PROJECT CATEGORY AND TITLE SPONSOR Total STP/CMAQ Other
OBAG 2 REGIONAL PROGRAMS $651,765,885 $131,684,260

1. REGIONAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES
Regional Planning MTC $9,555,000

1. REGIONAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES TOTAL: $9,555,000

2. PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
Pavement Management Program MTC $1,500,000
Pavement Technical Advisory Program (PTAP) MTC $7,500,000
Statewide Local Streets and Roads (LSR) Needs Assessment MTC/Caltrans $250,000

2. PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM TOTAL: $9,250,000

3. PDA PLANNING & IMPLEMENTATION
PDA Planning and Implementation
PDA Implementation MTC $2,000,000
PDA Supportive Studies MTC $587,000
PDA Planning  
Berkeley: San Pablo Avenue PDA Plan MTC $750,000
Oakland: MacArthur Transit Village PDA; North Oakland/Golden Gate PDA Pla MTC $800,000
Oakland: Eastmont Town Center/International Blvd; Fruitvale & Dimond; MacArthur Blvd CorridMTC $800,000
Union City: Decoto Industrial Parkway Study Area Specific Plan 2.0 MTC $800,000
El Cerrito: San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan and EIR Update/Amendments MTC $308,000
Moraga: Moraga Center Specific Plan Implementation Project MTC $140,000
Richmond: Hilltop PDA Plan MTC $750,000
San Pablo: Rumrill Blvd PDA Plan MTC $250,000
Marin County: Urbanized Corridor/Marin City PDA Plan MTC $300,000
San Rafael: Downtown Precise Plan MTC $500,000
San Francisco: HUB Area EIR MTC $500,000
San Francisco: Transit Corridors Study MTC $500,000
Burlingame: Broadway Planning Area PDA Plan MTC $400,000
South San Francisco: Downtown Station Area PDA Plan MTC $500,000
Cupertino: VTA Cores and Corridors PDA Plan MTC $400,000
Milpitas: Midtown PDA Plan MTC $500,000
Palo Alto: University Ave/Downtown PDA Plan MTC $800,000
San Jose/VTA: Diridon Integrated Station Area Concept Plan MTC $800,000
San Jose: SW Expressway/Race Street Light Rail Urban Village Plans MTC $500,000
Santa Clara: Downtown PDA Plan MTC $400,000
Vacaville: Downtown Specific Plan MTC $350,000
Santa Rosa: Downtown Station Area Specific Plan Update/Amendment MTC $800,000

Staffing Assistance
Emeryville: Mitigate Regulation‐Induced Displacement, Streamlined Asset MnMTC $180,000
Fremont: SB743 Implementation MTC $150,000
Hayward: SB743 Implementation MTC $150,000
Oakland: ADU Initiative  MTC $200,000
Oakland: Innovative Construction Initiative  MTC $200,000
Concord: VMT‐based Transportation Impact Standards MTC $150,000
Concord: Galindo Street Corridor Plan MTC $200,000
Lafayette: Updated Parking Ordinance and Strategies MTC $150,000
San Jose: PDA/Citywide Design Guidelines MTC $200,000
Windsor: Parking Management and Pricing MTC $35,000

Technical Assistance
Marin/Sonoma VMT Implementation Group MTC $170,000
Napa/Solano VMT Implementation Group MTC $170,000
Various Jurisdictions: VMT Implementation Group MTC $140,000
Emeryville: Developing the Highest and Best Use of the Public Curb MTC  $65,000
Hayward: Micro Mobility/Safety Program MTC $75,000

MTC Res. No. 4202 Attachment B‐1

Adopted:  11/18/15‐C

Revised: 07/27/16‐C  10/26/16‐C  12/21/16‐C  03/22/17‐C  05/24/17‐C  06/28/17‐C 

07/26/17‐C  09/27/17‐C  10/25/17‐C  12/20/17‐C  01/24/18‐C  02/28/18‐C  03/28/18‐C 

04/25/18‐C  05/23/18‐C  06/27/18‐C  07/25/18‐C  09/26/18‐C  11/28/18‐C  12/19/18‐C 

02/27/19‐C  03/27/19‐C  06/26/19‐C  09/25/19‐C  10/23/19‐C  11/20/19‐C  02/26/20‐C 

05/27/20‐C  07/22/20‐C  11/20/20‐C  01/27/21‐C  02/24/21‐C  04/28/21‐C  05/26/21‐C 

06‐23‐21‐C  07‐28‐21‐C  09/22/21‐C

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) 1 MTC Resolution  No. 4202 Attachment B‐1
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FY 2017‐18 through FY 2021‐22
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OBAG 2 Regional Programs Project List
PROJECT CATEGORY AND TITLE SPONSOR Total STP/CMAQ Other
OBAG 2 REGIONAL PROGRAMS $651,765,885 $131,684,260

MTC Res. No. 4202 Attachment B‐1

Adopted:  11/18/15‐C

Revised: 07/27/16‐C  10/26/16‐C  12/21/16‐C  03/22/17‐C  05/24/17‐C  06/28/17‐C 

07/26/17‐C  09/27/17‐C  10/25/17‐C  12/20/17‐C  01/24/18‐C  02/28/18‐C  03/28/18‐C 

04/25/18‐C  05/23/18‐C  06/27/18‐C  07/25/18‐C  09/26/18‐C  11/28/18‐C  12/19/18‐C 

02/27/19‐C  03/27/19‐C  06/26/19‐C  09/25/19‐C  10/23/19‐C  11/20/19‐C  02/26/20‐C 

05/27/20‐C  07/22/20‐C  11/20/20‐C  01/27/21‐C  02/24/21‐C  04/28/21‐C  05/26/21‐C 

06‐23‐21‐C  07‐28‐21‐C  09/22/21‐C

Oakland: General Plan Framework ‐ PDA Community Engagement Program MTC  $65,000
San Leandro: BayFair TOD Infrastructure Design/Finance MTC $150,000
San Francisco: Mission‐San Jose PDA Housing Feasibility Analysis MTC  $65,000
San Francisco: PDA Density Bonus Program MTC  $65,000
Belmont: Transportation Demand Management Program MTC  $65,000
San Mateo: TDM Ordinance MTC $150,000
Santa Rosa/Sonoma County: Renewal Enterprise District MTC $150,000
San Jose: Urban Villages District Parking & Rezoning MTC $120,000

BART AB2923 Implementation BART $1,000,000
Community‐Based Transportation Plan (CBTP) Updates MTC

MTC $300,000
CCTA: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $215,000
TAM: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $75,000
NVTA: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $75,000
SFCTA: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $175,000
C/CAG: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $120,000
VTA: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $300,000
STA: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $95,000
SCTA: Community‐Based Transportation Plans MTC $110,000
CBTP Program Evaluation MTC $35,000

3. PDA PLANNING & IMPLEMENTATION TOTAL: $20,000,000

4. CLIMATE INITIATIVES
Climate Initiatives  $9,026,901
Spare the Air & EV Program Outreach (for Electric Vehicle Programs) BAAQMD $10,000,000
Carsharing Implementation MTC $800,000
Mobility Hubs Pilot Program
Mobility Hubs Technical Assistance MTC $150,000
BART: MacArthur BART Station BART $524,589
San Ramon: Bishop Ranch Business Park San Ramon $387,600
SFMTA: Temporary Transbay Terminal (Vacant Site) SFMTA $340,760
Burlingame: Caltrain Station ‐ Burlingame Square Transit Hub Burlingame $500,000
Millbrae: BART and Caltrain Station ‐ Millbrae Transit Center Millbrae $345,150
Mountain View: Caltrain Station ‐ Moutain View Transit Center Moutain View $200,000
Vallejo: Vallejo Ferry Terminal Vallejo $200,000

Targeted Transportation Alternatives MTC $325,000
Spare the Air Youth Program ‐ 2 MTC $1,417,000

4. CLIMATE INITIATIVES TOTAL: $23,417,000

5. REGIONAL ACTIVE OPERATIONAL MANAGEMENT
Active Operational Management
AOM Implementation MTC $23,737,000

Bay Area 511 Traveler Information
511 Next Gen MTC $26,148,000
511 Implementation MTC $7,450,000

Rideshare
Rideshare Implementation MTC $720,000
Carpool Program MTC $7,280,000
Vanpool Program MTC $2,000,000
Commuter Benefits Implementation MTC $674,000
Commuter Benefits Program MTC $1,111,000
Napa Valley Transportation Demand Strategies (Fund Exchange) MTC/NVTA $1,100,000

Bay Bridge Forward
Transbay Higher Capacity Bus Fleet/Increased Service Frequencies AC Transit $1,200,000
Pilot Transbay Express Bus Routes AC Transit $800,000

ACTC: CMA Planning (for Community‐Based Transportation Plans)
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Eastbay Commuter Parking MTC $2,500,000

Transbay Higher Capacity Bus Fleet/Increased Service Frequencies WestCat $2,000,000
Dumbarton Forward

MTC $4,375,000
Richmond‐San Rafael Bridge Forward

Richmond‐San Rafael Bridge Bikeway Access (Fund Exchange) Richmond $500,000

Richmond‐San Rafael Bridge Forward (Fund Exchange) MTC $1,160,000

Freeway Performance Program

Freeway Performance Program MTC $14,240,000
FPP: I‐880 (I‐80 to I‐280) MTC $3,000,000

MTC $625,000
FPP: I‐80 (Carquinez Bridge to Fremont St., SF) PL only MTC $3,000,000
FPP: CC I‐680 NB HOV/Express Lanes (Ala Co. to Sol Co.) MTC $10,000,000
FPP: I‐80 Central Ave Interchange Improvements Richmond $2,000,000
FPP: SR 37 (US 101 to I‐80) PL only MTC $1,000,000
FPP: Napa Valley Forward Traffic Calming & Multimodal Imps. MTC $1,000,000
FPP: US 101 (SR 85 to San Francisco Co. Line) MTC $3,000,000

SCTA $1,000,000
Program for Arterial System Synchronization (PASS) MTC $5,000,000
Innovative Deployments for Enhanced Arterials (IDEA)
IDEA Technical Assistance MTC $1,532,000
IDEA Category 1 

AC Transit: Dumbarton Express Route (SR84)  MTC $2,300,000
Alameda: Webster & Posey Tubes (SR 260), Park St MTC $276,000
Hayward: Various Locations MTC $302,000
Oakland: Bancroft Ave MTC $310,000
Pleasanton: Various Locations MTC $290,000
Union City: Union City Blvd & Decoto Rd MTC $710,000
San Ramon: Bollinger Canyon Rd & Crow Canyon Rd MTC $563,000
San Rafael: Downtown San Rafael MTC $830,000
South San Francisco: Various Locations MTC $532,000
San Jose: Citywide MTC $1,400,000

IDEA Category 2 
LAVTA/Dublin: Citywide MTC $385,000
Emeryville: Powell, Shellmound, Christie & 40th St MTC $785,000
Concord: Concord Blvd, Clayton Rd & Willow Pass Rd (Fund Exchange) MTC $589,000
MTC Concord Blvd, Clayton Rd & Willow Pass Rd (Fund Exchange) MTC $30,000

Walnut Creek: Various locations (Fund Exchange) MTC $621,000
Los Gatos: Los Gatos Blvd MTC $700,000
VTA: Veterans Admin. Palo Alto Medical Center VTA $845,000

Connected Vehicles/Automated Vehicles (CV/AV) MTC $2,500,000
Shared Use Mobility MTC $2,500,000

Connected Bay Area 
TMS Implementation MTC $2,910,000
TMC Asset Upgrade and Replacement MTC $1,150,000
I‐880 Communication Upgrade and Infrastructure Gap Closures MTC $11,940,000
InterConnect Bay Area Program MTC $3,000,000

Incident Management  
Incident Management Implementation MTC $4,160,000
I‐880 ICM Northern MTC $6,200,000
I‐880 ICM Central MTC $2,640,000

Unprogrammed Balance TBD $380,000
5. REGIONAL ACTIVE OPERATIONAL MANAGEMENT TOTAL: $173,000,000 $4,000,000

6. TRANSIT PRIORITIES

SR 84 (US 101 to I‐880) Dumbarton Forward

FPP: I‐580 WB HOV Lane Extension (SR 24 to I‐80/SFOBB approach) PL & 

FPP: SCTA US 101/Marin Sonoma Narrows (MSN) B2 Phase 2
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BART Car Replacement/Expansion BART $99,800,000

GGB Suicide Deterrent (for BART Car Replacement/Expansion) GGBH&TD $9,760,668 $30,239,332
Clipper MTC $34,200,000
Unprogrammed Balance $15,283,000

6. TRANSIT PRIORITIES TOTAL: $159,043,668 $30,239,332

7. PRIORITY CONSERVATION AREA (PCA)
Regional Peninsula, Southern and Eastern Counties PCA Grant Program
Bay Area GreenPrint: PCA Functionality Imps (Fund Exchange) MTC/GreenInfo Network $30,000
PCA Grant Implementation MTC/Coastal Conservancy $500,000
Alameda County: Niles Canyon Trail, Phase 1 Alameda County $321,000
Albany: Albany Hill Access Improvements Albany $251,000
Livermore: Arroyo Road Trail Livermore $400,000
WOEIP/Urban Biofilter: Adapt Oakland Urban Greening in West Oakland WOEIP/Urban Biofilter $300,000
EBRPD: Bay Trail at Point Molate (RSR Bridge to Point Molate Beach Park) EBRPD $1,000,000
JMLT: Pacheco Marsh/Lower Walnut Creek Restoration and Public Access John Muir Land Trust $950,000
SFCTA: Yerba Buena Island Multi‐Use Pathway (PE/ENV) SFCTA $1,000,000
San Francisco: McLaren Park and Neighborhood Connections Plan SF Recreation and Parks $194,000
San Francisco/Coastal Conservancy: Twin Peaks Trail Improvement  SF Rec and Park/Conservancy $74,000
GGNPC/NPS: Rancho Corral de Tierra Unit Management Plan Engagement National Parks Service $200,000

SMCHD: Pillar Point Public Access Improvements San Mateo Co. Harbor District $298,000
Menlo Park: Bedwell Bayfront Park Entrance Improvements Menlo Park $520,000
San Mateo Co.: Colma Creek Adaptation Study (Colma Creek Connector) San Mateo Co. $110,000
San Mateo Co.: San Bruno Mtn. Habitat Conservation Plan Grazing Pilot  San Mateo Co. $137,900
South San Francisco: Sign Hill Conservation and Trail Master Plan South San Francisco $135,100
Point Blue: Pajaro River Watershed: Habitat Restoration and Climate Resilient Point Blue Conservation Science $379,000
SCVOSA: Coyote Ridge Open Space Preserve Public Access, Phase 1 Point Blue Conservation Science $400,000
SCVOSA: Tilton Ranch Acquisition Santa Clara Valley Open Space Auth. $1,000,000

North Bay PCA Grant Program
Marin Co: Hicks Valley/Wilson Hill/Marshall‐Petaluma Rehab. (for Corte Madera: Para Marin County $312,000
Marin Co: Hicks Valley/Wilson Hill/Marshall‐Petaluma Rd Rehab Marin County $869,000

Novato $104,000
Novato: Vineyard Rd Improvements (for Hill Recreation Area Imps.) Novato $265,000
National Parks Service: Fort Baker's Vista Point Trail NPS $500,000
NVTA: Vine Trail ‐ St. Helena to Calistoga NVTA $711,000
Napa: Vine Trail ‐ Soscol Ave Corridor Napa $650,000
Napa County: Silverado Trail Rehabilitation ‐ Phase L  Napa County $689,000
Solano County: Suisun Valley Farm‐to‐Market ‐ Phase 3 Bike Imps Solano County $2,050,000
Sonoma County: Crocker Bridge Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Sonoma County $1,280,000
Sonoma County: Joe Rodota Trail Bridge Replacement Sonoma County $770,000

7. PRIORITY CONSERVATION AREA (PCA) TOTAL: $9,200,000 $7,200,000

8. BAY AREA HOUSING INITIATIVES
Bay Area Preservation Pilot (BAPP) (Funding Exchange) MTC $10,000,000
Housing Incentive Pool TBD $25,000,000
Sub‐HIP Pilot Program
Fairfield: Pavement Preservation/Rehabilitation (for One Lake Apts. Linear ParFairfield $2,100,000
Vacaville: Pavement Preservation/Rehabilitation (for Allison PDA Affordable HVacaville $1,900,000
Marin County: Marin City Pedestrian Crossing Imps. Marin County $300,000
NVTA: Imola Park and Ride NVTA $300,000
Santa Rosa: Downtown Multi‐modal and Fiber Improvements Santa Rosa $400,000

8. BAY AREA HOUSING INITIATIVES TOTAL: $30,000,000 $10,000,000

9. SAFE & SEAMLESS MOBILITY QUICK‐STRIKE
County  & Local

Novato: Nave Dr/Bell Marin Keys Rehabilitation (for Hill Recreation Area 
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Alameda
CTA planning & programming (for Youth and Adult Bicycle Promotion & Educati ACTC $160,000
Alameda County Safe Routes to Schools ACTC $1,500,000
CTA planning & programming ACTC $354,000
AC Transit Tempo Quick Build Transit Lane Delineation AC Transit $300,000
AC Transit Quick Builds Transit Lanes AC Transit $954,000
Anita Avenue Safe and Accessible Route to School and Transit Alameda County $2,000,000
BART Fare Collection Equipment (for Oakland East Bay Greenway Segment II) BART/Oakland $1,000,000
Fremont Boulevard/Walnut Avenue Protected Intersection Fremont $1,271,000
Fremont Boulevard/Grimmer Boulevard Protected Intersection  Fremont $1,415,000
LAVTA Passenger Facilities Enhancements LAVTA $2,000,000
Oakland 14th Street Complete Streets Oakland $1,000,000

Contra Costa
CTA planning & programming CCTA $242,000
BART Fare Collection Equipment (for Lafayette Town Center Pathway and BART BART / Lafayette $1,825,000
BART Fare Collection Equipment (for Bicycle, Pedestrian, and ADA Imps. at Pitts BART $1,510,000
East Downtown Concord PDA Access & Safe Routes to Transit Concord $2,164,000
Richmond 13th Street Complete Streets Richmond $2,821,000

Marin
CTA planning & programming TAM $141,000
Marin County Bus Stop Improvements Marin Transit $1,200,000
SMART Pathway ‐ San Rafael McInnis Pkwy to Smith Ranch Road SMART $1,858,000

Napa
CTA planning & programming NVTA $162,000
Napa Valley Safe Routes to School NVTA $100,000
Napa Valley Forward: SR 29/Rutherford & Oakville Roundabouts MTC $1,000,000

San Francisco
CTA planning & programming SFCTA $180,000
Downtown San Francisco Congestion Pricing Study SFCTA $200,000
Embarcadero Station Platform Elevator Capacity & Redundancy  BART $3,144,000
San Francisco Folsom Streetscape SFMTA $5,000,000
Safe Routes to School Non‐Infrastructure Program SFMTA $2,100,000

San Mateo
CTA planning & programming C/CAG $183,000
Planning and Programming of safe and seamless mobility C/CAG $200,000
Burlingame City‐Wide Pedestrian Safe Routes and Mobility Imps Burlingame $200,000
San Bruno Transit Corridor Pedestrian Connection Phase 4  San Bruno $385,000
Broadmoor SRTS Pedestrian Safety & Mobility Imps San Mateo County $1,419,000
El Camino Real Grand Boulevard Initiative Phase III  South San Francisco $2,120,000
East of 101 Transit Expansion Project South San Francisco $49,924 $430,076

Santa Clara
CTA planning & programming VTA $419,000
Evaluating on‐demand shuttle strategies for improved transit access VTA $200,000
VTA Electronic Locker Upgrade and Replacement VTA $1,987,000
Mountain View Stierlin Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements Mountain View $2,521,000 $1,486,000
San Jose Julian Street & McKee Road Vision Zero Complete Streets San Jose $705,000
San Jose Bascom Avenue Protected Bike Lanes & Complete Street San Jose $690,000
En Movimiento Quick Build Network for East San Jose San Jose $1,325,000
San Jose ‐ Downtown Bikeways San Jose $4,025,000
Saratoga Blue Hills Elementary Pedestrian Crossing at UPRR Saratoga $1,800,000
Sunnyvale Bicycle, Pedestrian and SRTS Safety Improvements Sunnyvale $1,900,000

Solano
CTA planning & programming STA $110,000
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STA Mobility Planning STA $200,000
Solano Safe Routes to School Non‐Infrastructure Program STA $600,000
Fairfield/Vacaville Hannigan Station Capacity Improvements Fairfield $1,900,000
Vallejo Bay Trail/Vine Trail Gap Closure Segment Vallejo $1,800,000

Sonoma
CTA planning & programming SCTA $135,000
Countywide Active Transportation Plan SCTA $200,000
Cotati Downtown‐ Civic Center Connectivity and Safety Improvements Cotati $242,000 $1,008,000
Healdsburg Bike Share Healdsburg $250,000
Rohnert Park Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Improvements Rohnert Park $522,000
Santa Rosa Transit Mall Roadbed Rehabilitation Santa Rosa $868,000
Sebastopol SR 116 and Bodega Ave Pedestrian Access and Mobility EnhancemenSebastopol $476,000
SMART Pathway ‐ Petaluma Payran to Lakeville SMART $806,000

Regional & Corridor
Regional Planning

FasTrak START Pilot Evaluation Study MTC $900,000
Diridon Station Planning & Studies MTC $1,000,000

Regional and Corridor
Bay Bridge Forward: I‐580 WB HOV Lane Extension MTC/ACTC $7,000,000
San Pablo Giant Road Cycletrack Quick‐Build San Pablo $700,000
Napa Valley Forward: SR 29/Rutherford & Oakville Roundabouts MTC $6,000,000
Redwood City Roosevelt Avenue Quick‐Build Redwood City $755,000

Transit Recovery Blue Ribbon Task Force
East Bay Integration and Coordination Implementation Planning CCTA $500,000
Solano Integration and Coordination Implementation Planning STA $500,000
Sonoma Integration and Coordination Implementation Planning SCTA/MTC $750,000
TBD TBD $4,191,538
Accessibility: Centralized Program Eligibility Verification MTC $1,400,000
Customer Information: Mapping & Wayfinding MTC $2,791,538

9. SAFE & SEAMLESS MOBILITY QUICK‐STRIKE TOTAL: $54,466,462 $34,593,076

10. REGIONAL STRATEGIC INVESTMENTS (RSI)

AC Transit Bus Purchase (for Solano I‐80 Express Lanes) AC Transit $4,667,000
CC I‐680 NB HOV/Express Lanes Ala Co to Sol Co (Fund Exchange) CCTA/MTC $4,000,000

GGBHTD $7,910,000
Pavement Rehab (for Downtown Novato SMART Station) Novato $617,000
Old Redwood Highway Multi‐Use Pathway Larkspur $1,120,000
Grand Ave Bridge San Rafael $763,000
Grand Ave Bike/Ped Imps (for SMART 2nd to Andersen Pathway)  San Rafael $1,000,000
US 101 Marin‐Sonoma Narrows TAM $2,000,000

US 101 Marin‐Sonoma Narrows (MSN) B7 (Loan for RM3) TAM $61,708,245 $13,942,852

Diridon Station Planning & Studies MTC $1,000,000

Broadmoor SRTS Pedestrian Safety & Mobility Imps San Mateo County $184,000

I‐80 Express Lanes in Solano County (Loan for RM3) STA $63,464,510 $3,255,000

I‐80 Express Lanes in Solano County (Toll System) BAIFA $28,454,000
US 101/Marin Sonoma Narrows (MSN) B2 Phase 2 (Fund Exchange) SCTA $15,400,000

10. REGIONAL STRATEGIC INVESTMENTS (RSI) TOTAL: $163,833,755 $45,651,852

OBAG 2 REGIONAL PROGRAMS TOTAL: $651,765,885 $131,684,260
J:\SECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP‐RES\MTC\RES‐4202_ongoing_OBAG2\[tmp‐4202_Attachment‐B‐1_September.xlsx]Sept 2021

GGB Suicide Deterrent System

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) 6 MTC Resolution  No. 4202 Attachment B‐1
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 5b - 21-1034 

MTC Resolution 4481, Revised – Supplemental Programming of Phase 1 American Rescue 
Plan Act Funding 

Subject:  Programming of Phase 1 American Rescue Plan Act (ARP) funding for 
specific hardships and focused recovery strategies, and to transit operators 
in Solano and Sonoma Counties.  
 

Background: As part of the Phase 1 distribution of ARP funds approved in July, staff 
committed to bringing forward in September: 
1. A recommendation for the programming of a portion of the ARP 

funding set-aside for hardships and focused recovery strategies, to 
address specific needs identified at the July Commission meeting; and 

2. The allocation of Phase 1 funding to operators within Solano and 
Sonoma Counties.  Total shares for operators in Solano and Sonoma 
counties were grouped to allow operators and County Transportation 
Agencies in those counties to collaboratively identify funding amounts 
per operator that best align with ongoing coordination and integration 
efforts. 

 
Hardships and Focused Recovery Strategy Funding 

 At the July Commission meeting, staff identified several specific concerns 
to be considered for funding from the amount set aside for hardships and 
focused recovery efforts including: 

 Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) – hardship 
related to the May 2021 tragedy at light-rail facility. 

 Sonoma County Operators – hardships related to past and on-going 
fire concerns, and focused recovery strategies to smooth service 
provision until sales tax reauthorization in 2025. 

 Marin Transit – focused recovery strategy to facilitate agreement 
with partner agency for service provision. 

 
In addition to these concerns, staff is recommending consideration of 
funding from the set-aside to accommodate additional funding due to two 
operators, resulting from a re-calculation of the Phase 1 distribution 
formula.   
 
Detail on the recommended programming is below. 
 
VTA – $28.6 million 
Staff is recommending up to $28.6million in hardship funding to assist 
VTA with the financial impacts of the recent tragedy at their Guadalupe 
light rail facility.  Funding would be used to offset costs associated with 
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victim compensation, increased liability costs, non-insurable losses, the 
leasing of a temporary light rail facility site, and costs associated with the 
interim renovation of the Guadalupe facility and pre-construction elements 
of a new facility. VTA staff will provide detailed verification of the 
above-mentioned costs which MTC staff will review.  Should costs be 
lower, staff will make any required adjustment at the time of the 
Commission’s programming of Phase 2 ARP funds.   
  
Sonoma County Operators - $4.6 million 
The Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA) along with 
Sonoma transit operators engaged in a process to estimate the funding 
needed to bridge to the 2025 Go Sonoma sales tax measure and maintain 
and restore service levels in the face of past fire disaster recovery and on-
going disaster response and recovery. 

Starting in spring 2025, the Go Sonoma Act will provide an additional 10 
percent of a ¼-cent sales tax for bus transit expansion, adding an estimated 
$3 million to existing annual revenues. Focused recovery ARP funds will 
provide the opportunity to support recovery in advance of 2025 at a level 
that could be sustained through the Go Sonoma Act.   

The estimated need in addition to the amount directed to Sonoma County 
operators through the Phase 1 formula distribution is $4.6 million. 

Marin Transit - $2 million 
Staff further recommends the setting aside of $2 million in ARP focused 
recovery strategy funding to bridge the gap between current and future 
contract rates with service provision partners for paratransit and fixed 
route service, allowing Marin Transit to maintain service levels for an 
additional six months and avoid service cutbacks that would be effective 
December 2022. 

MTC would set aside the funds for Marin Transit and would condition 
their release on the outcome of negotiations between relevant agencies.  
The release and amounts of Phase 2 ARP funding for Marin Transit and 
Golden Gate Transit could potentially consider the extent to which 
negotiations resulted in an appropriate balance in terms of service levels, 
service quality, and financial constraints.   

Caltrain and WETA - $3.7 million 
A significant portion of the Phase 1 ARP distribution formula was based 
on the cost to return service levels to near pre-pandemic levels.  Caltrain 
raised concern that this cost had been understated for their agency in the 
funding distribution due to inaccurate information that was used to 
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estimate the cost per revenue vehicle hour.  MTC staff worked with 
Caltrain staff to update to more accurate information on overall operating 
costs.  This update results in additional funding needed to make Caltrain 
whole in the Phase 1 distribution in the amount of $2,896,544  
 
Further, since the Phase 1 formula capped the cost per revenue vehicle 
hour cost at that of the highest cost operator, which was Caltrain, the 
change also impacted the Water Emergency Transit District (WETA).  
The increased cap results in additional funding needed to satisfy the Phase 
1 formula distribution for WETA of $772,017.  While a change in the cost 
per revenue vehicle hour cap would also impact the distribution of formula 
funding for ACE, staff does not believe an increase in Phase 1funding is 
warranted for ACE given that the incentive funding already provided 
constitutes funding to restore service for the entire ACE system, not only 
service provided to the Bay Area.  No other operator’s ARP funding was 
impacted by this change. 
 
The recommendations outlined above total approximately $39 million, 
with funds remaining from the 10% set-aside that can be directed to Blue 
Ribbon Transit Recovery Transformation Action Plan implementation.  
The Commission will hold a workshop in late October to further discuss 
resource needs and funding options for the Action Plan.  
 

 Phase 1 Programming for Operators in Sonoma and Solano Counties 
As noted above, Phase 1 formula funds were granted to operators in 
Solano and Sonoma counties in lump sum with direction to County 
Transportation Agencies in those counties to work collaboratively with 
their respective transit operators to develop a funding distribution.   
 
Following processes in both counties, the resulting distributions of 
formula funds are shown in Attachment A, in combination with 
recommended hardship and focused recovery strategy funding.  As noted 
in the Hardship and Focused Recovery section above, Sonoma County 
operators and the SCTA collaborated to estimate the amount of funding 
each operator needs to sustain and maintain service levels leading up to 
the start of the Go Sonoma sales tax measure in 2025.  In Solano, the 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA) worked with the county’s transit 
operators on a distribution that seeks to meet local service needs while 
also shoring up the regional express bus service, Solano Express, as part of 
a larger planned transition in how that service is operated.     
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Issues: The programming of Phase 1 formula ARP funds for Sonoma and Solano 
County transit operators is contingent on STA and SCTA board approvals 
of their respective distributions.  Any changes arising out of board action 
at these agencies will be amended into this item ahead of Commission 
approval. 

 
Recommendation: None or Refer MTC Resolution No. 1234, to the Commission for 

approval. 
 
Attachments:  MTC Resolution 4481, Revised 
 Attachment A – Supplemental ARP programming amounts 
 
 
 

 

Therese W. McMillan 

 
 
 
 



 Date: July 28, 2021 
 W.I.: 1512 
 Referred By: Commission 
 Revised: 09/22/21-C 
  
 

ABSTRACT 

Resolution No. 4481, Revised 

 

This resolution approves the process, establishes the criteria, and programs projects for Federal 

Transit Administration (FTA) Sections 5307 Urbanized Area Formula and 5311 Rural Area 

formula funds apportioned to the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to the American Rescue Plan 

Act of 2021 (ARP) (H.R. 1319). 

  

This resolution includes the following attachments: 

 

Attachment A – American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds Program of Projects 

Attachment B – Principles for the Distribution of Transit Funding from the American 

Rescue Plan Act of 2021 in the San Francisco Bay Area Region 

Attachment C – American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds Programming Policy 
 

This resolution was revised via Commission Action on September 22, 2021 to program Phase 1 
amounts to operators in Solano and Sonoma Counties and to program funding out of the Specific 
Hardships and Focused Recovery Strategies categories. 

Further discussion is contained in the Metropolitan Transportation Commission Summary Sheets 
dated May 26, 2021 and June 23, 2021, and the Programming and Allocations Committee 
Summary Sheets dated May 12, 2021, June 9, 2021, July 14, 2021, and September 8, 2021.  

 



 Date: July 28, 2021 
 W.I.: 1512 
 Referred By: Commission 
 
 

RE: San Francisco Bay Area American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds Programming 

and Policy 

 

 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 4481 

 

 WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional 

transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code 

Sections 66500 et seq.; and  

 

 WHEREAS, MTC is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the 

nine-county Bay Area; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (ARP) (H.R. 1319) has been signed 

into law in response to the nationwide Coronavirus pandemic, which provides supplemental 

appropriations for Emergency Transit Operations Assistance through the Federal Transit 

Administration (FTA) Section 5307 Urbanized Area and Section 5311 Rural Area formula 

programs; and 

 

 WHEREAS, MTC is the designated recipient of the FTA Section 5307 Urbanized Area 

Formula Program funds for the large urbanized areas of San Francisco-Oakland, San Jose, 

Concord, Antioch, and Santa Rosa, and has been authorized by the California Department of 

Transportation (Caltrans) to select projects and recommend funding allocations subject to state 

approval for the FTA Section 5307 funds for the small urbanized areas of Vallejo, Fairfield, 

Vacaville, Napa, Livermore, Gilroy-Morgan Hill, and Petaluma in MTC's Federal Transportation 

Improvement Program and for the Section 5311 funds in non- urbanized areas; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the projects to be funded are set forth in the detailed project listings in 

Attachment A, which are incorporated herein as though set forth at length; and 

   

 WHEREAS, this Commission approved Principles and Approach to the Distribution of 

Transit Funding from the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 on May 26, 2021, as set forth in 

Attachment B; and 
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 WHEREAS, the Policy to be used for the distribution of funds is set forth in Attachment 

C, which is incorporated herein as though set forth at length; now, therefore, be it 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC adopts the American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds 

Program of Projects to be funded as set forth in Attachment A; and, be it further  

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC approves the American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds 

Programming Policy as set forth in Attachment C; and, be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that MTC will use the Policy as set forth in Attachment C to program 

supplemental FTA Sections 5307 and 5311 formula funds appropriated in the American Rescue 

Plan Act as provided under statute; and, be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that the Executive Director of MTC, or their designee, is authorized and 

directed to modify the Program of Projects as listed in Attachment A to meet requirements of 

FTA; and, be it further 

 

 RESOLVED, that the Executive Director of MTC, or their designee, is authorized and 

directed to forward a copy of this resolution to FTA or other such agencies as may be 

appropriate. 

 
 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
   
 Alfredo Pedroza, Chair 
 
 
The above resolution was entered into by the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission at a  
duly called and noticed meeting held in  
San Francisco, California and at other remote  
locations, on July 28, 2021. 
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Apportionments 1,676,840,094        1,676,840,094        -                          

NEW AC Transit  ARP-eligible Projects                    66,101,819 66,101,819                   -                                

NEW ACE  ARP-eligible Projects                      3,587,230 3,587,230                     -                                

NEW BART  ARP-eligible Projects                  330,848,991 330,848,991                 -                                

NEW Caltrain  ARP-eligible Projects                    41,098,334 41,098,334                   -                                

NEW CCCTA  ARP-eligible Projects                      5,875,630 5,875,630                     -                                

NEW ECCTA  ARP-eligible Projects                      1,909,865 1,909,865                     -                                

NEW GGBHTD  ARP-eligible Projects                    57,697,418 57,697,418                   -                                

NEW LAVTA  ARP-eligible Projects                      5,730,074 5,730,074                     -                                

NEW Marin Transit  ARP-eligible Projects                      2,607,631 2,607,631                     -                                

NEW NVTA  ARP-eligible Projects                      2,320,772 2,320,772                     -                                

NEW SamTrans  ARP-eligible Projects                    15,633,362 15,633,362                   -                                

NEW SFMTA  ARP-eligible Projects                  288,170,574 288,170,574                 -                                

Solano County Operators*                      6,563,592 6,563,592                     -                                

NEW City of Fairfield                                   -   TBD

NEW City of Vacaville                                   -   TBD

NEW Solano County Transit                                   -   TBD

Sonoma County Operators* -                                

NEW City of Petaluma  ARP-eligible Projects                         896,268 896,268                        

NEW City of Santa Rosa  ARP-eligible Projects                      2,469,827 2,469,827                     

NEW SMART  ARP-eligible Projects                      3,151,221 3,151,221                     

NEW Sonoma County Transit  ARP-eligible Projects                      2,776,544 2,776,544                     

NEW Transbay Joint Powers Authority  ARP-eligible Projects                      1,800,000 1,800,000                     -                                

NEW Union City Transit  ARP-eligible Projects                         453,251 453,251                        -                                

NEW VTA  ARP-eligible Projects                    55,687,355 55,687,355                   -                                

NEW WCCTA  ARP-eligible Projects                      2,896,784 2,896,784                     -                                

NEW WETA  ARP-eligible Projects                    13,361,837 13,361,837                   -                                

Phase I Subtotal 911,638,379           911,638,379           -                          

Fund Balance 765,201,715           765,201,715           -                          

Operator Formula, Phase I

American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds Program of Projects

TIP ID Operator Project Description  FTA Section 5307  FTA Section 5311 
 Total FTA 
Program 

*Final amounts for specific Solano and Sonoma county operators were approved in September. For Phase I of programming, Solano County was 
programmed $6,563,592 and Sonoma County was programmed $9,293,860; operator-specific amounts were finalized in collaboration with the County 
Transportation Authorities.
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NEW VTA  ARP-eligible Projects                    28,600,000 28,600,000                   

NEW Caltrain  ARP-eligible Projects                      2,896,544 2,896,544                     

NEW WETA  ARP-eligible Projects                         772,017 772,017                        

NEW SMART  ARP-eligible Projects                      1,621,040 1,621,040                     

NEW Sonoma County Transit  ARP-eligible Projects                      1,428,300 1,428,300                     

NEW City of Santa Rosa  ARP-eligible Projects                      1,270,520 1,270,520                     

NEW City of Petaluma  ARP-eligible Projects                         280,140 280,140                        

Setaside Subtotal 36,868,561             36,868,561             

Fund Balance 728,333,154           728,333,154           

Note: $2,000,000 from this category is set aside for Marin Transit pending negotiations with Golden Gate Transit for service provision. Funds will be 
programmed at a later date.

Operator Hardship and Disparities, and Other Focused Recovery Strategies

TIP ID Operator Project Description
 Total FTA 
Program 

 FTA Section 5307  FTA Section 5311 
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Principles for the Distribution of Transit Funding from the American Rescue Plan Act of 
2021 in the San Francisco Bay Area Region 

1. Stabilize and Sustain Transit – Funds should be used to ensure the financial stability 
of the region’s transit operators. 

a. Distribute funds to operators with demonstrated financial need, where layoffs or 
furloughs would be likely without support. Adequate staffing is critical to the 
region’s   ability to restore service. American Rescue Plan (ARP) Act funds were 
enacted with the intent that agencies preserve jobs to allow for transit service to 
be restored as demand begins to recover. 

b. Recognize that there have been uneven revenue impacts, changes in ridership, 
and changes in expenses. Account for the fact that based on these uneven 
impacts and changes, some operators have received more federal relief funds 
from the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security (CARES) Act and the 
Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2021 
(CRRSAA) than their financial need indicates. As articulated through guiding 
principles and commitments from both CARES and CRRSAA, the distribution 
of ARP Act funds will seek to place each operator on an equal financial footing 
to facilitate a sustainable recovery during FY 2021-22. 

c. In order to support an equitable, adaptable, sustainable, and customer-focused 
recovery of transit service across the Bay Area, MTC will make multiple 
allocations of ARP Act funds to transit operators over the course of FY 2021-22 
and potentially into FY 2022-23, to assure operators that potential revenue losses 
due to the impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic do not limit the ability of transit 
operators to restore service in FY 2021-22. Specifically, operators should take 
action to swiftly amend budgets to accommodate allocations as they are made 
available, to address operating adjustments in a timely manner. 

2. Restore and Reimagine Service – Funds should be distributed on the condition that 
operators take measures to restore service to at least match current demand, and to plan 
to deploy additional service in a way that advances equity and at a level necessary to 
support increased local and regional transit demand by September 2021. Although there 
remains uncertainty about financial sustainability in the medium to long term, transit 
must be there for riders now, or riders will not be there for transit.  
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a. ARP Act funds should be used to restore service and deploy operating staff in a 
manner that significantly reduces pass ups while physical distancing public 
health orders remain in place and eliminate persistent pass-ups entirely as soon 
as possible upon changes to physical distancing public health orders. We note 
that eliminating passenger pass-ups is of paramount importance to the traveling 
public, transit operators, and MTC. However, until physical distancing public 
health orders are lifted, the capacity constraints they impose on vehicle use   
make it nearly impossible to fully eliminate pass-ups in some circumstances.  

b. Funds should be used to amend service levels to accommodate new ridership 
patterns, including increased demand for local service and the anticipated return 
to in-person school/community college/university in August/September 2021, as 
well as increased regional commute trips that require coordination among 
operators, as more workers return to workplaces. 

c. While services levels should increase on aggregate, operators are encouraged to 
exercise flexibility, nimbleness, and creativity with where and how service is 
deployed. As ridership patterns and travel behaviors change, transit service must 
adapt and scale with these changes. Available resources, including ARP Act 
funds, should be deployed to maximize operators’ ability to serve riders. To 
grow ridership in the long-run, transit must come back stronger and better than 
before the pandemic.  

3. Improve Customer Experience – Funds should be used to promote and sustain transit 
usage in the region. Transit needs to invest in welcoming riders back, or risk that habits 
and travel modes adopted during the pandemic will linger long after the public health 
risk has passed. To better compete with other modes of transportation, transit must be 
safe, reliable, affordable, and easy to use for riders. 

a. Funds should support the implementation of certain recommendations from the 
Blue Ribbon Transit Recovery Task Force that will increase value and enhance 
the experience for customers. 

b. Funds should be made available to support creative, customer-oriented initiatives 
that support transit reliability and/or encourage ridership recovery. 

 

Given the continuing fluidity and uncertainty about the economic, financial, and mobility 
impacts of COVID-19, these principles may be revised to respond to evolving conditions.  
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I. About the Policy 

a. Background:  The American Rescue Plan Act FTA Formula Funds Programming Policy 
applies to the programming of supplemental Federal Transit Administration Section 5307 
Urbanized Area and 5311 Rural Area formula program funds apportioned to the San 
Francisco Bay Area in FY2020-21, pursuant to the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 
(ARP) (H.R. 1319).  

This policy contains the rules for establishing a program of projects for eligible transit 
operators in the San Francisco Bay Area Region.  

On March 11, 2021, the ARP was signed into law, providing supplemental appropriations for 
emergency transit operations in response to the global COVID-19 pandemic. These 
supplemental appropriations were provided via existing FTA Section 5307 and 5311 formula 
programs, and follow many of the same statutory guidelines and requirements. However, the 
funds are explicitly eligible for use for operating assistance and capital expenses related to 
transit operator response to the Coronavirus pandemic. 

b. Goals & Objectives:  The goal of this policy is to ensure that all Bay Area transit operators 
receive enough relief funding to support meaningful and context-specific restoration of 
transit service and protect the jobs needed to deliver that service. As each transit operator has 
a unique revenue mix, each of which has been impacted differently by the economic impacts 
of the COVID-19 pandemic, the immediate need for additional relief funds varies 
considerably by agency. 

II. The Policy 

a. FTA Funds 

i. Federal Eligibility:  In addition to the typical eligibility for capital and operating 
projects for the FTA Section 5307 Urbanized Area and FTA Section 5311 Rural 
Area Formula Programs as described in detail in MTC Resolution Nos. 4036, 
Revised (5311 Program Policy), and 4444 (Transit Capital Priorities Policy), ARP 
also makes these funds “available for the operating expenses of transit agencies to 
prevent, prepare for, and respond to the coronavirus public health emergency, 
including, beginning on January 20, 2020— 

(i) reimbursement for payroll of public transportation (including 
payroll and expenses of private providers of public 
transportation); 

(ii) operating costs to maintain service due to lost revenue due as a 
result of the coronavirus public health emergency, including the 
purchase of personal protective equipment; and 

(iii) paying the administrative leave of operations or contractor 
personnel due to reductions in service.” 

Further, ARP provides this supplemental funding up to a 100% Federal share. Funds 
are available for obligation until September 30, 2024, and must be disbursed by 
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September 30, 2029.   

ii. Regional Eligibility:  Transit operators are required to submit annual reports to the 
National Transit Database (NTD). Service factors reported in large urbanized areas 
partially determine the amounts of FTA Section 5307 funds generated in the region. 
An operator is eligible to be programmed and apply to FTA for funds only in 
designated UZAs, as outlined in Table 1 below. Eligibility is based on geographical 
operations and 2018 self-reported NTD information and may be broader than the 
UZA eligibility for the Transit Capital Priorities (TCP) Program (MTC Resolution 
No. 4456) typically used for distribution of FTA formula funds, in which certain 
operator agreements are recognized. Additionally, MTC is an eligible recipient in 
each UZA in the region. 

Table 1. Urbanized Area Eligibility 

 

The FTA Section 5311 Rural Area formula program provides funds to transit 

Urbanized 
Area 

Eligible Transit Operators† 

San Francisco-
Oakland 

Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District (AC Transit), Altamont Corridor Express 
(ACE)*, San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART), Peninsula Corridor 
Joint Powers Board (Caltrain), Fairfield and Suisun Transit (FAST)*, Golden Gate 
Bridge, Highway & Transportation District (GGBHTD), Marin County Transit 
District (Marin Transit)*, MTC, Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA), San 
Francisco Municipal Transportation Authority (SFMTA), San Mateo County Transit 
District (SamTrans), Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA), Solano 
County Transit (SolTrans)*, Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART)*, Transbay 
Joint Powers Authority (TJPA), City of Union City (Union City Transit)*, Water 
Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA)*, Western Contra Costa Transit 
Authority (WestCAT)* 

San Jose AC Transit, ACE*, Caltrain, MTC, VTA 
Concord ACE*, BART, Central Contra Costa Transit Authority (CCCTA)*, Eastern Contra 

Costa Transit Authority (ECCTA/Tri Delta Transit)*, Livermore-Amador Valley 
Transit Authority (LAVTA)*, MTC, SolTrans* 

Antioch BART, ECCTA/Tri Delta Transit*, MTC 
Santa Rosa GGBHTD, MTC, Santa Rosa CityBus*, SMART*, Sonoma County Transit* 

Vallejo FAST*, MTC, SolTrans*, WETA* 
Fairfield FAST*, MTC, SolTrans* 
Vacaville City of Vacaville (CityCoach)*, FAST*, MTC 
Napa MTC, NVTA/Vine* 
Livermore ACE*, LAVTA*, MTC 
Gilroy-Morgan 
Hill 

Caltrain, MTC, VTA 

Petaluma GGBHTD, City of Petaluma*, MTC, SMART*, Sonoma County Transit* 
 † Eligibility based on 2019 NTD Report Data 

*Small Operator 
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operators for service in non-urbanized and rural areas. Operator eligibility is 
determined by non-urbanized service as provided in the 2012 Regional Transit 
Database, as explained in MTC Resolution No. 4036, and as self-reported in 2019 
NTD reporting. Operators eligible to receive Rural Area formula program funds, 
based on their provision of rural and non-urbanized area service are as follows:  

Caltrain FAST SamTrans 
City of Dixon LAVTA SolTrans 
City of Rio Vista Marin Transit Sonoma County Transit 
ECCTA/Tri Delta Transit NVTA/Vine VTA 

Per the State Management Plan for Federal Transit Funds, Caltrans makes final 
determination of project eligibility for Section 5311 Rural Area Formula funds. 

b. Funding Distribution Methodology 

i. Regional Programming Approach:  The Regional Programming Approach, as 
described below, is designed to prioritize funds to operators based on needs as well 
as to provide incentive to restore service and to invest in longer term pandemic 
recovery strategies.   The approach assumes a regional programming perspective 
and constrains regional demands to the amount of funds available to the region, 
prior to programming funds to project. It then assigns funds from urbanized areas in 
the following order: 

1. Fund calculated shares for operators that are restricted to receiving funds in 
one UZA (e.g., SFMTA, WestCAT, etc.). 

2. Fund balance of operator shares among multiple UZAs, as eligibility allows, 
with the objective of fully funding needs (as defined in III.a., below) due to 
the Coronavirus to the maximum extent possible. 

3. Reduce operator funding proportionately in UZAs where needs exceed 
available funding.  

4. If, after Future Phase(s) funds are programmed to address intended purposes 
(further described in III.a.2. below), any remaining funds will be 
programmed for eligible recipients per the TCP Policy (MTC Resolution 
No. 4444), but using the UZA eligibility outlined in Table 1 to maintain 
maximum flexibility with these funds. 

ii. Phased Distribution of Funds:  Funds will be distributed in at least two Phases: 

1. Phase 1:  A first phase will be distributed as detailed in Attachment A to this 
resolution using the methodology described in III.a.i., below. 

2. Subsequent phase(s):  The remaining funding from the region’s apportionment 
will be assigned to operators following a process to be determined in 
consultation with regional partners and adopted by the Commission. The 
methodology for future phases is described in III.a.ii., below. 
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III. The Process 

a. The distribution of funds in Phase 1 and any subsequent phase(s) may utilize separate 
methodologies in order to balance the impacts of the Coronavirus pandemic on the various 
operators in the region, provide incentive to restore a meaningful level of service, and fund 
targeted recovery strategies and initiatives to improve transit service and ridership in the 
region.  

i. Phase 1 Methodology* 
 

1. Funding needed for each operator to back-fill forecasted revenue losses for 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2021-2022, was calculated as 65% of the average estimated 
monthly revenue loss from March 2020 through June 2021 multiplied by 12 
months. 

2. Incentive funding for each operator to be used to resume a meaningful level of 
pre-COVID service levels, was calculated as 95% of the difference in FY 
2019 and FY2021 revenue vehicle hours (RVH), multiplied by the 
agencywide cost per RVH, capped at $461/revenue vehicle hour.   

3. The total amounts calculated in numbers1 and 2 above were summed for each 
operator. 

4. The difference between prior COVID relief received and actual/estimated 
revenue losses between March 2020 and June 2021was deducted from the 
total amount calculated in number 3 above.  This calculation did not include 
COVID relief funding operators received through the CARES Act “Equity 
Adjustment." 

5. A “floor” equivalent to 15% of an operator’s reported FY 2018-19 operating 
cost was substituted for operators where that amount was greater than the total 
calculated using the methodology described in numbers 1 through 4 above. 

6. Total shares for operators in Solano and Sonoma counties were grouped to 
allow operators and County Transportation Agencies in those counties to 
collaboratively identify funding amounts per operator that best align with on-
going coordination and integration efforts. 

7. The total shares calculated using the methodology described above was 
multiplied by 60% to determine the funding amounts for Phase 1. 

8. An amount was set aside to implement Blue Ribbon Transit Recovery Task 
Force initiatives and to respond to hardships or disparities and specific 
recovery strategies. 

*Note:  The total share determined for the Transbay Joint Powers Authority is based on a review 
of that agency’s COVID-19 related financial impacts, and not the methodology described above. 

ii. Subsequent Phase(s) Methodology:  TBD 

iii. Funding:  Once operator funding targets are determined by the methodology 
outlined above, the Phase 1 and subsequent phase(s) targets will be funded using 
the Regional Programming Model described in II.b.i, above.  
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b. Annual Programming in the TIP:  MTC, in cooperation with the state and eligible transit 
operators, is required to develop a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the MTC 
Region. The TIP is a four-year programming document, listing federally-funded 
transportation projects, projects requiring a federal action, and projects deemed regionally 
significant. TCP programming in each year of the TIP will be financially constrained to the 
estimated apportionment level. Programming adjustments in the TIP will be done in 
consultation with eligible transit operators in the MTC region.  

ARP waives the typical requirement for TIP inclusion for the supplemental apportionments 
included in the Act used for operating assistance or to pay for capital expenses for emergency 
relief do not need to be included in the TIP/STIP unless the projects are for substantial 
functional, locational, or capacity changes. [23 CFR §§ 450.326(e)(5), 450.218(g)(5)]. Over 
time, MTC will work to incorporate all such funding from ARP into the TIP for fund 
monitoring purposes. However, inclusion in the TIP is not a precondition for receiving these 
funds. 

c. Process for Programming Revisions & Amendments:  The attachments to this resolution will 
be revised at a later date to include Future Phase funding amounts for operators and to 
include more detail on the FTA Section 5311 process, as needed, once provided by Caltrans. 
MTC will consider revisions to an operator’s programming as requested. 

d. Grant Applications:    

i. FTA Section 5307 Programs:  Each operator is expected to complete their own 
Federal grant application using FTA’s Transit Award Management System 
(TrAMS). MTC staff will review grant applications and submit concurrence letters 
or other required materials to FTA on behalf of project sponsors as needed. 

ii. FTA Section 5311 Program:  Operators are responsible for working with Caltrans, 
the designated recipient and grantee for the Section 5311 program, to respond to 
calls for projects and submit required materials to access these funds. MTC will 
assist with the Regional Agency/Transportation Planning Agency (TPA) 
Certifications and Assurances and any other documentation, as needed. 
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 6a - 21-1022 

Update on FTA-Funded Megaprojects in the Bay Area 

Subject:  Update on the status and funding of FTA-Funded Megaprojects in the Bay 
Area and discussion of possible policy to coordinate and strategize on 
megaproject delivery. 

 
Background: First adopted in 2001, the Regional Transit Expansion Program, MTC 

Resolution No. 3434, identified the top priorities for Bay Area transit 
megaprojects and helped the region compete with other metropolitan areas 
for state and federal funding.  Through various updates including the 
adoption of the 2005 Transit Oriented Development policy and the 2008 
Strategic Plan, Resolution 3434 helped deliver projects such as BART to 
Warm Springs, BART to Silicon Valley Phase 1, AC Transit Bus Rapid 
Transit, eBART and the Transbay Transit Center Phase 1.   

 
More recently, the Commission and the Blue Ribbon Transit Recovery 
Task Force (BRTRTF) have noted the importance of regional leadership 
and coordination to support development and delivery of megaprojects.  
The upcoming adoption of Plan Bay Area 2050 later this year presents an 
opportunity to meet the funding and project delivery challenges of the 
current and future set of transit megaprojects in the region. 
 
The information below and attached presentation provide an overview of 
current FTA-Funded transit projects in the region and identify 
opportunities to update and broaden regional strategies related to 
megaprojects.  Staff seeks direction on potential next steps.  

 
Megaprojects in the Bay Area – Focus on FTA Discretionary Funds 
The transit megaprojects in the table below are highlighted and detailed in 
the attached presentation as they are currently in or requesting entry to the 
FTA Capital Investment Grant Program. This is not a comprehensive list 
of Bay Area megaprojects; there are other projects with total costs above 
$1 billion in Plan Bay Area 2050 blueprint.  Other projects included in the 
Regional Measure 3 Expenditure Plan include Valley Link, San Jose’s 
Diridon Station, Dumbarton Rail, and AC Transit Rapid Bus Corridor 
Improvements.   
 
While the FTA projects are only a subset of mega projects in the Bay 
Area, they are of special importance.  The Capital Investment Grant 
program (CIG) is extremely competitive, and FTA applies significant 
scrutiny to projects regarding delivery timeline commitments and cost 
management.  Successful performance by the region’s project sponsors 
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attached to projects in the current pipeline will likely influence 
considerations of future awards as the CIG is anticipated to become more, 
not less, competitive nationally. 

 
Project Status Notes Estimated Cost 

($ millions) 
Year of 
FFGA 

Caltrain 
Electrification 

Construction Cost increase and 
delay recently 
announced 

2,313 2017 

BART Core 
Capacity 

Construction FTA FFGA 
executed 

3,500 2020 

BART to San 
Jose Phase 2 

Design In project 
development for 
FTA Expedited 
Delivery Pilot 
Program 

6,941 2021 
(expected) 

Caltrain 
Downtown 
Extension 

Design Sponsor seeking 
entry into FTA New 
Starts CIG 

3,940 N/A (in 
project 
development) 

FTA = Federal Transit Administration; CIG = Capital Investment Grant 
 

 
FTA’s FY22 Annual Report on Funding Recommendations includes $2.42 
billion for existing and new CIG and Expedited Project Delivery projects.  
FTA’s capacity to fund CIG projects is likely to increase with a new 
federal transportation reauthorization based on the infrastructure package 
under consideration. This will provide opportunities for new projects to 
enter the pipeline and receive funding, but also increases the need for the 
Bay Area to better position itself by speaking with one voice on the 
region’s priorities.  
 
Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) 
The TIRCP program, a state grant program funded by Cap and Trade and 
SB1 revenues, is another major source of funding for transit megaprojects. 
The Commission approved a TIRCP framework identifying priority 
projects over the lifetime of Plan Bay Area in 2016.  
 
Staff recommend updating the TIRCP framework to be consistent with 
Plan Bay Area 2050 and aligned with the broader megaproject policy 
work. After the adoption of Plan Bay Area 2050, staff plan to return to the 
commission in late 2021 or early 2022 with recommendations for an 
updated framework, ahead of the upcoming TIRCP round.  
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Policy Context and Vision 
The Bay Area’s long-term vision for transit expansion is laid out in Plan 
Bay Area and its predecessor long-range plans. MTC Resolution No. 3434 
provided a more focused framework and implementation strategy for 
delivering the last generation of major transit capital projects to 
construction. 
 
This cycle is beginning again with the development of Plan Bay Area 
2050. The Plan Bay Area 2050 blueprint continues to develop the long-
term vision for transit expansion including continuing and new 
megaprojects. The region now needs to bridge the gap between this vision 
and implementation through discretionary funding decisions. A major part 
of this will be working towards agreement on strategies and sequencing 
for advocating for federal and state discretionary funding. 
 
Staff recommend the following approach for a new megaproject 
advancement policy.  

1. Modernize and replace MTC Resolution No. 3434, based on Plan 
Bay Area 2050.  

2. Develop a multi-modal strategy 
3. Include rail, rapid bus, and key local transit trunk lines and 

connections to regional transit in a transit vision 
 
Issues: None 
 
Recommendation: None 
 
Attachments:  Attachment A - Presentation 
 
 
 

 

Therese W. McMillan 
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Introduction
• Current set of transit megaprojects experiencing delays and project delivery 

challenges. 

• Funding landscape evolving with opportunities and constraints. 

• Commission and BRTRTF have noted the importance of regional leadership 
and coordination for megaprojects.  

• Upcoming adoption of PBA2050 is an opportunity to define strategies to 
successfully deliver current and next generation of mega-projects. 

2



Megaprojects in the Bay Area –
Focus on FTA Discretionary Funds

Project Status Notes Estimated Cost ($ 

millions)

Year of FFGA

Caltrain Electrification Construction Cost increase and delay 

recently announced

2,313 2017

BART Core Capacity Construction FTA FFGA executed 3,500 2020

BART to San Jose 

Phase 2

Design In project development for 

FTA Expedited Delivery Pilot 

Program

6,941 2021 (expected)

Caltrain Downtown 

Extension

Design Sponsor seeking entry into 

FTA New Starts CIG

3,940 N/A (in project 

development)

3



Caltrain Electrification
4

• Construction and train car fabrication on‐going but delayed.  Revenue service originally 
planned for 2022 at a cost of $1.98 billion

• On June 3rd , 2021 the Caltrain Board received a staff update announcing a $333 million 
cost increase and ~2‐year delay , based on an FTA Risk Assessment

• The cost increase includes $161M of known costs and a reserve of $172M

• Caltrain staff outlined an initial funding plan to address the cost increase including:

• American Rescue Plan funding; Debt issuance backed by Measure RR; Additional member contributions if needed and 
potential $200M “Super Contingency” that was required by FTA and committed to by 3 member agencies and MTC 
(MTC Resolution 4267)

Caltrain Electrification

• MTC Considerations

• Work with partners to complete project

• Project challenges demonstrate need for more 
work in the areas of Risk Management and Project 
Oversight

• MTC’s Rail Governance Study will examine 
governance and project delivery structures on this 
corridor and the region as a whole



BART Core Capacity

5

• $3.5 billion program consisting of multiple projects 
including procuring expansion rail cars, train control 
modernization, the Hayward Maintenance Complex 
expansion, and additional traction power substations

• FTA Core Capacity FFGA secured for $2.7 billion subset 
of the project that is CIG-eligible

• The components of the project are under construction 
or entering the construction phase

• Delivery of rail cars is on hold due to reliability issues, but 
once resolved the long-term schedule impacts are expected 
to be minor

• MTC Considerations
• $500 million included in RM3 expenditure plan; awarded 

$426 million in state TIRCP funds



BART to San Jose Phase 2

6

• Currently in design and envisioned to open in 2030, $6.9 
billion BART extension from Berryessa to downtown San 
Jose

• Currently in project development for FTA Accelerated Delivery 
Pilot Program

• Hoping to secure FFGA in 2021

• MTC Considerations

• $375 million included in RM3 expenditure plan; awarded $750 
million in state TIRCP funds

• One of multiple projects seeking major federal investment

• Importance of coordinating with other key planning efforts 
including BART Core Capacity, Diridon Station, Caltrain, High Speed 
Rail



Caltrain Downtown Extension

7

• Envisioned to open in 2030-31 at a cost of $3.94B (based on a 2016 cost estimate), 
the project includes a new Fourth and Townsend Street Caltrain station and  
completion of the Salesforce Transit Center train station

• Project development underway based on a project partner MOU including MTC, TJPA, 
Caltrain, CAHSR, the City and County of San Francisco and SFCTA

• Proposed entry into FTA New Starts pipeline in Fall 2021

• Project development expected continue into FY24 and estimated to cost $54 million

• Considerations for MTC
• $325M included in RM3 expenditure plan

• Importance of coordination with other key planning and project efforts including BART’s 
Link 21, High Speed Rail, Caltrain, and San Jose’s Diridon Station

• One of multiple projects seeking major state and federal investment



Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP)

8

• State grant program funded by Cap and Trade and SB1.

• Commission approved framework in 2016 identifying priority projects for TIRCP 
funds over the lifetime of Plan Bay Area.

• 58% of the MTC framework has already been awarded.

• Round 5 call for projects expected to be released in Fall 2021 with applications due 
in early 2022. A minimum of $500‐600M in new funding will be available statewide.

• Recommend updating the framework by the end of 2021 to be consistent with 
Plan Bay Area 2050, once approved, and aligned with the broader megaproject 
policy work ‐ in advance of upcoming TIRCP funding round. 



Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP)
9

MTC Res. 4130 

Framework 

2015‐2040

Rounds 1‐4 Award

Total

Framework Balance 

after Round 4

Priority TIRCP Projects
BART Train Control 250  174 76
BART Hayward Maintenance Center 50  ‐ 50 
BART Fleet Expansion 200  252 Awarded

BART subtotal  500  426 74
SFMTA Fleet Expansion 481  113 368
SFMTA Facilities 67  ‐ 67 
SFMTA Core Capacity Study Projects/BRT 237  42  195 
SFMTA subtotal 785  155 630

AC Transit Fleet Expansion 90  14 76
AC Transit Facilities 50  ‐ 50
AC TransitMajor Corridors 200  ‐ 200 
AC Transit subtotal 340  14 326

Caltrain Electrification 100  20 80
Caltrain EMUs 125  165 Awarded
Caltrain subtotal 225  185 40

VTA BART to San Jose 750  750 Awarded
Priority TIRCP Projects subtotal 2,600  1,529  1,071 

Other TIRCP Projects subtotal 400 206 194

Full Framework Total 3,000  1,735  1,265 



Approach for Megaproject Advancement

10

• Plan Bay Area and predecessor long-range plans established a long-term 
vison for transit expansion.  

• Building on this vision, Resolution 3434 provided a focused framework and 
strategy to deliver the last generation of major transit capital project.  

• Modernization and replacement of Resolution 3434 is needed to bridge 
Plan Bay Area and discretionary funding decisions and endorsements 

• Staff will work with partners towards agreement on multi-modal strategies 
and sequencing of projects to better advocate for federal and state funding



Next Steps

11

• Staff seeks direction on next steps:
1. Plan Bay Area 2050 Adoption – October 2021: Establishes long-term vision and 

baseline projects for transit expansion

2. Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) Framework Update –
December 2021: Revise and expand Commission endorsement framework for key 
state funding source to inform 2022 state project selection process

3. Roadmap to Megaproject Advancement Policy – Spring 2022: With partner and 
stakeholder input, develop Bay Area’s Megaproject Advancement Policy to modernize 
and replace Resolution 3434 and establish a strategy to sequence and deliver key 
megaprojects

4. Adopt Region’s Megaproject Advancement Policy – Summer 2022
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Programming and Allocations Committee 

September 8, 2021 Agenda Item 6b - 21-1008 

California Transportation Commission (CTC) and 
State Funding Programs Update 

Subject:  Update on California Transportation Commission (CTC) and state funding 
programs under the CTC’s purview.  

 
Background: The California Transportation Commission (CTC) is responsible for 

programming and allocating certain state and federal transportation funds for 
the planning and implementation of highway, passenger rail, non-motorized 
facilities, and transit improvements throughout California. Among other 
transportation funding programs, the CTC approves programming and 
allocations for the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP); State 
Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP); State Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) and various Senate Bill 1 (SB1) programs 
including Solutions for Congested Corridors (SCC); Trade Corridor 
Enhancement Program (TCEP) and the competitive element of the Local 
Partnership Program (LPP). The CTC allocates funds for projects in the 
Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP), following project 
selection by the California State Transportation Agency (CalSTA). 

 
The CTC consists of eleven voting members and two non-voting ex-officio 
members. The San Francisco Bay Area has three (3) CTC members residing 
in its geographic area: Vice-Chair Bob Alvarado (Executive Officer, 
Northern California Carpenters Regional Council), Darnell Grisby (Executive 
Director of Transform), and Carl Guardino (Executive Vice President of 
Global Government Affairs and Policy for Bloom Energy). 

 
August CTC Meeting (August 18-19, Held Online) 
The CTC met and discussed the following issues of regional significance.  

 
 2022 STIP Guidelines and Fund Estimate. CTC adopted the final 2022 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Guidelines and Fund 
Estimate, which will guide the programming of STIP funds. The 2022 STIP 
will provide about $103 million in new programming capacity to the region. 
MTC staff worked with BACTA staff to develop the 2022 Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) policies and procedures, which 
will be considered by this Committee under item 4a. MTC will consider 
adoption of the 2022 RTIP in December 2021, and will subsequently transmit 
it to the CTC for inclusion in the 2022 STIP. 

 
 Senate Bill 1 Allocations. The CTC approved SB1 funding allocations for 

two regionally-significant projects this month: the US-101 Marin-Sonoma 
Narrows (MSN) project contract B7 in Marin County, and the I-80 Express 
Lanes project in Solano County. CTC allocated $41.2 million in SB1 
Solutions for Congested Corridors Program and STIP funds to the MSN 
project, which will complete the final HOV gap on US-101 between Marin 
and Sonoma Counties. CTC also allocated $142.6 million in SB1 Trade 
Corridor Enhancement Program and STIP funds to the I-80 Express Lanes in 
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Solano County, which will construct about 18 miles of new Express Lanes 
along I-80 between the Bay Area and Sacramento. Both projects leverage 
substantial local, regional, and federal funding, and both will start 
construction later this year. 

 
California Transportation Commission Equity Initiatives Update. CTC 
staff provided an update on the CTC’s recent Equity Roundtable efforts. The 
Roundtable met twice in 2021, and meetings have focused on furthering the 
CTC’s commitment towards improving equitable outcomes in public 
engagement, programs, and policies. The August update highlighted the 
Roundtable’s experience with accessing virtual CTC meetings. The 
Roundtable recommended extending virtual access to CTC meetings beyond 
pandemic-era restrictions and expanding accessibility information such as real 
time translation and closed captioning. 
 
The CTC also recently hired a new Associate Deputy Director to focus on 
internal and external equity initiatives, including the implementation of the 
CTC’s Racial Equity Statement. CTC staff is also evaluating various training 
opportunities including implicit bias training, anti-racism training, and racial 
equity training. MTC staff will continue engagement on statewide equity 
efforts and provide input as appropriate. 

 
 Allocations, Extensions, and Amendments. The CTC approved the 

following: 
Allocations. For construction phase allocations, CTC provides a 6-month 
deadline to award a construction contract. 

 Funding allocations for State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) activities 
around the Bay Area, including for MTC; 

 Funding allocation for one Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
project in Contra Costa County; and 

 Funding allocations for four Local Partnership Program (LPP) 
projects in Contra Costa, San Francisco (2), and Sonoma Counties. 

Extensions. 
 Project completion extension for one Transit and Intercity Rail 

Capital Program (TIRCP) project in Solano County; and 
 Project expenditure extensions for two ATP projects, both in Alameda 

County. 
Amendments. 

 LPP Formulaic Program Amendments to recognize approval of sales 
tax for Caltrain, and to add two projects in San Francisco County. 

 
MTC staff continue to work with project sponsors of ATP and other CTC-
managed programs to meet CTC delivery deadlines and requirements. 
 
The next CTC meeting is scheduled for October 13-14, 2021, to be held 
online. 
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Issues: None. 
 
Recommendation: Information. No action required. 
 
Attachments:  None. 
 
 

 
Therese W. McMillan 
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