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Regular Meeting of the Capital SouthEast Connector JPA  

Board of Directors 
 
Date:   Friday, August 25, 2017, 8:30 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. 
 
Meeting  City of Rancho Cordova City Hall 
Location: Council Chambers 
    2729 Prospect Park Drive 
    Rancho Cordova, CA  95670 
 
Members of the public may comment on any item on the agenda at the time that it is taken up 
by the Board.  We ask that members of the public complete a speaker card which is located on 
the back table, submit it to the Clerk of the Board, and keep their remarks brief.  If several 
persons wish to address the Board on a single item, the Chair may impose a time limit on 
individual remarks at the beginning of the discussion. 

 
AGENDA 

1. Call to Order & Roll Call 
Directors Hidahl, Hume, Miklos, Nottoli, Sander 

2. Pledge of Allegiance 

3. Public Comments on Non-Agenda Items 

Any person wishing to address the Board on any item not on the agenda may do so at this 
time.  After ten minutes of testimony, any additional testimony may be heard following the 
New Business Items.  Note, under the provisions of the California Government Code, the 
Board is prohibited from discussing or taking action on any item not on the agenda. 

4. Executive Director’s Report for August 2017 

Consent Calendar 

5. Approve Meeting Minutes 

a. Approve Action Minutes of May 5, 2017, Special Closed Session Board Meeting 
b. Approve Action Minutes of May 19, 2017, Special Closed Session Board Meeting 
c. Approve Action Minutes of May 26, 2017, Regular JPA Board Meeting 
d. Approve Action Minutes of May 26, 2017, Special Closed Session Board Meeting 
e. Approve Action Minutes of June 30, 2017, Regular JPA Board Meeting 
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6. Project Activities Report for August 2017 (Receive and File) 

7. Adopt Schedule for Member Jurisdiction Contributions for Fiscal Years 2017-18, 2018-
19, and 2019-20  
- Resolution 2017-18 

8. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an Agreement with Design Workshop for 
Landscape/Corridor Enhancement Master Planning Services  
- Resolution 2017-27 

New Business Items 

9. Collaboration with CSU Sacramento College of Engineering and Computer Science on 
the Connector Project 

10. Update on Federal and State funding opportunities and advocacy efforts 

11. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an Agreement with Myers & Sons/Teichert 
Construction Joint Venture for the Construction Manager/General Contractor 
Preconstruction Services for Segment D3 
- Resolution 2017-28 

12. Update on the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan and Authorize the 
Executive Director to execute a Memorandum of Agreement for ongoing funding 
- Resolution 2017-29 

13. Announcements or final comments from Board Members 

Adjourn 
 

The Board may take action on any matter, however listed on this agenda, and whether or not listed on this 
agenda, to the extent permitted by applicable law.  Staff Reports are subject to change without prior notice.    
 

If requested, this agenda can be made available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with disabilities, as 

required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the Federal Rules and Regulations 

adopted in implementation thereof.  Persons seeking an alternative format should contact the Board Secretary for 
further information.   
 

A person with a disability, who requires a modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, in 

order to participate in a public meeting, should telephone or otherwise contact the Board Secretary as soon as 
possible.  The Board Secretary may be reached at 10640 Mather Blvd., Suite 120, Mather, CA 95655 or by 

telephone at (916) 876-9094. 

 
 

THE NEXT MEETING OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JPA WILL BE HELD 

September 22, 2017 at 8:30 a.m. 
City of Rancho Cordova, Council Chambers, 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova CA 95670 
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ITEM 4 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Executive Director’s Report for August 2017 (Receive and File) 
 
PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema 

 

 
OVERALL WORKLOAD 
 
The past two months have been filled with numerous activities to improve the 
Connector’s funding outlook and collaboration with our partner jurisdictions to move 
this important regional project forward. 
 
Funding 

 Today’s agenda will highlight efforts to capture federal and state funding grants. 

 Meetings with adjacent landowners have occurred to explore options to partner 
on frontage improvement requirements that would otherwise be temporary if 
constructed prior to the Connector. 

 Initial dialogue with finance consultants regarding the concept of an Enhanced 
Infrastructure Financing District (EIFD) has occurred. This concept, which 
captures property tax increment, could work well along Kammerer Road and was 
recently discussed with City of Elk Grove staff.   

 
Connector Implementation Partnership 

 On August 1st Endicott Communications facilitated a meeting with jurisdiction 
PDT members to discuss strategies for improving JPA-PDT communications and 
coordination.  We’re taking several steps to help strengthen this important aspect 
of our program implementation efforts in direct response to PDT feedback, 
including scheduling of new quarterly ‘Connector Implementation Partnership’ 
meetings to which each jurisdiction, STA, and SACOG will be invited. 

 Staff is also scheduling lunch presentations with the public works department of 
each jurisdiction to answer questions on the Connector program.  The first 
meeting will be with Rancho Cordova and is scheduled on September 6th. 

 Given the reality that working effectively together in today’s highly competitive 
transportation funding environment is critical to our Project’s success, we’re also 
scheduling a semi-regular breakfast with JPA jurisdiction Public Works Directors 
to help ensure more regular communication, strengthen working relationships 
and collect valuable input on long lead time issues requiring the JPA board’s 
attention. 
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COOPERATION WITH THE SACRAMENTO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
 
A presentation was made at the STA Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee 
(ITOC) meeting on July 27, 2017, that included an overview of the Connector project, 
including current and future funding needs, goals, and objectives.  It was a constructive 
meeting with interactive feedback.  One outcome is that JPA staff will prepare a 
quarterly project update for the ITOC that captures the Connector progress in a more 
straightforward format.  
 
Following the ITOC meeting, the STA Board authorized its Executive Director to 
advance up to 10 percent of current contract funds to the JPA to be used for project 
expenditures.  This advance will provide the Connector JPA with a substantial working 
capital account which will assist with contractual payment obligations, right-of-way 
acquisition purchases, and other capital expenditures as needed.  
 
COOPERATION WITH THE COUNTY OF EL DORADO 
 
Staff continues to coordinate with the County of El Dorado on the Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) regarding the design of the Connector between the County Line 
and Latrobe Road.   The MOU was adopted by the JPA Board in December 2016 and 
will be considered by the El Dorado Board of Supervisors meeting on September 19.   
 
COOPERATION WITH SACOG 
 
Staff met with James Corless, Kirk Trost, and Matt Carpenter of the Sacramento Area 
Council of Governments on August 8th.  We exchanged thoughts on the opportunities, 
challenges, and priorities of the Connector program. 
 
One item that resonated in the discussion is the potential for federal funding (to be 
discussed on today’s agenda).  SACOG staff expressed initial support of the project’s 
application under INFRA, particularly noting the new criteria under “potential for 
innovative delivery” and “experimental environmental permitting”.  Few projects locally, 
if any, can meet this eligibility requirement.  The SACOG board approved the use of 
CM/GC for the Connector earlier this year. 
 
COOPERATION WITH CALTRANS 
 
Staff met with Amarjeet Benipal, Director of Caltrans District 3 on August 18th.  Caltrans 
is a long-term partner with the JPA and it was wonderful to exchange ideas and 
strategies with Mr. Benipal.  INFRA Grants also came up and we discussed opportunities 
for Caltrans to support our application. 
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CONNECTOR IN THE NEWS 
 
A recent Sacramento Business Journal piece on the Montano De El Dorado retail project 
in El Dorado Hills included a quote attributed to developer Vinal Perkins in which he 
highlights the Connector as a reason he’s moving forward: 
 
"Perkins, which also developed the first phase, sees both economic growth and the 
planned Sacramento Capital Southeast Connector, which would link El Dorado Hills and 
Elk Grove near the project site, as catalysts to proceed." 
 
https://www.bizjournals.com/sacramento/news/2017/08/08/exclusive-new-el-dorado-
hills-retail-center-would.html 
 
RECENT CELEBRATIONS 
 
To celebrate the completion of both the B2 and D2 environmental work the engineering 
and environmental teams for each segment held informal celebrations.  These efforts 
were considerable and all parties truly deserve recognition for their hard work. 
 
FINANCIALS 
 
The interim phase of the annual audit process, conducted by Vavrinek, Trine, Day & 
Co., LLP (VTD), has concluded.  The next audit phase is scheduled for the week of 
November 20, 2017.  Results are anticipated by the end of December 2017 and a final 
report with audited financial statements will be presented to the Board upon receipt. 
 
In addition to the annual audit, for the first time the JPA is participating in the “Single 
Audit” process with the County of Sacramento due to the expenditure of more than 
$750,000 in federal funds.  The Single Audit documentation was submitted August 18th. 
 
OFFICE UPDATES 
 
The current JPA office lease expires on November 30, 2017 and staff is exploring 
several options:  remaining in the current location, sharing office space, or working with 
JPA member agencies to co-locate.  
 
LOOKING AHEAD 
 
Please note my wife and I are expecting a baby boy to arrive mid-September and my 
availability will be limited after that time.  I plan to remain flexible and be available 
through phone or e-mail as best as I can. 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sacramento/news/2017/08/08/exclusive-new-el-dorado-hills-retail-center-would.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/sacramento/news/2017/08/08/exclusive-new-el-dorado-hills-retail-center-would.html
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ITEM 5 a 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Action Minutes of the May 5, 2017, Special Closed Session Board 

Meeting 
 
PREPARED BY: Kimberlee Marlan 

 

 
The Capital SouthEast Connector JPA Board of Directors met in special session via 
teleconference on May 5, 2017, at the following locations: City of Rancho Cordova City 
Hall, Coloma Room, located at 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, California; 
Elk Grove City Hall, 8401 Laguna Palms Way, Elk Grove, California; and Bentley 
Mortgage & Real Estate, 305 Natoma Street, Folsom, California. 
 
Call to Order: Vice-Chair Hidahl called the meeting to order at 8:04 a.m. 
 
Roll Call:  Present: Directors Hidahl, *Hume, **Miklos, Nottoli, ***Sander 

*Director Hume participated via teleconference from Elk Grove City 
Hall 
**Director Miklos participated via teleconference from Bentley 
Mortgage & Real Estate  
***Director Sander arrived at approximately 8:10 a.m. 

 
Closed Session – Public Employment (Gov. Code § 54957): 
 
The Board adjourned to closed session at 8:08 a.m. for a closed session to discuss the 
ongoing recruitment for a new Executive Director.     
 
Open Session: 
 
The Board resumed open session at 8:36 a.m.; no reportable action was taken.  
 
Adjournment: 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:37 a.m. 
 
ACTION MINUTES APPROVAL 
 
Approved By: Attest: 
 
______________________________ ___________________________ 
David Sander Kimberlee Marlan  
Chair of the Board Board Secretary 
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ITEM 5 b 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Action Minutes of the May 19, 2017, Special Closed Session Board 

Meeting 
 
PREPARED BY: Kimberlee Marlan 
 

 
The Capital SouthEast Connector JPA Board of Directors met in special session on May 
19, 2017, at City of Rancho Cordova City Hall, Community Board Room, located at 2729 
Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, California. 
 

Call to Order: Vice-Chair Hidahl called the meeting to order at 8:10 a.m. 
 
Roll Call:  Present: Directors Hidahl, Hume, Miklos, *Nottoli, **Sander 

*Director Nottoli arrived at 8:35 a.m. during closed session. 
**Director Sander arrived at approximately 8:20 a.m. 

 
Item #1: Rescind December 2016 Motion Providing Direction Regarding a 
Construction Phasing Strategy for Segment D3 
 
Director Miklos moved that the item be removed from the agenda at this time.  The 
motion was seconded by Director Hume, and passed by unanimous vote.  
 
Closed Session – Public Employment (Gov. Code § 54957): 
 
The Board adjourned to closed session at 8:15 a.m. for a closed session to discuss the 
ongoing recruitment for a new Executive Director.     
 
Open Session: 
 
The Board resumed open session at 12:06 p.m.; no reportable action was taken.  
 

Adjournment: 
 
The meeting adjourned at 12:07 p.m. 
 
ACTION MINUTES APPROVAL 
 
Approved By: Attest: 
 
______________________________ ___________________________ 
David Sander Kimberlee Marlan  
Chair of the Board Board Secretary 
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ITEM 5 c 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Action Minutes of the May 26, 2017, Regular Meeting 
 
PREPARED BY: Kimberlee Marlan 
 

 
The Capital SouthEast Connector JPA Board of Directors met in regular session on May 26, 
2017, in the City of Rancho Cordova City Hall Council Chambers, located at 2729 Prospect Park 
Drive, Rancho Cordova, CA. 
 
Call to Order: Vice-Chair Hidahl called the meeting to order at 8:36 a.m. 
 
Roll Call:  Present: Directors Hidahl, Nottoli, Miklos, *Suen, **Sander 

*Director Suen attended as Director Hume’s alternate  
**Sander was present via teleconference during the opening of the 
meeting then excused himself after the first closed session 

         
Public Comments on Non-Agenda Items 
 
There were no comments from the public on non-agenda items. 
 
Adjourn to Closed Session #1 
 
The Board adjourned to closed session at 8:37 a.m.  The Board returned to open session at 
9:03 a.m. Vice-Chair Hidahl announced that the closed session was continued to the end of 
the meeting. 
 
Item #1: Executive Director's Report 
 
The Board received the comprehensive written report submitted by Mr. Zlotkowski, the 
Executive Director of the Authority. Mr. Zlotkowski also provided a summary of the report.   
 
No public comment was received on the Executive Director’s Report. 
 
Consent Agenda 
 
At the request of Vice-Chair Hidahl, Item #5 on the consent agenda was moved to new 
business.  A motion was made by Director Miklos and seconded by Director Suen, and passed 
by unanimous vote that: 
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THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY APPROVES THE FOLLOWING ITEMS FROM THE CONSENT AGENDA:  
 

 Item #3: Action Minutes of March 24, 2017 
 Item #4: Project Activities Report 

 
No public comment was received on the Consent Agenda. 
 
Discussion Items 
 
Item #5: Authorize the Executive Director to Extend the Existing Agreement with MMS 
Strategies for Governmental Relations, Strategic Planning, Public Outreach, and Website 
Management Services 
 
Mr. Zlotkowski introduced the item and gave a summary of the staff report.   
 
A motion was made by Director Nottoli and seconded by Director Suen, and passed by 
unanimous vote that: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY AUTHORIZES THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE 
AGREEMENT WITH MMS STRATEGIES FOR GOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS, STRATEGIC 
PLANNING, PUBLIC OUTREACH, AND WEBSITE MANAGEMENT SERVICES.   
 
No Public Comment was received on this item. 
 
Item #6: Approve Final Tiered Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) 
and Adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan for Segment B2 
 
Mr. Zlotkowski introduced the item and Mr. Namat Hosseinion gave a brief presentation.   
 
A motion was made by Director Miklos and seconded by Director Suen, and approved by 
unanimous vote that: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY HEREBY ADOPTS THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTIONS: 
 

1. Resolution 2017-11, Certifying the Final Tiered Initial Study with Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (Final IS/MND) and Adopting the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 

 
2. Resolution 2017-12, Adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan; and 
 
3. Resolution 2017-13, Approving the B2 Project and directing staff to begin the final 

design and right of way acquisition process.  
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No Public Comment was received on this item. 
 
Item #7: Introduction of the Draft Budget for FY 2017-2018   
 
Mr. Zlotkowski introduced the item and Ms. Kari Emery-Cotner gave a brief presentation.   
 
No action was taken on this item and No Public Comment was received on this item. 
 
Adjourn to Continued Closed Session 
 
The Board adjourned to closed session at 9:58 a.m.  The Board returned to open session at 
10:06 a.m. with the following reportable action: 
 
BY UNANIMOUS DECISION, THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST 
CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY HAS SELECTED DEREK MINNEMA AS THE NEW 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR FOR THE JPA.  
 
Following the announcement of the reportable action, the Board resumed its closed session at 
10:08 a.m. to confer briefly with the Mr. Minnema regarding his selection.  The Board returned 
to open session at 10:22 a.m.  No further reportable action was taken. 
 
Adjournment: 
 
The meeting adjourned at 10:23 a.m. 
 
ACTION MINUTES APPROVAL 
 
Approved By: Attest: 
 
 
________________________________ ___________________________ 
David Sander Kimberlee Marlan 
Chair of the Board Secretary 
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ITEM 5 d 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Action Minutes of the May 26, 2017, Special Closed Session Board 

Meeting 
 
PREPARED BY: Kimberlee Marlan 

 

 
The Capital SouthEast Connector JPA Board of Directors met in special closed session 
on May 26, 2017, at the following locations: City of Rancho Cordova City Hall, Coloma 
Room, located at 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, California 
 
Call to Order: Vice-Chair Hidahl called the meeting to order at 10:23 a.m. 
 
Roll Call:  Present: Directors Hidahl, Suen, Miklos, Nottoli 

Absent: Director Sander 
 
Closed Session for Special Meeting of the Board of Directors 
 
Special Meeting of the Board of Directors 
Closed Session (Gov. Code, § 54956.9 (b) 
 
Item #1: Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation: Significant Exposure 
to Litigation: One case 
 
The Board adjourned to closed session at 10:24 a.m. for Special Meeting of the Board 
of Directors.  The Board returned to open session at 10:31 a.m. with the following 
reportable action: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT 
POWERS AUTHORITY AUTHORIZES LEGAL COUNSEL TO ENTER INTO A TOLLING 
AGREEMENT WITH THE LAW OFFICES OF GREGORY THATCH. 
 
Adjournment: 
 
The meeting adjourned at 10:32 a.m. 
 
ACTION MINUTES APPROVAL 
 
Approved By: Attest: 
 
_____________________________ ___________________________ 
David Sander Kimberlee Marlan  
Chair of the Board Board Secretary 
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ITEM 5 e 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Action Minutes of the June 30, 2017, Regular Meeting 
 
PREPARED BY: Kimberlee Marlan 
 

 
The Capital SouthEast Connector JPA Board of Directors met in regular session on June 30, 
2017, in the City of Rancho Cordova City Hall Council Chambers, located at 2729 Prospect Park 
Drive, Rancho Cordova, CA. 
 
Call to Order: Vice-Chair Hidahl called the meeting to order at 8:50 a.m. 
 
Roll Call:  Present: Directors Hidahl, *Howell, Hume 

*Alternate Director Howell attended on behalf of Folsom  
Absent: Directors Sander, Nottoli 

         
Public Comments on Non-Agenda Items 
 
Public Comment was received from Mr. Mark Hanson with Cordova Hills who stated that 
Cordova Hills is happy with the progress the Connector has made so far and commended the 
Board, Tom Zlotkowski, Derek Minnema, and staff on quick preparation and decisive action 
project level approvals.  Mr. Hanson also congratulated Derek Minnema on his appointment to 
Executive Director. 
 
Item #1: Executive Director's Report 
 
The Board received the comprehensive written report submitted by Mr. Derek Minnema, the 
Executive Director of the Authority.  Mr. Minnema provided a brief summary of the report and 
opened it up to the Board for comment or questions. 
 
Director Hume and Director Hidahl thanked Mr. Minnema for accepting the position and said 
they look forward to the progress the Connector will make with his leadership. 
 
No Public Comment was received on the Executive Director’s Report. 
Consent Agenda 
 
Item #10, Resolution 2017-18 Adopting the Fiscal Year 2017-18 member jurisdiction 
contribution was pulled from the consent calendar, as it requires the unanimous approval of all 
five jurisdictions and two Board members were absent.   
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Director Howell abstained from Item #5 (“Meeting Minutes”), requiring that the item be pulled 
from the consent calendar as approval requires the affirmative vote of three jurisdictions. The 
Chair announced that Item #5 would be carried over to the August 25, 2017, meeting for 
consideration. 
 
The following motion was made by Director Hume and seconded by Director Hidahl, and 
passed by unanimous vote: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY APPROVES THE FOLLOWING ITEMS FROM THE CONSENT AGENDA:  
 

 Item #6: Project Activities Report for June 2017 (Receive and File) 
 Item #7: Recognition of Tom Zlotkowski’s service to the Connector JPA – Resolution 

2017-14 
 Item #8: Authorize the Chair of the Board to Execute an Amended and Restated 

Agreement with Sacramento County to Establish Salary and Benefits for the New 
Executive Director, and approve Terms and Conditions of the Appointment – Resolution 
2017-15 

 Item #9: Appoint Kimberlee Marlan as Secretary of the Connector JPA Board of 
Directors – Resolution 2017-16 

 Item #10: Adopt Fiscal Year 2017-18 Budget – Resolution 2017-17  
 Item #11: Authorize Executive Director to enter into an Agreement with the County of 

Sacramento to establish a two-year loan not to exceed $500,000 – Resolution 2017-19 
 
No Public Comment was received on the Consent Agenda. 
 
Discussion Items 
 
Item #12: Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding 
with the City of Elk Grove and an agreement with Dokken Engineering, Inc. in relation to the 
Kammerer Road Connector Project 
 
Mr. Minnema introduced the item and gave a summary of the staff report.  Director Hume 
commented that this is the highest priority public works project for the City of Elk Grove with 
respect to economic development, and includes the only greenfield connection for the 
Connector Project.   
 
Public Comment was received from Mr. Jim Gillum.  Mr. Gillum represents several property 
owners along the Connector.  Mr. Gillum indicated his support of the MOU, as this segment is 
a critical component to this JPA project. 
 
A motion was made by Director Hume and seconded by Director Howell, and passed by 
unanimous vote that: 
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THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY HEREBY AUTHORIZES THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO AN MOU 
WITH CITY OF ELK GROVE AND AN AGREEMENT WITH DOKKEN ENGINEERING, INC. IN 
RELATION TO THE KAMMERER ROAD CONNECTOR PROJECT. 
 
Item #13: Approve Final Tiered Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration, adopt a 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan for Segment D2 (Jackson Road to White Rock Road), 
and Approve Segment D2 of the Connector Project 
 
Mr. Minnema introduced the item and introduced Mr. Mike Higgins who gave a brief 
presentation.   
 
A motion was made by Director Howell and seconded by Director Hume, and approved by 
unanimous vote that: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY HEREBY ADOPTS THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTIONS: 
 

1. Resolution 2017-22, Certifying the Final Tiered Initial Study with Mitigated Negative 
Declaration and adopting the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 

 
2. Resolution 2017-23, Adopting the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan; and 
 
3. Resolution 2017-24, Approving Segment D2 of the Connector Project and directing staff 

to begin the Final Design and Right of Way Phases.  
 
No Public Comment was received on this item. 
 
Item #14: Adopt Capital Asset and Expenditure Policy; Approve request to Sacramento 
Transportation Authority (STA) for advance disbursement of revenue; Discuss coordination 
with STA on the Connector JPA long-term Measure A allocation 
 
Mr. Minnema introduced the item and gave a brief summary of the staff report.  Several 
Directors provided comments on this item, and director Howell offered to be part of the Ad-
Hoc Committee if needed.   
 
A motion was made by Director Howell and seconded by Director Hume, and approved by 
unanimous vote that: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY HEREBY ADOPTS THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolution 2017-25, Adopting the Policy on Capital Assets and Expenditures 
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An additional motion was made by Director Hume and seconded by Director Howell, and 
approved by unanimous vote that: 
 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS 
AUTHORITY HEREBY ADOPTS THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolution 2017-26, Requesting the Sacramento Transportation Authority Executive Director 
advance 10% of the Connector JPA contract allocation per Section 8.b of the Capital Allocation 
and Expenditure Contract 
 
No Public Comment was received on this item. 
 
Item #15: Announcements or final comments from Board Members 
 
There were no additional announcements or comments from Board Members 
 
No Public Comment was received on this item. 
 
Adjournment: 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:41 a.m. 
 
ACTION MINUTES APPROVAL 
 
Approved By: Attest: 
 
 
________________________________ ___________________________ 
David Sander Kimberlee Marlan 
Chair of the Board Secretary 
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ITEM 6 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Project Activities Report for August 2017 (Receive and File) 
 
PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema 

 

 
Segments A1/A2 – Kammerer Road Project 
Length: 6.3 miles from Interstate 5 to State Route 99 
Consultant Team: Dokken Engineering 
Current Phase: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 
 

 A Project Development Team kick-off meeting was held that included 
representatives from the City of Elk Grove, Sacramento County, Caltrans and the 
Connector JPA to review the environmental delivery approach and schedule. 

 A meeting with Supervisor Nottoli was held that that included representatives 
from the City of Elk Grove and Sacramento County to review alignment options. 

 The Connector JPA sent an update letter to the property owners in the study 
area to explain the Connector JPA’s role in completing the Environmental 
phase.  The letter also invited property owners to contact the Connector JPA to 
discuss their concerns or to set up a meeting with the environmental and 
engineering team. 

o Multiple landowner meetings have occurred with more scheduled in the 
upcoming weeks. 

o Temporary Permission to Enter forms have been requested from 
landowners where geotechnical work and supplemental environmental 
surveys need to occur. 

 Alignment refinements are being engineered where the City has approved 
Tentative Maps for adjacent development. 

 Meetings with Caltrans have occurred to discuss the interchange configuration at 
I-5/Hood-Franklin Rd and to discuss any necessary paperwork changes due to 
the change of the CEQA Lead Agency. 

 The schedule critical path still runs through setting the roadway alignment.  The 
project team is currently reaching out to property owners and stakeholders to 
obtain feedback on the potential alignments to assist the team in developing a 
preferred roadway alignment. 
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Segment B2 – Grant Line Road in Sacramento County/City of Elk Grove 
In December 2015, the Connector JPA and the City of Elk Grove entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding to exchange federal funds held by the City for Measure 
A funds allocated to the JPA.  The exchange allows the City to begin Final Design for 
Segment B2 from Waterman Road to Mosher Road, relying on a CEQA-only 
environmental analysis previously completed, while the JPA undertakes a CEQA and 
NEPA analysis from Mosher Road to Bradshaw Road.  The two sub-segments are 
addressed separately below: 
 
Waterman Road to Mosher Road 
Length: 0.3 miles from Waterman Road to Mosher Road 
Consultant Team: TRC Engineers, Inc. 
Current Phase: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 
 

 TRC has developed preliminary engineering concepts for both Phase 1 (4-lane 
widening) and Phase 2 (ultimate buildout) improvements. 

 TRC will complete 30% Design for Phase 1 improvements by September 1st 

 Environmental work, if necessary, will begin in September.    

 Final Design of Phase 1 improvements to begin in Fall of this year 

 
Mosher Road to Bradshaw Road 
Length: 1 mile from Mosher Road to Bradshaw Road 
Consultant Team: TRC Engineers, Inc. 
Current Phase: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 
 

 All Environmental studies have been completed and reviewed by Caltrans. 
Caltrans’ delegated approval of NEPA Categorical Exclusion is expected within the 
next 2 weeks.     

 TRC submitted 30% design and is working with staff to prioritize efforts for 65% 
design.   

 Staff is scheduling meetings with Property Owner adjacent to corridor to discuss 
upcoming right-of-way and easement acquisitions.   

 Initial acquisitions expected to begin in the Fall of this year 
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Segment C – Grant Line Road Sheldon/Wilton Segment 
Length: 2.7 miles from Bond Road to Calvine Road 
Consultant Team: Willdan Group, Inc. 
Current Phase: Planning 
 

 The City of Elk Grove, in consultation with the JPA, is working to establish a 
Precise Roadway Plan (PRP). The City continues to prepare draft alternatives and 
staff is hopeful that two alternatives will be ready for JPA review this autumn. 
After draft alternatives have been developed, they will be presented to the public 
for further comment.  The City will come back to the JPA Board, present to the 
City Planning Commission, and ultimately go to City Council for approval. 

 On the agenda today is a discussion item related to the CSU Sacramento 
Department of Civil Engineering request to base its senior project exercise on the 
Capital SouthEast Connector.  The Sheldon segment, in particular, is ideally 
suited for the exercise.  The segment includes various and challenging 
constraints, including: stakeholder interests, transportation demands, right of 
way, rail, business interests, and utilities.  Note that while the course would 
explore design options in the Sheldon segment, it is entirely an academic 
exercise. 

 
Segment D2 – Grant Line Road in Sacramento County/City of Rancho 
Cordova 
Length: 7.2 miles from Jackson Road to White Rock Road 
Consultant Team: CH2M Hill, Inc. 
Current Phase: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 
 

 The 30-day statute of limitations following the CEQA Notice of Determination 
period expired on August 1, 2017. 

 The Record of Survey was completed in July 2017. 

 In consultation with SSHCP staff and documents, the project’s Biological 
Assessment was submitted to the US Fish & Wildlife Service on July 7 to initiate 
formal Section 7 consultation. 

 Initial meetings with large landowners have occurred, beginning discussions on 
right of way impacts and acquisitions. 

 Staff anticipates submitting a funding grant application cooperatively with the 
City of Rancho Cordova and Sacramento County in 2018 for the next phase of 
work. 
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Segments D3/E1 – White Rock Road in Sacramento County/City of Folsom/El 
Dorado County 
Length: 5.3 miles from Prairie City Road to Latrobe Road 
Consultant Team: Dokken Engineering 
Current Phase: Final Design 
 

 Staff has completed negotiation with recently selected Construction 
Manager/General Contractor (“CM/GC”) and is requesting authorization to enter 
into an agreement with Myers & Sons / Teichert, a Joint Venture, in order to 
begin working to determine “next steps” regarding the limits of construction. 

 The selection of an Independent Cost Estimator has occurred and staff has 
recently completed negotiations with Gilmore Consulting Services Inc. 

 Staff has conducted various discussions with the PDT in order to determine the 
limits of construction and is ready to engage the recently selected CM/GC 
consultant in order to determine the best value project. 

 Staff has been working collaboratively with El Dorado County Staff to finalize the 
Memorandum of Understanding that will address final design of Segment E1.  
Thanks to those efforts, the Memorandum of Understanding is set to appear in 
the agenda for discussion, vote and approval of the El Dorado County Board of 
Supervisors on the upcoming September 12th meeting. 
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ITEM 7 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 

 
TITLE: Adopt Schedule for Member Jurisdiction Contributions for 

Fiscal Years 2017-18, 2018-19, and 2019-20 
 
PREPARED BY: Kari Emery-Cotner 

 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Approve Resolution 2017-18 adopting the Fiscal Year 2017-18, 2018-19, and 2019-20 
member jurisdiction contributions. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
In March 2015, the Board approved a schedule outlining a gradual increase in 
the member contributions to reduce the JPA’s dependence on Measure A revenues for 
administrative costs.  Consistent with that schedule, staff is asking for authorization 
to invoice each member jurisdiction for $35,000 this fiscal year, an increase of $10,000 
from last year.   
 
According to the previously approved schedule, in FY 2018-19, the contribution will 
again increase by $10,000, to $45,000.  Staff is proposing no additional increase for FY 
2019-20.  

 
The Measure A funding previously provided by Sacramento Transportation Authority 
(STA), which covered most administrative costs, was exhausted with the close of FY 
2016-17.   
 

Funding 
Source 

FY 2014-15 FY 2015-16 FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY 2019-20 

 Original Schedule of Increase 

Member 
Jurisdiction 
Contribution 

$ 50,000    
 

($10,000/  
member) 

$ 75,000  
 

($15,000/ 
member) 

 
$ 5,000 
increase 

 

$ 125,000 
 

($25,000/ 
member) 

 
$ 10,000 
increase 

$ 175,000 
 

($35,000/ 
member) 

 
$ 10,000 
increase 

$ 225,000  
 

($45,000/ 
member) 

 
$ 10,000 
increase 

$ 225,000  
 

($45,000/ 
member) 

 
$ 0  

increase 

STA  Pay-As-
You-Go 
Funding 

$ 200,000 $ 175,000 
 

$ 150,000 $ 0 
 

$ 0 $ 0 
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Staff is proposing that the Board approve the proposed funding schedule for the next 
three years at this time, given the requirement that contributions be approved 
unanimously by all five Board members.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

a. Resolution 2017-18, adopting the Fiscal Year 2017-18, 2018-19, and 2019-20 
member jurisdiction contributions 



 
 

ITEM 7 
 

RESOLUTION 2017-18 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
OF THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

ADOPTING THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-18, 2018-19 and 2019-20  
MEMBER JURISDICTION CONTRIBUTION 

 
BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Capital SouthEast Connector 

Joint Powers Authority (“Connector JPA”) that each member jurisdiction shall contribute 
local funds in the amount of $35,000 for FY 2017-18, $45,000 for FY 2018-19, and 
$45,000 for FY 2019-20. 
 

This Resolution is intended to facilitate the expeditious transfer of funds from 
member jurisdictions to the Connector JPA, pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement 
executed by each member jurisdiction.  

 
This Resolution shall take effect from and after the date of its passage and 

adoption. 

* * * * * 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 25th day of August 2017, on a motion by  

Director ___________, seconded by Director____________, by the following 
vote: 

 
 AYES: 
 
 NOES: 
 
 ABSENT: 
 
       
 Chairperson 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Secretary 
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ITEM 8 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an Agreement with 

Design Workshop for Landscape/Corridor Enhancement Master 
Planning Services 

 
PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Approve Resolution 2017-27 authorizing the Executive Director to enter into an 
Agreement with Design Workshop, Inc. for Landscape/Corridor Enhancement Master 
Planning Services in an amount Not To Exceed $77,000.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the Board’s December 2016 meeting, the Board approved the release of the Request 
for Qualifications (RFQ) for Landscape/Corridor Enhancement Master Planning Services.     
 
On January 20, 2017, the JPA received four (4) proposals for Corridor Enhancement 
and Sustainability Planning Services.  An evaluation of the proposals was undertaken by 
JPA and Member Jurisdiction staff.  Design Workshop was the top ranked proposal.   
 
ANTICIPATED WORK 
 
Numerous segments of the Connector are entering the Final Design phase and a 
detailed Master Plan that identifies aesthetic themes, monumentation, and plant 
palettes is desired. Design Workshop, Inc. will prepare a Master Plan by engaging the 
Board, member agency staff, and the public, building upon the approved Connector 
Project Design Guidelines.  
 
Because the Connector passes through existing urban areas, rural areas, farmlands and 
foothills, developing the appropriate landscape and aesthetics and sustainability 
practices that reflect and embrace this diversity yet bring continuity along the corridor 
will be critical in a successful corridor design. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

a. Resolution 2017-27 



 
 

 

ITEM 8 
 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2017-27 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 

THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT 

WITH DESIGN WORKSHOP FOR LANDSCAPE/CORRIDOR ENHANCEMENT 
MASTER PLANNING SERVICES 

 
BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors (“Board”) of the Capital 

SouthEast Connector Authority hereby authorizes the Executive Director to enter 
into an Agreement with Design Workshop, Inc. for Landscape/Corridor Enhancement 
Master Planning Services in an amount Not To Exceed $77,000.   

 
This Resolution shall take effect from and after the date of its passage and 

adoption. 
 

* * * * * 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 25th day of August 2017, on a motion by  

Director ___________, seconded by Director____________, by the following 
vote: 

 
 AYES: 
 
 NOES: 
 
 ABSENT: 
 
             
       Chairperson 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Secretary 
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ITEM 9 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Collaboration with CSU Sacramento College of Engineering and 

Computer Science on the Connector Project 
 
PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema  

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Direct staff to engage with CSUS Civil Engineering on its senior project exercise. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Each semester, the College of Engineering and Computer Science Department of Civil 
Engineering at CSU Sacramento selects a regional high profile project and adapts it to 
a semester long exercise for the graduating senior civil engineering students.   
 
This semester, the Department of Civil Engineering would like to base its senior 
project exercise on the Capital SouthEast Connector.  The course will run from August 
28, 2017, through December 8, 2017. 
 
The students perform technical engineering design and analysis, and learn to 
synthesize the results of those efforts with the challenging real world constraints of a 
practical civil engineering project. 
 
The Sheldon segment, in particular, is ideally suited for the exercise.  The segment 
includes various challenging constraints, including: stakeholder interests, 
transportation demands, right of way needs, rail, business interests, and utilities.  
Note that while the course would explore design options in the Sheldon segment, it is 
entirely an academic exercise. 
 
The course instructor and the university recognize the sensitive nature of the 
Connector project and will ensure that students will not interact with project 
stakeholders accept as explicitly coordinated through JPA staff.  For example, students 
will be encouraged to attend a JPA board meeting and familiarize themselves with the 
project site.  Outreach to property owners will not occur.  The course instructor will 
check in regularly with JPA staff throughout the semester. 
 
At the Board’s pleasure, the top team of students could be invited to present a 
summary of their work. 
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ITEM 10 
 

MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 

 
TITLE: Update on Federal and State funding opportunities and advocacy 

efforts 

 
PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema and Gene Endicott  

  
 

RECOMMENDATION 

 
Direct staff to work with each member agency to take the necessary steps to submit a 
federal Infrastructure for Rebuilding America grant application and to engage in the 
SB 1 implementation processes with the intent of pursuing funding through programs 
being managed by the California Transportation Commission. 
 
OVERVIEW 
 
As part of our improved efforts to actively monitor and position the JPA to act on 
potential federal and state project-funding opportunities, staff has engaged with the 
United States Department of Transportation (“USDOT”) and the California 
Transportation Commission (“CTC”) to explore current and future grant programs.  
Several new federal and state funding programs are in place or under development, 
and staff wants to ensure that we are fully prepared to pursue funding opportunities in 
which we can be competitive. 
 
FEDERAL FUNDING 
 
USDOT has released a call for projects to be funded under the Infrastructure for 
Rebuilding America (“INFRA”) program funded through the FAST Act of 2015.  This 
program is authorized to award up to $1.56 Billion for fiscal years 2017 and 2018.  
USDOT has issued a Notice of Funding Opportunity that we believe appears to 
envision projects like the Connector with eligibility criteria such as: 
 

 Cost of more than $100M 
 Improves economic vitality 
 Improves safety 
 Uses innovative project delivery methods 
 Uses Experimental environmental permitting processes 
 Leverages non-federal funding sources 

 Is shovel ready 
 Has high benefit to cost ratio 
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 Has completed preliminary engineering 
 

USDOT also intends to provide careful consideration to projects that address 
transportation needs in rural areas of varying sizes.  The Connector borders both 
urban and rural designations, which will be to the JPA’s advantage taking these criteria 
into account. 
 
Competitiveness 
 
Staff believes, based on these criteria, that we can potentially be competitive for an 
INFRA grant.  The Connector is the largest approved transportation project in the six-
County Sacramento region.  It is a multi-jurisdictional, multi-modal project with 
legislative authority for innovative contracting.  The Connector has support from 
business, labor, community organizations, and our bi-partisan congressional 
delegation. Additionally, the JPA is a plan partner in the South Sacramento Habitat 
Conservation Plan, the first HCP in the nation to combine Clean Water Act and 
Endangered Species Act permitting into a single process.   
 
The Connector’s economic impact study describes significant economic benefits 
including 25,000 jobs, and the project is identified and supported by the Measure A 
transportation sales tax expenditure plan.  Preliminary engineering has been 
completed on several miles of the alignment and within the coming months more right 
of way will be acquired, further advancing the Board-approved shovel ready strategy. 
 
In summary, staff is cautiously optimistic that the project meets all of the necessary 
qualifications to be viewed favorably by USDOT.  
 
STATE FUNDING 
 
Senate Bill 1 (“SB 1”) provides the first significant, stable, and ongoing increase in 
state transportation funding in more than two decades.  In approving SB 1, the 
Legislature increased the role of the CTC in several existing programs, and created 
new transportation funding programs for the CTC to oversee.   
 
As part of our effort to engage more directly in the CTC SB 1 process, on August 7th 
we attended CTC workshops on the Local Partnership and Solutions for Congested 
Corridors Programs in Oakland, and we are planning to attend upcoming workshops 
on those programs in September.  
 
Of the eight SB 1 funding programs being managed by the CTC, our initial assessment 
is that the Local Partnership Program, Solutions for Congested Corridors Programs and 
Trade Corridor Enhancement Account present the best potential opportunity for the 
JPA to secure additional project funding.  Adoption of the program guidelines is 
anticipated for March 2018 through May 2018. 
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Staff plans to stay engaged in the CTC process for developing guidelines for each of 
these programs and as the funding criteria and other aspects of the programs become 
clearer, staff will return to the Board to discuss application strategies. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

a. Notice of Funding Opportunity for the Department of Transportation’s Nationally 
Significant Freight and Highway Projects (INFRA Grants) 

b. State Funding Background information 

c. CTC SB 1 Implementation Overview 

d. CTC SB 1 Programs – Implementation Schedule 
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up to 0.999 mgd (peak day) (Docket No. 
20130905). 

3. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Chesapeake Appalachia, L.L.C. (Sugar 
Creek), Burlington Township, Bradford 
County, Pa. Application for renewal of 
surface water withdrawal of up to 0.499 
mgd (peak day) (Docket No. 20130906). 

4. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Chesapeake Appalachia, L.L.C. 
(Susquehanna River), Terry Township, 
Bradford County, Pa. Application for 
renewal of surface water withdrawal of 
up to 1.440 mgd (peak day) (Docket No. 
20130907). 

5. Project Sponsor and Facility: Chief 
Oil & Gas LLC (Towanda Creek), Leroy 
Township, Bradford County, Pa. 
Application for surface water 
withdrawal of up to 1.500 mgd (peak 
day). 

6. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Downs Racing, L.P. d/b/a Mohegan Sun 
Pocono, Plains Township, Luzerne 
County, Pa. Application for 
consumptive use of up to 0.350 mgd 
(peak day). 

7. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Elizabethtown Area Water Authority, 
Mount Joy Township, Lancaster County, 
Pa. Application for renewal of 
groundwater withdrawal of up to 0.432 
mgd (30-day average) from Well 6 
(Docket No. 19861103). 

8. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Elizabethtown Area Water Authority, 
Mount Joy Township, Lancaster County, 
Pa. Application for groundwater 
withdrawal of up to 0.432 mgd (30-day 
average) from Well 7. 

9. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Elizabethtown Area Water Authority, 
Elizabethtown Borough and Mount Joy 
Township, Lancaster County, Pa. 
Modification to correct total system 
limit to remove inclusion of water 
discharged to the Conewago watershed 
to offset passby and transfer of water 
from Conewago Creek to Back Run 
(Docket No. 20160903). 

10. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Houtzdale Municipal Authority, Gulich 
Township, Clearfield County, Pa. 
Application for groundwater 
withdrawal of up to 1.008 mgd (30-day 
average) from Well 14R. 

11. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Moxie Freedom LLC, Salem Township, 
Luzerne County, Pa. Modification to 
increase consumptive use by an 
additional 0.408 mgd (peak day), for a 
total consumptive use of up to 0.500 
mgd (peak day) (Docket No. 20150907). 

12. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Susquehanna Gas Field Services, LLC 
(Meshoppen Creek), Meshoppen 
Borough, Wyoming County, Pa. 
Application for renewal of surface water 

withdrawal of up to 0.145 mgd (peak 
day) (Docket No. 20130913). 

13. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Susquehanna Nuclear, LLC, Salem 
Township, Luzerne County, Pa. 
Modification to increase consumptive 
use by an additional 5.000 mgd (peak 
day), for a total consumptive use of up 
to 53.000 mgd (peak day) (Docket No. 
19950301). 

14. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Susquehanna Nuclear, LLC 
(Susquehanna River), Salem Township, 
Luzerne County, Pa. Modification to 
increase surface water withdrawal by an 
additional 10.000 mgd (peak day), for a 
total surface water withdrawal increase 
of up to 76.000 mgd (peak day) (Docket 
No. 19950301). 

15. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
SWEPI LP (Elk Run), Sullivan 
Township, Tioga County, Pa. 
Application for surface water 
withdrawal of up to 0.646 mgd (peak 
day). 

16. Project Sponsor and Facility: SWN 
Production Company, LLC (Wyalusing 
Creek), Wyalusing Township, Bradford 
County, Pa. Application for renewal of 
surface water withdrawal of up to 2.000 
mgd (peak day) (Docket No. 20130911). 

17. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Company, LLC. Project: Atlantic Sunrise 
(Fishing Creek), Sugarloaf Township, 
Columbia County, Pa. Application for 
modification to add consumptive use of 
up to 0.200 mgd (peak day) to existing 
docket approval (Docket No. 20160913). 

18. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Company, LLC. Project: Atlantic Sunrise 
(Fishing Creek), Sugarloaf Township, 
Columbia County, Pa. Application for 
modification to change authorized use 
of source to existing docket approval 
(Docket No. 20160913). 

19. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Village of Waverly, Tioga County, N.Y. 
Application for groundwater 
withdrawal of up to 0.320 mgd (30-day 
average) from Well 1. 

20. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Village of Waverly, Tioga County, N.Y. 
Application for groundwater 
withdrawal of up to 0.480 mgd (30-day 
average) from Well 2. 

21. Project Sponsor and Facility: 
Village of Waverly, Tioga County, N.Y. 
Application for groundwater 
withdrawal of up to 0.470 mgd (30-day 
average) from Well 3. 

Opportunity To Appear and Comment 
Interested parties may appear at the 

hearing to offer comments to the 
Commission on any project, request or 
proposal listed above. The presiding 
officer reserves the right to limit oral 

statements in the interest of time and to 
otherwise control the course of the 
hearing. Guidelines for the public 
hearing will be posted on the 
Commission’s Web site, www.srbc.net, 
prior to the hearing for review. The 
presiding officer reserves the right to 
modify or supplement such guidelines 
at the hearing. Written comments on 
any project, request or proposal listed 
above may also be mailed to Mr. Jason 
Oyler, General Counsel, Susquehanna 
River Basin Commission, 4423 North 
Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17110– 
1788, or submitted electronically 
through www.srbc.net/pubinfo/ 
publicparticipation.htm. Comments 
mailed or electronically submitted must 
be received by the Commission on or 
before August 14, 2017, to be 
considered. 

Authority: Pub. L. 91–575, 84 Stat. 1509 
et seq., 18 CFR parts 806, 807, and 808. 

Dated: June 29, 2017. 
Stephanie L. Richardson, 
Secretary to the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 2017–14076 Filed 7–3–17; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7040–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secretary of 
Transportation 

[Docket No. DOT–OST–2017–0090] 

Notice of Funding Opportunity for the 
Department of Transportation’s 
Nationally Significant Freight and 
Highway Projects (INFRA Grants) for 
Fiscal Years 2017 and 2018 

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary of 
Transportation, U.S. Department of 
Transportation. 
ACTION: Notice of funding opportunity. 

SUMMARY: The Nationally Significant 
Freight and Highway Projects (INFRA) 
program provides Federal financial 
assistance to highway and freight 
projects of national or regional 
significance. This notice solicits 
applications for awards under the 
program’s FY 2017 and FY 2018 
funding, subject to future 
appropriations. 
DATES: Applications must be submitted 
by 8:00 p.m. EST November 2, 2017. 
The Grants.gov ‘‘Apply’’ function will 
open by August 1, 2017. 
ADDRESSES: Applications must be 
submitted through www.Grants.gov. 
Only applicants who comply with all 
submission requirements described in 
this notice and submit applications 
through www.Grants.gov will be eligible 
for award. 
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1 https://www.cbo.gov/sites/default/files/114th- 
congress-2015-2016/reports/49910- 
Infrastructure.pdf. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
further information regarding this 
notice, please contact the Office of the 
Secretary via email at INFRAgrants@
dot.gov. For more information about 
highway projects, please contact Crystal 
Jones at (202) 366–2976. For more 
information about maritime projects, 
please contact Robert Bouchard at (202) 
366–5076. For more information about 
rail projects, please contact Stephanie 
Lawrence at (202) 493–1376. For more 
information about railway-highway 
grade crossing projects, please contact 
Karen McClure at (202) 493–6417. For 
all other questions, please contact Paul 
Baumer at (202) 366–1092. A TDD is 
available for individuals who are deaf or 
hard of hearing at 202–366–3993. In 
addition, up to the application deadline, 
the Department will post answers to 
common questions and requests for 
clarifications on USDOT’s Web site at 
https://www.transportation.gov/ 
buildamerica/INFRAgrants. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Table of Contents 

A. Program Description 
1. Overview 
2. Key Program Objectives 
3. Program Name 

B. Federal Award Information 
1. Amount Available 
2. Restrictions on Award Portfolio 
3. Repeat Applications 

C. Eligibility Information 
1. Eligible Applicants 
2. Cost Sharing or Matching 
3. Other 

D. Application and Submission Information 
1. Address 
2. Content and Form of Application 
3. Unique entity identifier and System for 

Award Management (SAM) 
4. Submission Dates and Timelines 

E. Application Review Information 
1. Criteria 
2. Review and Selection Process 
3. Additional Information 

F. Federal Award Administration 
Information 

1. Federal Award Notices 
2. Administrative and National Policy 

Requirements 
3. Reporting 

G. Federal Awarding Agency Contacts 
H. Other Information 

1. Invitation for Public Comment on the FY 
2017–2018 Notice 

2. Protection of Confidential Business 
Information 

3. Publication of Application Information 

A. Program Description 

1. Overview 
The INFRA program provides Federal 

financial assistance to highway and 
freight projects of national or regional 
significance. To maximize the value of 
FY 2017–2018 INFRA funds for all 
Americans, the Department is focusing 

the competition on transportation 
infrastructure projects that support four 
key objectives, each of which is 
discussed in greater detail in section 
A.2: 

(1) Supporting economic vitality at 
the national and regional level; 

(2) Leveraging Federal funding to 
attract other, non-Federal sources of 
infrastructure investment, as well as 
accounting for the life-cycle costs of the 
project; 

(3) Using innovative approaches to 
improve safety and expedite project 
delivery; and 

(4) Holding grant recipients 
accountable for their performance and 
achieving specific, measurable 
outcomes identified by grant applicants. 

This notice’s focus on the four key 
objectives does not compromise the 
Department’s position that safety is our 
top priority. The Department is 
committed to reducing traffic fatalities 
and serious injuries on the surface 
transportation system. To reinforce the 
Department’s safety priority, the USDOT 
will require projects that receive INFRA 
awards to consider and effectively 
respond to data-driven transportation 
safety concerns. Section F.2.a describes 
related requirements that the 
Department will impose on each INFRA 
project. These requirements focus on 
performing detailed, data-driven safety 
analyses and the incorporating project 
elements that respond to State-specific 
safety priority areas. 

2. Key Program Objectives 

This section of the notice describes 
the four key program objectives that the 
Department intends to advance with FY 
2017–2018 INFRA funds. These four 
objectives are reflected in later portions 
of the notice, including section E.1, 
which describes how the Department 
will evaluate applications to advance 
these objectives, and section D.2.b, 
which describes how applicants should 
address the four objectives in their 
applications. 

a. Key Program Objective #1: Supporting 
Economic Vitality 

A strong transportation network is 
absolutely critical to the functioning 
and growth of the American economy. 
The nation’s industry depends on the 
transportation network not only to move 
the goods that it produces, but also to 
facilitate the movements of the workers 
who are responsible for that production. 
When the nation’s highways, railways, 
and ports function well, that 
infrastructure connects people to jobs, 
increases the efficiency of delivering 
goods and thereby cuts the costs of 

doing business, reduces the burden of 
commuting, and improves overall well- 
being. When the transportation network 
fails—whether due to increasing 
bottlenecks, growing connectivity gaps, 
or unsafe, crumbling conditions—our 
economy suffers. Projects that address 
congestion in our major urban areas, 
particularly those that do so through the 
use of congestion pricing or the 
deployment of advanced technology, 
projects that bridge gaps in service in 
our rural areas, and projects that attract 
private economic development, all 
support national or regional economic 
vitality. Therefore, the INFRA program 
seeks these types of infrastructure 
projects. 

b. Key Program Objective #2: Leveraging 
of Federal Funding 

The Department is committed to 
supporting the President’s call for more 
infrastructure investment. That goal will 
not be achieved through Federal 
investment alone, but rather requires 
States, local governments, and the 
private sector to share responsibility 
and accountability, and to maximize 
their own contributions. The Federal 
government provided about 25%, or 
about $100 billion of the estimated $416 
billion of public investment in 
transportation and water infrastructure 
in 2014,1 but more infrastructure 
investment is possible if the significant 
Federal contribution is a smaller portion 
of a larger total. 

To increase the leveraging of Federal 
funding, the INFRA program will give 
priority consideration to projects that 
use all available non-Federal resources 
for development, construction, 
operations, and maintenance. (As 
described further in E.1.a (Criterion #2), 
the Department will also consider the 
level at which these resources are in fact 
available, particularly for rural areas). 
These projects include projects that 
maximize State, local, and private sector 
funding, projects that raise revenue 
directly, projects that benefit from local 
self-help, and projects that pair INFRA 
grants with broader-scale innovative 
financing, including Federal credit 
assistance such as Transportation 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation 
Act (TIFIA) and Railroad Rehabilitation 
Improvement Financing (RRIF) loans. 

By emphasizing leveraging of Federal 
funding, the Department expects to 
expand the total resources being used to 
build and restore infrastructure, rather 
than have Federal dollars merely 
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displace or substitute for State, local, 
and private funds. 

c. Key Program Objective #3: Innovation 
The Department seeks to use the 

INFRA program to encourage innovation 
in three areas: (1) Environmental review 
and permitting; (2) use of experimental 
project delivery authorities; and (3) 
safety and technology. The Department 
anticipates making awards that advance 
each innovation area, but it does not 
necessarily expect each INFRA project 
to address all three innovation areas. 
Instead, the Department expects 
applicants to identify the innovation 
areas that provide benefit to their 
project and propose activities in those 
areas. 

Innovation Area #1: Environmental 
Review and Permitting 

Some project sponsors indicate that 
Federal law and regulations impose 
requirements on transportation projects 
that delay the timely delivery of 
infrastructure. Some claim that the 
current approach to environmental 
review and permitting can lead to costly 
delays that are not justified by 
environmental benefits. Others note that 
excessive spending for permitting and 
studies diverts resources from 
environmental mitigation. Fortunately, 
recent transportation authorizations, 
including the FAST Act, have 
introduced a number of reforms 
intended to reduce project timelines and 
costs without compromising the 
integrity of crucial environmental 
protections. The Department is eager to 
use the INFRA program to expand and 
improve upon these reforms. 

Under the INFRA program the 
Department seeks to test new 
approaches to the environmental review 
and permitting process for infrastructure 
projects. This approach has four 
objectives: (1) Accelerating the 
environmental permitting and review 
process; (2) improving outcomes for 
communities and the environment; (3) 
facilitating concurrent and consistent 
environmental permitting and review, 
analysis and decision making across 
Federal agencies and geographic 
regions; and (4) establishing a shared 
vision of permitting success among all 
Federal agencies. 

In the current practice, the resource 
agencies that are responsible for 
environmental review and permitting, 
including U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, and the Environmental 
Protection Agency, operate 
independently and collaborate as 
necessary. This independent and 
distributed operation can frustrate 

efficient project delivery. Under the 
approach, the Department will aim to 
identify ‘‘liaisons’’ within each relevant 
resource agency. These liaisons will 
work closely and collaboratively with 
each other, project sponsors, and local 
field offices to steward projects 
participating in the effort through the 
environmental review process in a 
timely manner. The liaisons will be 
responsible for making consistent and 
timely permit determinations, while 
ensuring compliance with the purposes 
and procedures of the environmental 
permitting and review statutes. They 
will also have easy access to their 
counterparts throughout the 
Department, including in the 
Department’s operating administrations, 
the Infrastructure Permitting 
Improvement Center, and the Build 
America Bureau. 

The Department’s aim is for liaisons 
to have active and defined roles early in 
the project development process to 
define potential permitting risks as early 
as the project scoping and the 
development of alternatives stages. They 
will coordinate activity to reduce risks, 
and will have specific responsibilities 
(e.g., dispute resolution) that are 
triggered when a project is at risk for 
missing a permit deadline. Additionally, 
to ensure consistency across Federal 
agency jurisdictions, liaisons will 
coordinate permitting activities between 
Agency-specific districts for projects 
that cross jurisdictional boundaries. 

The Department’s aim is to achieve 
timely and consistent environmental 
review and permit decisions. Liaisons’ 
work will be tracked on the Federal 
Infrastructure Project Permitting 
Dashboard, an online tool for tracking 
the environmental review and 
authorization process for large or 
complex infrastructure projects. 

Participation in this new approach 
will not remove any statutory 
requirements affecting project delivery, 
and INFRA award recipients are not 
required to participate. However, the 
Department seeks INFRA applications 
for projects that could benefit from this 
approach, which are likely larger, more 
complex projects, and encourages those 
applicants to indicate whether they are 
interested in participating. Because the 
Department views this as a potential 
model for future environmental review 
and permitting, it seeks projects that 
will allow it to evaluate that model. 

Innovation Area #2: Special 
Experimental Authorities 

By statute, all INFRA awards are 
subject to Federal requirements 
associated with the Federal-aid 
Highways program under title 23 of the 

United States Code. However, the 
Department is interested in ensuring 
that those requirements do not 
unnecessarily impede project delivery. 
The Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) has long encouraged increasing 
private sector participation in the 
project development, finance, design, 
construction, maintenance, and 
operations. Since 1990, FHWA has 
experimented with innovative 
contracting practices under its Special 
Experimental Project No. 14 (SEP–14). 
In 2004, FHWA established Special 
Experimental Project No. 15 (SEP–15), 
which encouraged tests and 
experimentation throughout the entire 
project development process. SEP–15 
was specifically aimed at attracting 
private investment, leading to increased 
project management flexibility, more 
innovation, improved efficiency, timely 
project implementation, and new 
revenue streams. Under SEP–14 and 
SEP–15, FHWA may waive statutory 
and regulatory requirements under title 
23 on a project-by-project basis to 
explore innovative processes that could 
be adopted through legislation. This 
experimental authority is available to 
test changes that would improve the 
efficiency of project delivery in a 
manner that is consistent with the 
purposes underlying existing 
requirements; it is not available to 
frustrate the purposes of existing 
requirements. 

The Department encourages 
applicants for INFRA funding to 
consider whether their project is eligible 
for and would benefit from an 
experimental authority or waiver under 
SEP–14, SEP–15, or some other 
experimental authority program. For 
appropriate projects, applicants should 
propose to use experimental authority 
and describe their expected benefits. In 
particular, the Department is interested 
in proposals that will substantially 
accelerate the pace of project 
deployment. 

The Department is not replacing the 
application processes for SEP–14, SEP– 
15, or other experimental programs, 
with this notice or the INFRA program 
application. Instead, it seeks detailed 
expressions of interest in those 
programs. If selected for an INFRA 
award, the applicant would need to 
satisfy the relevant programs’ 
requirements and complete the 
appropriate application processes. 
Selection for an INFRA award does not 
mean a project’s SEP–14 or SEP–15 
proposal has been approved. The 
Department will make a separate 
determination in accordance with those 
programs’ processes on the 
appropriateness of a waiver. 
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2 Funds are subject to the overall Federal-aid 
highway obligation limitation, and funds in excess 
of the obligation limitation provided to the program 
are distributed to the States. While $850 million is 
authorized for FY 2017, $788.8 million is available 
for award. For additional information see FAST Act 
§ 1102(f) and the Transportation, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2016, Pub. L. 114–113, div. L 
§ 120. 

3 The Department intends to award the 10 percent 
of the FY 2017 funding reserved for small projects 
to applications received under the Notice published 
in November, 2016. $709.92 million of FY 2017 
funds is available under the terms of this Notice. 

4 Subject to availability of FY 2018 funding. 

Innovation Area #3: Safety and 
Technology 

In addition to these cross-cutting 
safety-related requirements previously 
mentioned (and detailed in section F.2.a 
of this Notice), USDOT seeks 
opportunities under the INFRA program 
to experiment with innovative 
approaches to transportation safety, 
particularly projects which incorporate 
innovative design solutions, enhance 
the environment for automated vehicles, 
or use technology to improve the 
detection, mitigation, and 
documentation of safety risks. 
Illustrative examples include: 

• Innovative designs that inherently 
reduce safety risk; 

• Conflict detection and mitigation 
technologies for freight and non-freight 
interaction (e.g., intersection alerts and 
signal prioritization); 

• Dynamic signaling or pricing 
systems to reduce congestion; 

• Connected vehicle technology, 
including systems for vehicle-to-vehicle 
and vehicle-to-infrastructure 
communications; 

• Signage and design features that 
facilitate autonomous technologies; 

• Applications to automatically 
capture and report safety-related issues 
(e.g., identifying and documenting near- 
miss incidents); and 

• Cybersecurity elements to protect 
safety-critical systems. 

d. Key Program Objective #4: 
Performance and Accountability 

To maximize public benefits from 
INFRA funds and promote local activity 
that will provide benefits beyond the 
INFRA-funded projects, the Department 
seeks projects that allow it to condition 
funding on specific, measurable 
outcomes. For appropriate projects, the 
Department may use one or more of the 
following types of events to trigger 
availability of some or all INFRA funds: 
(1) Reaching project delivery milestones 
in a timely manner; (2) making specific 
State or local policy changes that 
advance desirable transportation 
outcomes; and (3) achieving 
transportation performance objectives 
that support economic vitality or 
improve safety. 

Each of these three types of events 
encourages accountability from project 
sponsors. First, project milestones can 
make a project sponsor accountable for 
timely project delivery. For example, to 
ensure that planning activities will not 
delay construction, the Department may 
condition construction funds on the 
sponsor completing those planning 
activities by a specific date. Second, 
INFRA funds can provide an additional 

incentive to make specific policy 
changes. For example, in some 
jurisdictions, administrative barriers to 
public-private partnerships prevent 
project sponsors from using an effective 
and proven method of project delivery. 
In such jurisdictions, the Department 
can help dismantle those barriers by 
conditioning INFRA funds on local 
policy changes. Finally, the Department 
can improve overall performance of the 
transportation system by tying funding 
to specific performance targets. For 
example, if an INFRA project is awarded 
to improve freight movement through a 
corridor, the Department may condition 
some of the INFRA funds to be used to 
improve one interchange in the corridor 
on the project sponsor’s ability to 
demonstrate satisfactory levels of 
service at other points in the corridor. 
Improvements at those other points on 
the corridor to reach the target level of 
service could be made with other, non- 
conditioned INFRA funds or with non- 
Federal funds. 

These examples are illustrative, but 
the Department encourages applicants 
to identify other, creative ways to 
condition funding to advance INFRA 
program goals. The Department does not 
intend to impose these conditions on 
unwilling or uninterested INFRA 
recipients, nor does it intend to limit the 
types of projects that should consider 
accountability mechanisms. Instead, the 
Department encourages applicants to 
voluntarily identify measures through 
which the Department may hold them 
accountable, describe, in their 
application, how the Department could 
structure any conditions on funding, 
and detail how the structure advances 
INFRA program goals. As described in 
section E.1, an applicant-directed 
approach to accountability will allow 
the Department to differentiate among 
INFRA applications. 

3. Program Name 

The INFRA grant program is 
authorized as the Nationally Significant 
Freight and Highway Projects program 
at 23 U.S.C. 117. The Department 
formerly referred to INFRA grants as 
Fostering Advancements in Shipping 
and Transportation for the Long-term 
Achievement of National Efficiencies 
(FASTLANE) grants. The Department 
has renamed the program Infrastructure 
For Rebuilding America (INFRA), to call 
attention to new priorities: Rebuilding 
and revitalizing our economy through 
infrastructure investment. 

B. Federal Award Information 

1. Amount Available 
The FAST Act authorizes the INFRA 

program at $4.5 billion for fiscal years 
(FY) 2016 through 2020, including $850 
million 2 for FY 2017 and $900 million 
for FY 2018, to be awarded by USDOT 
on a competitive basis to projects of 
national or regional significance that 
meet statutory requirements. This notice 
solicits applications for up to $1.56 
billion in FY 2017–2018 INFRA funds. 
Approximately $710 million of FY 2017 
funds are available for INFRA awards.3 
The Department anticipates that 
approximately $810–855 million of FY 
2018 funds will be available for awards, 
but that total is uncertain because the 
Department is issuing this notice before 
appropriations legislation has been 
enacted for FY 2018. The estimate may 
be higher or lower than the final 
amount, which is dependent on future 
appropriations legislation. Any award 
under this notice will be subject to the 
availability of funds. 

2. Restrictions on Award Portfolio 
The Department will make awards 

under the INFRA program to both large 
and small projects. (Refer to section 
C.3.ii.for a definition of large and small 
projects.) For a large project, the FAST 
Act specifies that an INFRA grant must 
be at least $25 million. For a small 
project, including both construction 
awards and project development 
awards, the grant must be at least $5 
million. For each fiscal year of INFRA 
funds, 10 percent of available funds are 
reserved for small projects, and 90 
percent of funds are reserved for large 
projects. The Department intends to use 
10 percent of the available FY 2017 
funding to make small project selections 
under the Notice of Funding 
Opportunity published in November of 
2016. The FY 2017 funds made 
available under this notice are for large 
projects. The anticipated FY 2018 funds 
will be for both large and small 
projects.4 In summary, the estimated 
funding available for FY 2017 and FY 
2018 under this notice is approximately 
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$81 million–$85.5 million for small 
projects and $1.44 billion–$1.48 billion 
for large projects. 

The FAST Act specifies that not more 
than $500 million in aggregate of the 
$4.5 billion authorized for INFRA grants 
over fiscal years 2016 to 2020 may be 
used for grants to freight rail, water 
(including ports), or other freight 
intermodal projects that make 
significant improvements to freight 
movement on the National Highway 
Freight Network. After accounting for 
FY 2016 and previous FY 2017 INFRA 
selections, approximately $326 million 
within this constraint remains available. 
Only the non-highway portion(s) of 
multimodal projects count toward the 
$500 million maximum. Grade crossing 
and grade separation projects do not 
count toward the $500 million 
maximum for freight rail, port, and 
intermodal projects. 

The FAST Act directs that at least 25 
percent of the funds provided for INFRA 
grants must be used for projects located 
in rural areas, as defined in Section 
C.3.iv. The Department may elect to go 
above that threshold if the appropriate 
projects are submitted. The USDOT 
must consider geographic diversity 
among grant recipients, including the 
need for a balance in addressing the 
needs of urban and rural areas. 

3. Repeat Applications 
The selection criteria described in 

Section E. of this Notice changed 
substantially from previous INFRA 
solicitations. Applicants who elect to 
resubmit an application from a previous 
solicitation should include a 
supplementary appendix which 
describes how their project aligns with 
the new selection criteria. 

C. Eligibility Information 
To be selected for an INFRA grant, an 

applicant must be an Eligible Applicant 
and the project must be an Eligible 
Project that meets the Minimum Project 
Size Requirement. 

1. Eligible Applicants 
Eligible applicants for INFRA grants 

are: (1) A State or group of States; (2) a 
metropolitan planning organization that 
serves an Urbanized Area (as defined by 
the Bureau of the Census) with a 
population of more than 200,000 
individuals; (3) a unit of local 
government or group of local 
governments; (4) a political subdivision 
of a State or local government; (5) a 
special purpose district or public 
authority with a transportation function, 
including a port authority; (6) a Federal 
land management agency that applies 
jointly with a State or group of States; 

(7) a tribal government or a consortium 
of tribal governments; or (8) a multi- 
State or multijurisdictional group of 
public entities. 

Multiple States or jurisdictions that 
submit a joint application should 
identify a lead applicant as the primary 
point of contact. Joint applications 
should include a description of the roles 
and responsibilities of each applicant 
and should be signed by each applicant. 
The applicant that will be responsible 
for financial administration of the 
project must be an eligible applicant. 

2. Cost Sharing or Matching 

This section describes the statutory 
cost share requirements for an INFRA 
award. Cost share will also be evaluated 
according to the ‘‘Leveraging of Federal 
Funding’’ evaluation criterion described 
in Section E.1.a.ii. That section clarifies 
that the Department seeks applications 
for projects that exceed the minimum 
non-Federal cost share requirement 
described here. 

INFRA grants may be used for up to 
60 percent of future eligible project 
costs. Other Federal assistance may 
satisfy the non-Federal share 
requirement for an INFRA grant, but 
total Federal assistance for a project 
receiving an INFRA grant may not 
exceed 80 percent of the future eligible 
project costs. Non-Federal sources 
include State funds originating from 
programs funded by State revenue, local 
funds originating from State or local 
revenue-funded programs, private funds 
or other funding sources of non-Federal 
origins. If a Federal land management 
agency applies jointly with a State or 
group of States, and that agency carries 
out the project, then Federal funds that 
were not made available under titles 23 
or 49 of the United States Code may be 
used for the non-Federal share. Unless 
otherwise authorized by statute, local 
cost-share may not be counted as non- 
Federal share for both the INFRA and 
another Federal program. For any 
project, the Department cannot consider 
previously-incurred costs or previously- 
expended or encumbered funds towards 
the matching requirement. Matching 
funds are subject to the same Federal 
requirements described in Section F.2.b 
as awarded funds. 

For the purpose of evaluating 
eligibility under the statutory cost share 
requirements, funds from the TIFIA and 
RRIF credit assistance programs are 
considered Federal assistance and, 
combined with other Federal assistance, 
may not exceed 80 percent of the future 
eligible project costs. 

3. Other 

a. Eligible Project 

Eligible projects for INFRA grants are: 
Highway freight projects carried out on 
the National Highway Freight Network 
(23 U.S.C. 167); highway or bridge 
projects carried out on the National 
Highway System (NHS), including 
projects that add capacity on the 
Interstate System to improve mobility or 
projects in a national scenic area; 
railway-highway grade crossing or grade 
separation projects; or a freight project 
that is (1) an intermodal or rail project, 
or (2) within the boundaries of a public 
or private freight rail, water (including 
ports), or intermodal facility. A project 
within the boundaries of a freight rail, 
water (including ports), or intermodal 
facility must be a surface transportation 
infrastructure project necessary to 
facilitate direct intermodal interchange, 
transfer, or access into or out of the 
facility and must significantly improve 
freight movement on the National 
Highway Freight Network. Improving 
freight movement on the National 
Highway Freight Network may include 
shifting freight transportation to other 
modes, thereby reducing congestion and 
bottlenecks on the National Highway 
Freight Network. For a freight project 
within the boundaries of a freight rail, 
water (including ports), or intermodal 
facility, Federal funds can only support 
project elements that provide public 
benefits. 

b. Eligible Project Costs 

INFRA grants may be used for the 
construction, reconstruction, 
rehabilitation, acquisition of property 
(including land related to the project 
and improvements to the land), 
environmental mitigation, construction 
contingencies, equipment acquisition, 
and operational improvements directly 
related to system performance. 
Statutorily, INFRA grants may also fund 
development phase activities, including 
planning, feasibility analysis, revenue 
forecasting, environmental review, 
preliminary engineering, design, and 
other preconstruction activities, 
provided the project meets statutory 
requirements. However, the Department 
is seeking to use INFRA funding on 
projects that result in construction. 
Public-private partnership assessments 
for projects in the development phase 
are also eligible costs. 

INFRA grant recipients may use 
INFRA funds to pay the subsidy and 
administrative costs necessary to receive 
TIFIA. 
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c. Minimum Project Size Requirement 
For the purposes of determining 

whether a project meets the minimum 
project size requirement, the 
Department will count all future eligible 
project costs under the award and some 
related costs incurred before selection 
for an INFRA grant. Previously-incurred 
costs will be counted toward the 
minimum project size requirement only 
if they were eligible project costs under 
Section C.3.b. and were expended as 

part of the project for which the 
applicant seeks funds. Although those 
previously-incurred costs may be used 
for meeting the minimum project size 
thresholds described in this Section, 
they cannot be reimbursed with INFRA 
grant funds, nor will they count toward 
the project’s required non-Federal share. 

i. Large Projects 

The minimum project size for large 
projects is the lesser of $100 million; 30 

percent of a State’s FY 2016 Federal-aid 
apportionment if the project is located 
in one State; or 50 percent of the larger 
participating State’s FY 2016 
apportionment for projects located in 
more than one State. The following 
chart identifies the minimum total 
project cost for projects for FY 2017 for 
both single and multi-State projects. 

State 

FY17 NSFHP 
(30% of FY16 
apportionment) 

One-State 
minimum 
(millions) 

FY17 NSFHP 
(50% of FY16 
apportionment) 

Multi-State 
minimum * 
(millions) 

FY18 NSFHP 
(30% of FY17 
apportionment) 

One-State 
minimum 
(millions) 

FY18 NSFHP 
(50% of FY17 
apportionment) 

Multi-State 
minimum * 
(millions) 

Alabama ................................................................................... $100 $100 $100 $100 
Alaska ...................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Arizona ..................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Arkansas .................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
California .................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Colorado .................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Connecticut .............................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Delaware .................................................................................. 51 86 52 87 
Dist. of Col. .............................................................................. 49 81 49 82 
Florida ...................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Georgia .................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Hawaii ...................................................................................... 51 86 52 87 
Idaho ........................................................................................ 87 100 88 100 
Illinois ....................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Indiana ..................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Iowa ......................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Kansas ..................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Kentucky .................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Louisiana .................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Maine ....................................................................................... 56 94 57 95 
Maryland .................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Massachusetts ......................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Michigan ................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Minnesota ................................................................................ 100 100 100 100 
Mississippi ................................................................................ 100 100 100 100 
Missouri .................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Montana ................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Nebraska .................................................................................. 88 100 89 100 
Nevada ..................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
New Hampshire ....................................................................... 50 84 51 85 
New Jersey .............................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
New Mexico ............................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
New York ................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
North Carolina .......................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
North Dakota ............................................................................ 76 100 77 100 
Ohio ......................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Oklahoma ................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Oregon ..................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Pennsylvania ............................................................................ 100 100 100 100 
Puerto Rico .............................................................................. 44 74 44 74 
Rhode Island ............................................................................ 67 100 67 100 
South Carolina ......................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
South Dakota ........................................................................... 86 100 87 100 
Tennessee ............................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Texas ....................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Utah ......................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Vermont ................................................................................... 62 100 63 100 
Virginia ..................................................................................... 100 100 100 100 
Washington .............................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
West Virginia ............................................................................ 100 100 100 100 
Wisconsin ................................................................................. 100 100 100 100 
Wyoming .................................................................................. 78 100 79 100 

* For multi-State projects, the minimum project size is the largest of the multi-State minimums from the participating States. 
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5 For Census 2010, the Census Bureau defined an 
Urbanized Area (UA) as an area that consists of 
densely settled territory that contains 50,000 or 
more people. Updated lists of UAs are available on 
the Census Bureau Web site at http://
www2.census.gov/geo/maps/dc10map/UAUC_
RefMap/ua/. For the purposes of the INFRA 
program, Urbanized Areas with populations fewer 
than 200,000 will be considered rural. 

6 See www.transportation.gov/buildamerica/ 
InFRAgrants for a list of Urbanized Areas with a 
population of 200,000 or more. 

ii. Small Projects 
A small project is an eligible project 

that does not meet the minimum project 
size described in Section C.3.c.i. 

d. Large/Small Project Requirements 
For a large project to be selected, the 

Department must determine that the 
project generates national or regional 
economic, mobility, or safety benefits; is 
cost-effective; contributes to one or 
more of the goals described in 23 U.S.C 
150; is based on the results of 
preliminary engineering; has one or 
more stable and dependable funding or 
financing sources available to construct, 
maintain, and operate the project, and 
contingency amounts are available to 
cover unanticipated cost increases; 
cannot be easily and efficiently 
completed without other Federal 
funding or financial assistance; and is 
reasonably expected to begin 
construction no later than 18 months 
after the date of obligation. These 
requirements are discussed in greater 
detail in section D.2.b.vii. 

For a small project to be selected, the 
Department must consider the cost- 
effectiveness of the proposed project 
and the effect of the proposed project on 
mobility in the State and region in 
which the project is carried out. 

e. Rural/Urban Area 
This section describes the statutory 

definition of urban and rural areas and 
the minimum statutory requirements for 
projects that meet those definitions. For 
more information on how the 
Department consider projects in urban, 
rural, and low population areas as part 
of the selection process, see Section 
E.1.a. Criterion #2, and E.1.c. 

The INFRA statute defines a rural area 
as an area outside an Urbanized Area 5 
with a population of over 200,000. In 
this notice, urban area is defined as 
inside an Urbanized Area, as designated 
by the U.S. Census Bureau, with a 
population of 200,000 or more.6 Rural 
and urban definitions differ in some 
other USDOT programs, including 
TIFIA and the FY 2016 TIGER 
Discretionary Grants program. Cost 
share requirements and minimum grant 
awards are the same for projects located 
in rural and urban areas. The 

Department will consider a project to be 
in a rural area if the majority of the 
project (determined by geographic 
location(s) where the majority of the 
money is to be spent) is located in a 
rural area. However, if a project consists 
of multiple components, as described 
under section C.3.f or C.3.g., then for 
each separate component the 
Department will determine whether that 
component is rural or urban. In some 
circumstances, including networks of 
projects under section C.3.g that cover 
wide geographic regions, this 
component-by-component 
determination may result in INFRA 
awards that include urban and rural 
funds. 

f. Project Components 
An application may describe a project 

that contains more than one component. 
The USDOT may award funds for a 
component, instead of the larger project, 
if that component (1) independently 
meets minimum award amounts 
described in Section B and all eligibility 
requirements described in Section C, 
including the requirements for large 
projects described in sections C.3.d and 
D.2.b.vii; (2) independently aligns well 
with the selection criteria specified in 
Section E; and (3) meets National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
requirements with respect to 
independent utility. Independent utility 
means that the component will 
represent a transportation improvement 
that is usable and represents a 
reasonable expenditure of USDOT funds 
even if no other improvements are made 
in the area, and will be ready for 
intended use upon completion of that 
component’s construction. If an 
application describes multiple 
components, the application should 
demonstrate how the components 
collectively advance the purposes of the 
INFRA program. An applicant should 
not add multiple components to a single 
application merely to aggregate costs or 
avoid submitting multiple applications. 

Applicants should be aware that, 
depending upon applicable Federal law 
and the relationship among project 
components, an award funding only 
some project components may make 
other project components subject to 
Federal requirements as described in 
Section F.2.b. For example, under 40 
CFR 1508.25, the NEPA review for the 
funded project component may need to 
include evaluation of all project 
components as connected, similar, or 
cumulative actions. 

The Department strongly encourages 
applicants to identify in their 
applications the project components 
that meet independent utility standards 

and separately detail the costs and 
INFRA funding requested for each 
component. If the application identifies 
one or more independent project 
components, the application should 
clearly identify how each independent 
component addresses selection criteria 
and produces benefits on its own, in 
addition to describing how the full 
proposal of which the independent 
component is a part addresses selection 
criteria. 

g. Network of Projects 

An application may describe and 
request funding for a network of 
projects. A network of projects is one 
INFRA award that consists of multiple 
projects addressing the same 
transportation problem. For example, if 
an applicant seeks to improve efficiency 
along a rail corridor, then their 
application might propose one award 
for four grade separation projects at four 
different railway-highway crossings. 
Each of the four projects would 
independently reduce congestion but 
the overall benefits would be greater if 
the projects were completed together 
under a single award. 

The USDOT will evaluate 
applications that describe networks of 
projects similar to how it evaluates 
projects with multiple components. 
Because of their similarities, the 
guidance in section C.3.f is applicable to 
networks of projects, and applicants 
should follow that guidance on how to 
present information in their application. 
As with project components, depending 
upon applicable Federal law and the 
relationship among projects within a 
network of projects, an award that funds 
only some projects in a network may 
make other projects subject to Federal 
requirements as described in Section 
F.2. 

h. Application Limit 

To encourage applicants to prioritize 
their INFRA submissions, each eligible 
applicant may submit no more than 
three applications. The three- 
application limit applies only to 
applications where the applicant is the 
lead applicant. There is no limit on 
applications for which an applicant can 
be listed as a partnering agency. If a lead 
applicant submits more than three 
applications as the lead applicant, only 
the first three received will be 
considered. 

D. Application and Submission 
Information 

1. Address 

Applications must be submitted 
through www.Grants.gov. Instructions 
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for submitting applications can be found 
at https://www.transportation.gov/ 
buildamerica/InFRAgrants. 

2. Content and Form of Application 

The application must include the 
Standard Form 424 (Application for 

Federal Assistance), Standard Form 
424C (Budget Information for 
Construction Programs), cover page, and 
the Project Narrative. More detailed 
information about the cover pages and 
Project Narrative follows. 

a. Cover Page 

Each application should contain a 
cover page with the following chart: 

Project name 

Was an INFRA application for this project submitted previously? .................................................................... Yes/no. 
If yes, what was the name of the project in the previous application? 
Previously Incurred Project Cost ....................................................................................................................... $. 
Future Eligible Project Cost ............................................................................................................................... $. 
Total Project Cost (This should be the sum of the previous two rows) ............................................................ $. 
INFRA Request .................................................................................................................................................. $. 
Total Federal Funding (including INFRA) .......................................................................................................... $. 
Are matching funds restricted to a specific project component? If so, which one? .......................................... Yes/no. 
Is the project or a portion of the project currently located on National Highway Freight Network? ................. Yes/no. 
Is the project or a portion of the project located on the NHS? .........................................................................

• Does the project add capacity to the Interstate system? 
• Is the project in a national scenic area? 

Yes/no (for each question). 

Do the project components include a railway-highway grade crossing or grade separation project? .............
• If so, please include the grade crossing ID. 

Yes/no. 

Do the project components include an intermodal or freight rail project, or freight project within the bound-
aries of a public or private freight rail, water (including ports), or intermodal facility?.

Yes/no. 

If answered yes to either of the two component questions above, how much of requested INFRA funds will 
be spent on each of these projects components? 

State(s) in which project is located. 
Small or large project ......................................................................................................................................... Small/Large. 
Urbanized Area in which project is located, if applicable. 
Population of Urbanized Area. 
Is the project currently programmed in the: .......................................................................................................

• TIP 
• STIP 
• MPO Long Range Transportation Plan 
• State Long Range Transportation Plan 
• State Freight Plan? 

Yes/no (please specify in which 
plans the project is currently pro-
grammed). 

If selected, would you be interested in participating in a new environmental review and permitting ap-
proach?.

Yes/No. 

b. Project Narrative for Construction 
Projects 

The Department recommends that the 
project narrative follow the basic outline 
below to address the program 
requirements and assist evaluators in 
locating relevant information. 

I. Project Description .... See D.2.b.i. 
II. Project Location ........ See D.2.b.ii. 
III. Project Parties .......... See D.2.b.iii. 
IV. Grant Funds, 

Sources and Uses of 
all Project Funding.

See D.2.b.iv. 

V. Merit Criteria ............ See D.2.b.v. 
VI. Project Readiness .... See D.2.b.vi and E.1.c.ii. 
VII. Large/Small Project 

Requirements.
See D.2.b.vii. 

The project narrative should include 
the information necessary for the 
Department to determine that the 
project satisfies project requirements 
described in Sections B and C and to 
assess the selection criteria specified in 
Section E.1. To the extent practicable, 
applicants should provide supporting 
data and documentation in a form that 
is directly verifiable by the Department. 
The Department may ask any applicant 

to supplement data in its application, 
but expects applications to be complete 
upon submission. 

In addition to a detailed statement of 
work, detailed project schedule, and 
detailed project budget, the project 
narrative should include a table of 
contents, maps, and graphics, as 
appropriate to make the information 
easier to review. The Department 
recommends that the project narrative 
be prepared with standard formatting 
preferences. (i.e., a single-spaced 
document, using a standard 12-point 
font such as Times New Roman, with 1- 
inch margins.) The project narrative 
may not exceed 25 pages in length, 
excluding cover pages and table of 
contents. The only substantive portions 
that may exceed the 25-page limit are 
documents supporting assertions or 
conclusions made in the 25-page project 
narrative. If possible, Web site links to 
supporting documentation should be 
provided rather than copies of these 
supporting materials. If supporting 
documents are submitted, applicants 

should clearly identify within the 
project narrative the relevant portion of 
the project narrative that each 
supporting document supports. At the 
applicant’s discretion, relevant 
materials provided previously to a 
modal administration in support of a 
different USDOT financial assistance 
program may be referenced and 
described as unchanged. The 
Department recommends using 
appropriately descriptive final names 
(e.g., ‘‘Project Narrative,’’ ‘‘Maps,’’ 
‘‘Memoranda of Understanding and 
Letters of Support,’’ etc.) for all 
attachments. The USDOT recommends 
applications include the following 
sections: 

i. Project Summary 

The first section of the application 
should provide a concise description of 
the project, the transportation 
challenges that it is intended to address, 
and how it will address those 
challenges. This section should discuss 
the project’s history, including a 
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description of any previously incurred 
costs. The applicant may use this 
section to place the project into a 
broader context of other infrastructure 
investments being pursued by the 
project sponsor. 

ii. Project Location 
This section of the application should 

describe the project location, including 
a detailed geographical description of 
the proposed project, a map of the 
project’s location and connections to 
existing transportation infrastructure, 
and geospatial data describing the 
project location. If the project is located 
within the boundary of a Census- 
designated Urbanized Area, the 
application should identify the 
Urbanized Area. 

iii. Project Parties 
This section of the application should 

list all project parties, including details 
about the proposed grant recipient and 
other public and private parties who are 
involved in delivering the project, such 
as port authorities, terminal operators, 
freight railroads, shippers, carriers, 
freight-related associations, third-party 
logistics providers, and freight industry 
workforce organizations. 

iv. Grant Funds, Sources and Uses of 
Project Funds 

This section of the application should 
describe the project’s budget. At a 
minimum, it should include: 

(A) Previously-incurred expenses, as 
defined in Section C.3.c. 

(B) Future eligible costs, as defined in 
Section C.3.c. 

(C) For all funds to be used for future 
eligible project costs, the source and 
amount of those funds. 

(D) For non-Federal funds to be used 
for future eligible project costs, 
documentation of funding commitments 
should be referenced here and included 
as an appendix to the application. 

(E) For Federal funds to be used for 
future eligible project costs, the amount, 
nature, and source of any required non- 
Federal match for those funds. 

(F) A budget showing how each 
source of funds will be spent. The 
budget should show how each funding 
source will share in each major 
construction activity, and present that 
data in dollars and percentages. 
Funding sources should be grouped into 
three categories: Non-Federal; INFRA; 
and other Federal. If the project contains 
components, the budget should separate 
the costs of each project component. If 
the project will be completed in phases, 
the budget should separate the costs of 
each phase. The budget should be 
detailed enough to demonstrate that the 

project satisfies the statutory cost- 
sharing requirements described in 
Section C.2. 

(G) Information showing that the 
applicant has budgeted sufficient 
contingency amounts to cover 
unanticipated cost increases. 

(H) The amount of the requested 
INFRA funds that would be subject to 
the $500 million maximum described in 
Section B.2. 

In addition to the information 
enumerated above, this section should 
provide complete information on how 
all project funds may be used. For 
example, if a particular source of funds 
is available only after a condition is 
satisfied, the application should identify 
that condition and describe the 
applicant’s control over whether it is 
satisfied. Similarly, if a particular 
source of funds is available for 
expenditure only during a fixed time 
period, the application should describe 
that restriction. Complete information 
about project funds will ensure that the 
Department’s expectations for award 
execution align with any funding 
restrictions unrelated to the Department, 
even if an award differs from the 
applicant’s request. 

v. Merit Criteria 
This section of the application should 

demonstrate how the project aligns with 
the Merit Criteria described in section 
E.1 of this notice. The Department 
encourages applicants to address each 
criterion or expressly state that the 
project does not address the criterion. 
Applicants are not required to follow a 
specific format, but the following 
organization, which addresses each 
criterion separately, promotes a clear 
discussion that assists project 
evaluators. To minimize redundant 
information in the application, the 
Department encourages applicants to 
cross-reference from this section of their 
application to relevant substantive 
information in other sections of the 
application. 

The guidance here is about how the 
applicant should organize their 
application. Guidance describing how 
the Department will evaluate projects 
against the Merit Criteria is in section 
E.1 of this notice. Applicants also 
should review that section before 
considering how to organize their 
application. 

Criterion #1: Support for National or 
Regional Economic Vitality 

This section of the application should 
describe the anticipated outcomes of the 
project that support the Economic 
Vitality criterion (described in Section 
E.1.a of this notice). The applicant 

should summarize the conclusions of 
the project’s benefit-cost analysis, 
including estimates of the project’s 
benefit-cost ratio and net benefits. The 
applicant should also describe 
economic impacts and other data- 
supported benefits that are not included 
in the benefit-cost analysis. 

The benefit-cost analysis itself should 
be provided as an appendix to the 
project narrative, as described in D.2.d. 
of this Notice. 

Criterion #2: Leveraging of Federal 
Funding 

This section of the application should 
include information that, when 
considered with the project budget 
information presented elsewhere in the 
application, is sufficient for the 
Department to evaluate how the project 
addresses the Leverage criterion, 
including: 

(A) A description of the applicant’s 
activities to maximize the non-Federal 
share of the project funding; 

(B) a description of all evaluations of 
the project for private funding, the 
outcome of those evaluations, and all 
activities undertaken to pursue private 
funding for the project; 

(C) a description of any fiscal 
constraints that affect the applicant’s 
ability to use non-Federal contributions; 
and 

(D) a description of the non-Federal 
share across the applicant’s 
transportation program, if the applicant 
is a regular recipient of federal 
transportation funding; and 

(E) a description of the applicant’s 
plan to address the full life-cycle costs 
associated with the project, including a 
description of operations and 
maintenance funding commitments 
made by the applicant. 

Criterion #3: Potential for Innovation 

This section of the application should 
contain sufficient information to 
evaluate how the project includes or 
enables innovation in: (1) 
Environmental review and permitting; 
(2) use of experimental project delivery 
authorities; and (3) safety and 
technology. If the project does not 
address a particular innovation area, the 
application should state this fact. 

If an applicant is proposing to 
participate in the environmental review 
and permitting approach described in 
section A.2.c, the application should 
describe how the project would benefit 
from participation, identify significant 
anticipated permitting challenges, and 
identify coordination that might be 
necessary to complete the 
environmental and permitting review 
process. 
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7 SEP–14 information is available at https://
www.fhwa.dot.gov/programadmin/contracts/sep_
a.cfm. SEP–15 information is available at https://
www.fhwa.dot.gov/ipd/p3/tools_programs/sep15_
procedures.aspx. 

If an applicant is proposing to use 
SEP–14, SEP–15, or some other 
experimental authority program, the 
applicant should describe that proposal 
and their expected benefits. The 
applicant should also provide sufficient 
information for evaluators to confirm 
that the applicant’s proposal would 
meet the requirements of the specific 
experimental authority program.7 

If an applicant is proposing to adopt 
innovative safety approaches or 
technology, the application should 
demonstrate the applicant’s capacity to 
implement those innovations, the 
applicant’s understanding of whether 
the innovations will require 
extraordinary permitting, approvals, or 
other procedural actions, and the effects 
of those innovations on the project 
delivery timeline. 

Criterion #4: Performance and 
Accountability 

This section of the application should 
include sufficient information to 
evaluate how the applicant will advance 
the Performance and Accountability 
program objective. In general, the 
applicant should describe mechanisms 
that will allow the Department to hold 
it accountable for advancing INFRA 
program goals. Additional details for 
three approaches are provided in the 
following paragraphs, but these 
examples are not exhaustive. As 
described in greater detail in section 
A.2.d, the Department encourages 
applicants to identify other creative 
ways to condition funding to advance 
INFRA program goals and describe 
those mechanisms in this section of the 
application. 

If the applicant is proposing to 
condition funding availability on timely 
completion of project milestones, the 
applicant should identify specific 
milestone events, provide target dates 
for those milestones, and propose a 
relationship between some or all of the 
requested INFRA funding and the 
milestones. 

If the applicant is proposing to adopt 
a specific policy change, the applicant 
should provide sufficient information 
for evaluators to understand the existing 
policy, how changing the policy would 
advance the Department’s goals, and 
how feasible the change will be for the 
applicant to complete within the 
project’s delivery timeframe. The 
applicant should propose a relationship 
between some or all of the requested 

INFRA funding and its completion of 
the change. 

If the applicant is proposing to 
condition funding availability on 
reaching specific performance targets, 
the applicant should detail those 
performance targets in detail, describe 
the feasibility of tracking and achieving 
the target within the project’s delivery 
timeframe, and propose a relationship 
between some or all of the requested 
INFRA funding and the performance 
objective. 

vi. Project Readiness 
This section of the application should 

include information that, when 
considered with the project budget 
information presented elsewhere in the 
application, is sufficient for the 
Department to evaluate whether the 
project is reasonably expected to begin 
construction in a timely manner. To 
assist the Department’s project readiness 
assessment, the applicant should 
provide the information requested on 
technical feasibility, project schedule, 
project approvals, and project risks, 
each of which is described in greater 
detail in the following sections. 
Applicants are not required to follow 
the specific format described here, but 
this organization, which addresses each 
relevant aspect of project readiness, 
promotes a clear discussion that assists 
project evaluators. To minimize 
redundant information in the 
application, the Department encourages 
applicants to cross-reference from this 
section of their application to relevant 
substantive information in other 
sections of the application. 

The guidance here is about what 
information applicants should provide 
and how the applicant should organize 
their application. Guidance describing 
how the Department will evaluate a 
project’s readiness is described in 
section E.1 of this notice. Applicants 
also should review that section before 
considering how to organize their 
application. 

(A) Technical Feasibility. The 
applicant should demonstrate the 
technical feasibility of the project with 
engineering and design studies and 
activities; the development of design 
criteria and/or a basis of design; the 
basis for the cost estimate presented in 
the INFRA application, including the 
identification of contingency levels 
appropriate to its level of design; and 
any scope, schedule, and budget risk- 
mitigation measures. Applicants should 
include a detailed statement of work 
that focuses on the technical and 
engineering aspects of the project and 
describes in detail the project to be 
constructed. 

(B) Project Schedule. The applicant 
should include a detailed project 
schedule that identifies all major project 
milestones. Examples of such 
milestones include State and local 
planning approvals (programming on 
the Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Program), start and 
completion of NEPA and other Federal 
environmental reviews and approvals 
including permitting; design 
completion; right of way acquisition; 
approval of plans, specifications and 
estimates (PS&E); procurement; State 
and local approvals; project partnership 
and implementation agreements 
including agreements with railroads; 
and construction. The project schedule 
should be sufficiently detailed to 
demonstrate that: 

(1) All necessary activities will be 
complete to allow INFRA funds to be 
obligated sufficiently in advance of the 
statutory deadline (September 30, 2020 
for FY 2017 funds, September 30, 2021 
for FY 2018 funds), and that any 
unexpected delays will not put the 
funds at risk of expiring before they are 
obligated; 

(2) the project can begin construction 
quickly upon obligation of INFRA 
funds, and that the grant funds will be 
spent expeditiously once construction 
starts; and 

(3) all real property and right-of-way 
acquisition will be completed in a 
timely manner in accordance with 49 
CFR part 24, 23 CFR part 710, and other 
applicable legal requirements or a 
statement that no acquisition is 
necessary. 

(C) Required Approvals. 
(1) Environmental Permits and 

Reviews. The application should 
demonstrate receipt (or reasonably 
anticipated receipt) of all environmental 
approvals and permits necessary for the 
project to proceed to construction on the 
timeline specified in the project 
schedule and necessary to meet the 
statutory obligation deadline, including 
satisfaction of all Federal, State and 
local requirements and completion of 
the NEPA process. Specifically, the 
application should include: 

(a) Information about the NEPA status 
of the project. If the NEPA process is 
complete, an applicant should indicate 
the date of completion, and provide a 
Web site link or other reference to the 
final Categorical Exclusion, Finding of 
No Significant Impact, Record of 
Decision, and any other NEPA 
documents prepared. If the NEPA 
process is underway, but not complete, 
the application should detail the type of 
NEPA review underway, where the 
project is in the process, and indicate 
the anticipated date of completion of all 
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8 Projects that may impact protected resources 
such as wetlands, species habitat, cultural or 
historic resources require review and approval by 
Federal and State agencies with jurisdiction over 
those resources. 

9 In accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134 and 135, all 
projects requiring an action by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) must be in the applicable 
plan and programming documents (e.g., 
metropolitan transportation plan, transportation 
improvement program (TIP) and statewide 
transportation improvement program (STIP)). 
Further, in air quality non-attainment and 
maintenance areas, all regionally significant 
projects, regardless of the funding source, must be 
included in the conforming metropolitan 
transportation plan and TIP. Inclusion in the STIP 
is required under certain circumstances. To the 
extent a project is required to be on a metropolitan 
transportation plan, TIP, and/or STIP, it will not 
receive an INFRA grant until it is included in such 
plans. Projects not currently included in these plans 
can be amended by the State and metropolitan 
planning organization (MPO). Projects that are not 
required to be in long range transportation plans, 
STIPs, and TIPs will not need to be included in 
such plans in order to receive an INFRA grant. Port, 
freight rail, and intermodal projects are not required 
to be on the State Rail Plans called for in the 
Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 
2008. However, applicants seeking funding for 
freight projects are encouraged to demonstrate that 
they have done sufficient planning to ensure that 
projects fit into a prioritized list of capital needs 
and are consistent with long-range goals. Means of 
demonstrating this consistency would include 
whether the project is in a TIP or a State Freight 
Plan that conforms to the requirements Section 
70202 of Title 49 prior to the start of construction. 
Port planning guidelines are available at 
StrongPorts.gov. 

10 Projects at grant obligated airports must be 
compatible with the FAA-approved Airport Layout 
Plan (ALP), as well as aeronautical surfaces 
associated with the landing and takeoff of aircraft 
at the airport. Additionally, projects at an airport: 
Must comply with established Sponsor Grant 
Assurances, including (but not limited to) 
requirements for non-exclusive use facilities, 
consultation with users, consistency with local 
plans including development of the area 
surrounding the airport, and consideration of the 
interest of nearby communities, among others; and 
must not adversely affect the continued and 
unhindered access of passengers to the terminal. 

milestones and of the final NEPA 
determination. If the last agency action 
with respect to NEPA documents 
occurred more than three years before 
the application date, the applicant 
should describe why the project has 
been delayed and include a proposed 
approach for verifying and, if necessary, 
updating this material in accordance 
with applicable NEPA requirements. 

(b) Information on reviews, approvals, 
and permits by other agencies. An 
application should indicate whether the 
proposed project requires reviews or 
approval actions by other agencies,8 
indicate the status of such actions, and 
provide detailed information about the 
status of those reviews or approvals and 
should demonstrate compliance with 
any other applicable Federal, State, or 
local requirements, and when such 
approvals are expected. Applicants 
should provide a Web site link or other 
reference to copies of any reviews, 
approvals, and permits prepared. 

(c) Environmental studies or other 
documents—preferably through a Web 
site link—that describe in detail known 
project impacts, and possible mitigation 
for those impacts. 

(d) A description of discussions with 
the appropriate USDOT modal 
administration field or headquarters 
office regarding the project’s compliance 
with NEPA and other applicable Federal 
environmental reviews and approvals. 

(e) A description of public 
engagement about the project that has 
occurred, including details on the 
degree to which public comments and 
commitments have been integrated into 
project development and design. 

(2) State and Local Approvals. The 
applicant should demonstrate receipt of 
State and local approvals on which the 
project depends, such as State and local 
environmental and planning approvals 
and STIP or TIP funding. Additional 
support from relevant State and local 
officials is not required; however, an 
applicant should demonstrate that the 
project has broad public support. 

(3) Federal Transportation 
Requirements Affecting State and Local 
Planning. The planning requirements 
applicable to the Federal-aid highway 
program apply to all INFRA projects, 
but for port, freight, and rail projects 
planning requirements of the operating 

administration that will administer the 
INFRA project will also apply,9 
including intermodal projects located at 
airport facilities.10 Applicants should 
demonstrate that a project that is 
required to be included in the relevant 
State, metropolitan, and local planning 
documents has been or will be included 
in such documents. If the project is not 
included in a relevant planning 
document at the time the application is 
submitted, the applicant should submit 
a statement from the appropriate 
planning agency that actions are 
underway to include the project in the 
relevant planning document. 

To the extent possible, freight projects 
should be included in a State Freight 
Plan and supported by a State Freight 
Advisory Committee (49 U.S.C. 70201, 
70202). Applicants should provide links 
or other documentation supporting this 
consideration. 

Because projects have different 
schedules, the construction start date for 
each INFRA grant will be specified in 
the project-specific agreements signed 
by relevant modal administration and 
the grant recipients, based on critical 
path items that applicants identify in 
the application and will be consistent 
with relevant State and local plans. 

(D) Assessment of Project Risks and 
Mitigation Strategies. Project risks, such 
as procurement delays, environmental 
uncertainties, increases in real estate 
acquisition costs, uncommitted local 
match, or lack of legislative approval, 
affect the likelihood of successful 
project start and completion. The 
applicant should identify all material 
risks to the project and the strategies 
that the lead applicant and any project 
partners have undertaken or will 
undertake in order to mitigate those 
risks. The applicant should assess the 
greatest risks to the project and identify 
how the project parties will mitigate 
those risks. 

To the extent it is unfamiliar with the 
Federal program, the applicant should 
contact USDOT modal field or 
headquarters offices as found at 
www.transportation.gov/infragrants for 
information on what steps are pre- 
requisite to the obligation of Federal 
funds in order to ensure that their 
project schedule is reasonable and that 
there are no risks of delays in satisfying 
Federal requirements. 

vii. Large/Small Project Requirements 

To select a large project for award, the 
Department must determine that the 
project satisfies several statutory 
requirements enumerated at 23 U.S.C. 
117(g) and restated in the table below. 
The application must include sufficient 
information for the Department to make 
these determinations. Applicants should 
use this section of the application to 
summarize how their project meets each 
of the following requirements. 
Applicants are not required to 
reproduce the table below in their 
application, but following this format 
will help evaluators identify the 
relevant information that supports each 
large project determination. To 
minimize redundant information in the 
application, the Department encourages 
applicants to cross-reference from this 
section of their application to relevant 
substantive information in other 
sections of the application. 
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Large project determination Guidance 

1. Does the project generate national or regional economic, mobility, 
safety benefits? 

Summarize the economic, mobility, and safety benefits described in 
Section V of the application, and describe the scale of their impact in 
national or regional terms. 

2. Is the project cost effective? Highlight the results of the benefit cost analysis described in Section V 
of the application. 

3. Does the project contribute to one or more of the Goals listed under 
23 U.S.C. 150 (and shown below)? 

(b) National Goals.—It is in the interest of the United States to 
focus the Federal-aid highway program on the following national 
goals: 

Specify the Goal(s) and summarize how the project contributes to that 
goal(s). This information may also be found in Section I or Section V. 

(1) Safety.—To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities 
and serious injuries on all public roads. 

(2) Infrastructure condition.—To maintain the highway infrastruc-
ture asset system in a state of good repair. 

(3) Congestion reduction.—To achieve a significant reduction in 
congestion on the National Highway System. 

(4) System reliability.—To improve the efficiency of the surface 
transportation system. 

(5) Freight movement and economic vitality.—To improve the na-
tional freight network, strengthen the ability of rural communities 
to access national and international trade markets, and support 
regional economic development. 

(6) Environmental sustainability.—To enhance the performance of 
the transportation system while protecting and enhancing the 
natural environment. 

(7) Reduced project delivery delays.—To reduce project costs, pro-
mote jobs and the economy, and expedite the movement of peo-
ple and goods by accelerating project completion through elimi-
nating delays in the project development and delivery process, 
including reducing regulatory burdens and improving agencies’ 
work practices. 

4. Is the project based on the results of preliminary engineering? Yes/No. Please provide evidence of preliminary engineering. For more 
information on preliminary engineering activities, please see: https://
www.fhwa.dot.gov/federalaid/150311.cfm. 

5a. With respect to non-Federal financial commitments, does the 
project have one or more stable and dependable funding or financing 
sources to construct, maintain, and operate the project? 

Please indicate funding source(s) and amounts. Historical trends, cur-
rent policy, or future feasibility analyses can be used as evidence to 
substantiate the stable and dependable nature of the non-Federal 
funding or financing. 

5b. Are contingency amounts available to cover unanticipated cost in-
creases? 

Contingency amounts are often, but not always, expressly shown in 
project budgets or the SF–424C. If your project cost estimates in-
clude an implicit contingency calculation, please say so directly. 

6. Is it the case that the project cannot be easily and efficiently com-
pleted without other Federal funding or financial assistance available 
to the project sponsor? 

Discussion of the impact that not having any Federal funding, including 
an INFRA grant, would have on project’s schedule, cost, or likelihood 
of completion, can help convey whether a project can be completed 
as easily or efficiently without Federal funding available to the project 
sponsor. 

7. Is the project reasonably expected to begin construction not later 
than 18 months after the date of obligation of funds for the project? 

Please reference project budget and schedule when providing evi-
dence. 

For a small project to be selected, the 
Department must consider the cost 
effectiveness of the proposed project 
and the effect of the proposed project on 
mobility in the State and region in 
which the project is carried out. If an 
applicant seeks an award for a small 
project, it should use this section to 
provide information on the project’s 
cost effectiveness and the project’s effect 
on the mobility in its State and region, 
or refer to where else the information 
can be found in the application. 

c. Guidance for Benefit-Cost Analysis 
This section describes the 

recommended approach for the 
completion and submission of a benefit- 
cost analysis (BCA) as an appendix to 
the Project Narrative. The results of the 

analysis should be summarized in the 
Project Narrative directly, as described 
in Section D.2.b.v. 

Applicants should delineate each of 
their project’s expected outcomes in the 
form of a complete BCA to enable the 
Department to consider cost- 
effectiveness (small projects), determine 
whether the project will be cost effective 
(large projects), estimate a benefit-cost 
ratio and calculate the magnitude of net 
benefits and costs for the project. In 
support of each project for which an 
applicant seeks funding, that applicant 
should submit a BCA that quantifies the 
expected benefits of the project against 
a no-build baseline, provides monetary 
estimates of the benefits’ economic 
value, and compares the properly- 

discounted present values of these 
benefits to the project’s estimated costs. 

The primary economic benefits from 
projects eligible for INFRA grants are 
likely to include savings in travel time 
costs, vehicle operating costs, and safety 
costs for both existing users of the 
improved facility and new users who 
may be attracted to it as a result of the 
project. Reduced damages from vehicle 
emissions and savings in maintenance 
costs to public agencies may also be 
quantified. Applicants may describe 
other categories of benefits in the BCA 
that are more difficult to quantify and 
value in economic terms, such as 
improving the reliability of travel times 
or improvements to the existing human 
and natural environments (such as 
increased connectivity, improved public 
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health, storm water runoff mitigation, 
and noise reduction), while also 
providing numerical estimates of the 
magnitude and timing of each of these 
additional impacts wherever possible. 
Any benefits claimed for the project, 
both quantified and unquantified, 
should be clearly tied to the expected 
outcomes of the project. 

The BCA should include the full costs 
of developing, constructing, operating, 
and maintaining the proposed project, 
as well as the expected timing or 
schedule for costs in each of these 
categories. The BCA may also consider 
the present discounted value of any 
remaining service life of the asset at the 
end of the analysis period (net of future 
maintenance and rehabilitation costs) as 
a deduction from the estimated costs. 
The costs and benefits that are 
compared in the BCA should also cover 
the same project scope. 

The BCA should carefully document 
the assumptions and methodology used 
to produce the analysis, including a 
description of the baseline, the sources 
of data used to project the outcomes of 
the project, and the values of key input 
parameters. Applicants should provide 
all relevant files used for their BCA, 
including any spreadsheet files and 
technical memos describing the analysis 
(whether created in-house or by a 
contractor). The spreadsheets and 
technical memos should present the 
calculations in sufficient detail and 
transparency to allow the analysis to be 
reproduced by USDOT evaluators. 
Detailed guidance for estimating some 
types of quantitative benefits and costs, 
together with recommended economic 
values for converting them to dollar 
terms and discounting to their present 
values, are available in the Department’s 
guidance for conducting BCAs for 
projects seeking funding under the 
INFRA program (see https://
www.transportation.gov/buildamerica/ 
infragrants). 

Applicants for freight projects within 
the boundaries of a freight rail, water 
(including ports), or intermodal facility 
should also quantify the benefits of their 
proposed projects for freight movements 
on the National Highway Freight 
Network, and should demonstrate that 
the Federal share of the project funds 
only elements of the project that provide 
public benefits. 

3. Unique Entity Identifier and System 
for Award Management (SAM) 

Each applicant must: (1) Be registered 
in SAM before submitting its 
application; (2) provide a valid unique 
entity identifier in its application; and 
(3) continue to maintain an active SAM 
registration with current information at 

all times during which it has an active 
Federal award or an application or plan 
under consideration by a Federal 
awarding agency. The Department may 
not make an INFRA grant to an 
applicant until the applicant has 
complied with all applicable unique 
entity identifier and SAM requirements 
and, if an applicant has not fully 
complied with the requirements by the 
time the Department is ready to make an 
INFRA grant, the Department may 
determine that the applicant is not 
qualified to receive an INFRA grant and 
use that determination as a basis for 
making an INFRA grant to another 
applicant. 

4. Submission Dates and Timelines 

a. Deadline 

Applications must be submitted by 
8:00 p.m. EST November 2, 2017. The 
Grants.gov ‘‘Apply’’ function will open 
by August 1, 2017. 

To submit an application through 
Grants.gov, applicants must: 

(1) Obtain a Data Universal 
Numbering System (DUNS) number: 

(2) Register with the System Award 
for Management (SAM) at www.sam.gov; 
and 

(3) Create a Grants.gov username and 
password; 

(4) The E-business Point of Contact 
(POC) at the applicant’s organization 
must also respond to the registration 
email from Grants.gov and login at 
Grants.gov to authorize the POC as an 
Authorized Organization Representative 
(AOR). Please note that there can only 
be one AOR per organization. 

Please note that the Grants.gov 
registration process usually takes 2–4 
weeks to complete and that the 
Department will not consider late 
applications that are the result of failure 
to register or comply with Grants.gov 
applicant requirements in a timely 
manner. For information and instruction 
on each of these processes, please see 
instructions at http://www.grants.gov/ 
web/grants/applicants/applicant- 
faqs.html. If interested parties 
experience difficulties at any point 
during the registration or application 
process, please call the Grants.gov 
Customer Service Support Hotline at 
1(800) 518–4726, Monday–Friday from 
7:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. EST. 

b. Consideration of Application 

Only applicants who comply with all 
submission deadlines described in this 
notice and submit applications through 
Grants.gov will be eligible for award. 
Applicants are strongly encouraged to 
make submissions in advance of the 
deadline. 

c. Late Applications 

Applications received after the 
deadline will not be considered except 
in the case of unforeseen technical 
difficulties outlined in Section D.4.d. 

d. Late Application Policy 

Applicants experiencing technical 
issues with Grants.gov that are beyond 
the applicant’s control must contact 
INFRAgrants@dot.gov prior to the 
application deadline with the user name 
of the registrant and details of the 
technical issue experienced. The 
applicant must provide: 

(1) Details of the technical issue 
experienced; 

(2) Screen capture(s) of the technical 
issues experienced along with 
corresponding Grants.gov ‘‘Grant 
tracking number’’; 

(3) The ‘‘Legal Business Name’’ for the 
applicant that was provided in the SF– 
424; 

(4) The AOR name submitted in the 
SF–424; 

(5) The DUNS number associated with 
the application; and 

(6) The Grants.gov Help Desk 
Tracking Number. 

To ensure a fair competition of 
limited discretionary funds, the 
following conditions are not valid 
reasons to permit late submissions: (1) 
Failure to complete the registration 
process before the deadline; (2) failure 
to follow Grants.gov instructions on 
how to register and apply as posted on 
its Web site; (3) failure to follow all of 
the instructions in this notice of funding 
opportunity; and (4) technical issues 
experienced with the applicant’s 
computer or information technology 
environment. After the Department 
reviews all information submitted and 
contact the Grants.gov Help Desk to 
validate reported technical issues, 
USDOT staff will contact late applicants 
to approve or deny a request to submit 
a late application through Grants.gov. If 
the reported technical issues cannot be 
validated, late applications will be 
rejected as untimely. 

E. Application Review Information 

1. Criteria 

a. Merit Criteria for Construction 
Projects 

To differentiate among applications 
for construction projects under this 
notice, the Department will consider the 
extent to which the project addresses 
the follow criteria, which are explained 
in greater detail below and reflect the 
key program objectives described in 
section A.2: (1) Support for national or 
regional economic vitality; (2) 
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leveraging of Federal funding; (3) 
potential for innovation; and (4) 
performance and accountability. The 
Department is neither weighting these 
criteria nor requiring that each 
application address every criterion, but 
the Department expects that competitive 
applications will substantively address 
all four criteria. 

Criterion #1: Support for National or 
Regional Economic Vitality 

The Department will consider the 
extent to which a project would support 
the economic vitality of either the 
nation or a region. To the extent 
possible, the Department will rely on 
quantitative, data-supported analysis to 
assess how well a project addresses this 
criterion, including an assessment of the 
applicant-supplied benefit-cost analysis 
described in section D.2.d. In addition 
to considering the anticipated outcomes 
of the project that align with this 
criterion, the Department will consider 
estimates of the project’s benefit-cost 
ratio and net quantifiable benefits. 

There are several different types of 
projects that the Department anticipates 
will successfully support national or 
regional economic vitality, including 
projects that: 

• Achieve a significant reduction in 
traffic fatalities and serious injuries on 
the surface transportation system; 

• Improve interactions between 
roadway users, reducing the likelihood 
of derailments or high consequence 
events; 

• Eliminate bottlenecks in the freight 
supply chain; 

• Ensure or restore the good 
condition of infrastructure that supports 
commerce and economic growth; 

• Sustain or advance national or 
regional economic development in areas 
of need, including projects that provide 
or improve connections to the Nation’s 
transportation network to support the 
movement of freight and people; and 

• Reduce barriers separating workers 
from employment centers, including 
projects that are primarily oriented 
toward reducing traffic congestion and 
corridor projects that reduce 
transportation network gaps to connect 
peripheral regions to urban centers or 
job opportunities. 

The Department anticipates that 
applications for networks of projects are 
likely to align well with this evaluation 
criterion because networks of projects 
often are able to address problems on a 
broader scale. 

Criterion #2: Leveraging of Federal 
Funding 

To maximize the impact of INFRA 
awards, the Department seeks to 

leverage INFRA funding with non- 
Federal contributions. Therefore, the 
Department will consider the extent to 
which an applicant proposes to use non- 
Federal funding. For example, an 
application that proposes a 20 percent 
Federal share will be more competitive 
than an otherwise identical application 
proposing 50 percent Federal share. For 
the purposes of this criterion, funds 
from Federal credit programs, including 
TIFIA and RRIF, will be considered 
non-Federal funding. 

There are three additional types of 
information that the Department will 
consider when evaluating an applicant’s 
non-Federal contributions. First, DOT 
recognizes that applicants have varying 
abilities and resources to contribute 
non-Federal contributions. If an 
applicant describes broader fiscal 
constraints that affect its ability to 
generate or draw on non-Federal 
contributions, the Department will 
consider those constraints. Relevant 
constraints may include the size of the 
population taxed to supply the 
matching funds, the wealth of that 
population, or other constraints on the 
raising of funds. In practice, the 
Department expects that projects that 
come from rural or less-wealthy 
applicants will have to meet a lower 
standard for leverage than projects 
coming from urban or more wealthy 
applicants; however, the Department 
still expects all applicants’ projects to 
maximize leverage to the extent they are 
able. Second, the Department recognizes 
that some applicants consolidate 
Federal funding into a minimum 
number of projects to simplify their 
burden complying with Federal 
administrative requirements. For those 
applicants, the Federal share on specific 
projects may be much higher than the 
overall Federal share of their overall 
transportation program. If an applicant 
follows that practice, explains their 
practice in their application, and 
provides evidence establishing the 
Federal share of their overall 
transportation program, the Department 
will consider that information. Third, 
the Department will consider how well 
the applicant has prepared for future 
operations and maintenance costs 
associated with their project’s life-cycle. 
Applicants should demonstrate a 
credible plan to maintain their asset 
without having to rely on future federal 
funding. This plan should include a 
description of the applicant’s approach 
to ensuring operations and maintenance 
will not be underfunded in future years. 

In addition, the Department seeks to 
increase the sources of infrastructure 
funding by encouraging private 
infrastructure investment. Therefore, 

projects that incorporate private sector 
contributions, including through a 
public-private partnership structure, are 
likely to be more competitive than those 
that rely solely on public non-Federal 
funding. Likewise, applicants who have 
pursued private funds for appropriate 
projects are likely to be more 
competitive under this program than 
applicants who have not. If an applicant 
omits information on the applicability 
and pursuit of private funds, the 
Department may conclude that the 
applicant has not considered viable 
non-Federal funding alternatives and an 
INFRA award would be premature. 

This evaluation criterion is separate 
from the statutory cost share 
requirements for INFRA grants, which 
are described Section C.2. Those 
statutory requirements establish the 
minimum permissible non-Federal 
share; they do not define a competitive 
INFRA project. 

Criterion #3: Potential for Innovation 

The Department seeks to use INFRA 
program to encourage innovation in 
three areas: (1) Environmental review 
and permitting; (2) use of experimental 
project delivery authorities; and (3) 
safety and technology. Under this 
criterion, the Department will consider 
the extent to which a project includes or 
enables innovation in each of those 
areas. 

In Innovation Area #1, as described in 
section A.2.c, the Department seeks to 
establish a new approach to the process 
of Federal environmental review and 
permitting. When making INFRA award 
decisions, the Department will consider 
an applicant’s interest in the 
participating in this new approach and 
the extent to which the project could 
benefit from that participation. The 
Department will also consider the 
degree to which the results of a project’s 
participation might be representative 
and reproducible to other departmental 
or government-wide projects or 
programs. 

In Innovation Area #2, as described in 
section A.2.c, the Department seeks 
innovative approaches to project 
delivery under the auspices of the 
FHWA SEP–14 and SEP–15 programs 
and any other applicable experimental 
programs. When making INFRA award 
decisions, the Department will consider 
the applicant’s proposals to use those 
programs, whether the proposals are 
consistent with the objectives and 
requirements of those programs, the 
potential benefits that experimental 
authorities or waivers might provide to 
the project, and the broader 
applicability of potential results. 
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11 Information on State-specific strategic highway 
safety plans is available at https://
safety.fhwa.dot.gov/shsp/other_resources.cfm. 

Finally, in Innovation Area #3, as 
described in section A.2.c, the 
Department seeks to experiment with 
innovative approaches to transportation 
safety, particularly in relation to 
automated vehicles and the detection, 
mitigation, and documentation of safety 
risks. When making INFRA award 
decisions, the Department will consider 
any innovative safety approaches 
proposed by the applicant, the safety 
benefits that those approaches could 
produce, and the broader applicability 
of the potential results. As described in 
section F.2.a, the Department expects all 
projects to implement baseline safety 
improvements consistent with FHWA’s 
list of ‘‘Proven Countermeasures’’ and 
will not consider those improvements 
under this criterion. 

Criterion #4: Performance and 
Accountability 

The Department intends to award 
INFRA funding to projects that will be 
delivered on agreed-upon schedules, 
that will generate clear, quantifiable, 
results, and that will advance the 
Department’s transportation policy 
goals. The Department expects all 
applicants to provide accurate estimates 
of benefits of their project, its delivery 
schedule, and total costs. However, the 
Department will consider the extent to 
which the applicant proposes specific 
measures and conditions allowing the 
Department to ensure accountability, as 
described in section A.2.d. Instead of 
rewarding unrealistic promises, the 
Department intends to reward 
thoughtful planning, efficient delivery, 
and effective policy. 

b. Additional Considerations 

i. Geographic Diversity 
By statute, when selecting INFRA 

projects, the Department must consider 
contributions to geographic diversity 
among recipients, including the need for 
a balance between the needs of rural 
and urban communities. However, the 
Department also recognizes that it can 
better balance the needs of rural and 
urban communities if it does not take a 
binary view of urban and rural. 
Accordingly, in addition to considering 
whether a project is ‘‘rural’’ as defined 
by the INFRA statute and described in 
section C.3.e, when balancing the needs 
of rural and urban communities, the 
Department will consider the actual 
population of the community that each 
project serves. 

ii. Project Readiness 
During application evaluation, the 

Department considers project readiness 
in two ways: To assess the likelihood of 
successful project delivery and to 

confirm that a project will satisfy 
statutory readiness requirements. 

First, the Department will consider 
significant risks to successful 
completion of a project, including risks 
associated with environmental review, 
permitting, technical feasibility, 
funding, and the applicant’s capacity to 
manage project delivery. Risks do not 
disqualify projects from award, but 
competitive applications clearly and 
directly describe achievable risk 
mitigation strategies. A project with 
mitigated risks is more competitive than 
a comparable project with unaddressed 
risks. 

Second, by statute, the Department 
cannot award a large project unless that 
project is reasonably expected to begin 
construction within 18 months of 
obligation of funds for the project. 
Obligation occurs when a selected 
applicant enters a written, project- 
specific agreement with the Department 
and is generally after the applicant has 
satisfied applicable administrative 
requirements, including transportation 
planning and environmental review 
requirements. Depending on the nature 
of pre-construction activities included 
in the awarded project, the Department 
may obligate funds in phases. 
Preliminary engineering and right-of- 
way acquisition activities, such as 
environmental review, design work, and 
other preconstruction activities, do not 
fulfill the requirement to begin 
construction within 18 months of 
obligation for large projects. By statute, 
INFRA funds must be obligated within 
three years of the end of the fiscal year 
for which they are authorized. 
Therefore, for awards with FY 2017 
funds, the Department will determine 
that large projects with an anticipated 
obligation date beyond September 30, 
2020 are not reasonably expected to 
begin construction within 18 months of 
obligation. For awards with FY 2018 
funds, that deadline is one year later: 
September 30, 2021. 

2. Review and Selection Process 
The USDOT will review all eligible 

applications received before the 
application deadline. The INFRA 
process consists of a Technical 
Evaluation phase and Senior Review. In 
the Technical Evaluation phase, teams 
will, for each project, determine 
whether the project satisfies statutory 
requirements and rate how well it 
addresses the selection criteria. The 
Senior Review Team will consider the 
applications and the technical 
evaluations to determine which projects 
to advance to the Secretary for 
consideration. The Secretary will 
ultimately select the projects for award. 

A Quality Control and Oversight Team 
will ensure consistency across project 
evaluations and appropriate 
documentation throughout the review 
and selection process. 

3. Additional Information 

Prior to award, each selected 
applicant will be subject to a risk 
assessment as required by 2 CFR 
200.205. The Department must review 
and consider any information about the 
applicant that is in the designated 
integrity and performance system 
accessible through SAM (currently the 
Federal Awardee Performance and 
Integrity Information System (FAPIIS)). 
An applicant may review information in 
FAPIIS and comment on any 
information about itself. The 
Department will consider comments by 
the applicant, in addition to the other 
information in FAPIIS, in making a 
judgment about the applicant’s integrity, 
business ethics, and record of 
performance under Federal awards 
when completing the review of risk 
posed by applicants. 

F. Federal Award Administration 
Information 

1. Federal Award Notices 

Following the evaluation outlined in 
section E, the Secretary will announce 
awarded projects by posting a list of 
selected projects at https://
www.transportation.gov/buildamerica/ 
INFRAgrants. Following the 
announcement, the Department will 
contact the point of contact listed in the 
SF 424 to initiate negotiation of a 
project-specific agreement. 

2. Administrative and National Policy 
Requirements 

a. Safety Requirements 

The Department will require INFRA 
projects to meet two general 
requirements related to safety. First, 
INFRA projects must be part of a 
thoughtful, data-driven approach to 
safety. Each State maintains a strategic 
highway safety plan.11 INFRA projects 
will be required to incorporate 
appropriate elements that respond to 
priority areas identified in that plan and 
are likely to yield safety benefits. 
Second, INFRA projects will incorporate 
two categories of safety-related 
activities. The first category 
encompasses activities that the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) has 
identified as ‘‘proven safety 
countermeasures’’ due to their history of 

VerDate Sep<11>2014 17:57 Jul 03, 2017 Jkt 241001 PO 00000 Frm 00111 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\05JYN1.SGM 05JYN1sr
ad

ov
ic

h 
on

 D
S

K
3G

M
Q

08
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 N

O
T

IC
E

S

https://www.transportation.gov/buildamerica/INFRAgrants
https://www.transportation.gov/buildamerica/INFRAgrants
https://www.transportation.gov/buildamerica/INFRAgrants
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/shsp/other_resources.cfm
https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/shsp/other_resources.cfm


31150 Federal Register / Vol. 82, No. 127 / Wednesday, July 5, 2017 / Notices 

12 Information on FHWA proven safety 
countermeasures is available at: https://
safety.fhwa.dot.gov/provencountermeasures/. 

13 Information of the FHWA Everyday Counts 
Initiative is available at https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ 
innovation/everydaycounts/. 

demonstrated effectiveness.12 The 
second category encompasses safety- 
related tools, technologies, and practices 
from FHWA’s Every Day Counts 
initiative.13 

After selecting INFRA recipients, the 
Department will work with those 
recipients on a project-by-project basis 
to determine the specific safety 
requirements that are appropriate for 
each award. 

b. Other Administrative and Policy 
Requirements 

All INFRA awards will be 
administered pursuant to the Uniform 
Administrative Requirements, Cost 
Principles and Audit Requirements for 
Federal Awards found in 2 CFR part 
200, as adopted by USDOT at 2 CFR part 
1201. A project carried out under the 
INFRA program will be treated as if the 
project is located on a Federal-aid 
highway. All INFRA projects are subject 
to the Buy America requirement at 23 
U.S.C. 313. Additionally, applicable 
Federal laws, rules and regulations of 
the relevant operating administration 
administering the project will apply to 
the projects that receive INFRA grants, 
including planning requirements, 
Stakeholder Agreements, and other 
requirements under the Department’s 
other highway, transit, rail, and port 
grant programs. For an illustrative list of 
the applicable laws, rules, regulations, 
executive orders, policies, guidelines, 
and requirements as they relate to an 
INFRA grant, please see http://
www.ops.fhwa.dot.gov/Freight/ 
infrastructure/nsfhp/fy2016_gr_exhbt_c/ 
index.htm. 

The applicability of Federal 
requirements to a project may be 
affected by the scope of the NEPA 
reviews for that project. For example, 
under 23 U.S.C. 313(g), Buy America 
requirements apply to all contracts that 
are eligible for assistance under title 23, 
United States Code, and are carried out 
within the scope of the NEPA finding, 
determination, or decision regardless of 
the funding source of such contracts if 
at least one contract is funded with Title 
23 funds. 

3. Reporting 

a. Progress Reporting on Grant Activity 

Each applicant selected for an INFRA 
grant must submit the Federal Financial 
Report (SF–425) on the financial 
condition of the project and the project’s 

progress, as well as an Annual Budget 
Review and Program Plan to monitor the 
use of Federal funds and ensure 
accountability and financial 
transparency in the INFRA program. 

b. Reporting of Matters Related to 
Integrity and Performance 

If the total value of a selected 
applicant’s currently active grants, 
cooperative agreements, and 
procurement contracts from all Federal 
awarding agencies exceeds $10,000,000 
for any period of time during the period 
of performance of this Federal award, 
then the applicant during that period of 
time must maintain the currency of 
information reported to the System for 
Award Management (SAM) that is made 
available in the designated integrity and 
performance system (currently the 
Federal Awardee Performance and 
Integrity Information System (FAPIIS)) 
about civil, criminal, or administrative 
proceedings described in paragraph 2 of 
this award term and condition. This is 
a statutory requirement under section 
872 of Public Law 110–417, as amended 
(41 U.S.C. 2313). As required by section 
3010 of Public Law 111–212, all 
information posted in the designated 
integrity and performance system on or 
after April 15, 2011, except past 
performance reviews required for 
Federal procurement contracts, will be 
publicly available. 

G. Federal Awarding Agency Contacts 

For further information concerning 
this notice, please contact the Office of 
the Secretary via email at InFRAgrants@
dot.gov. For more information about 
highway projects, please contact Crystal 
Jones at (202) 366–2976. For more 
information about maritime projects, 
please contact Robert Bouchard at (202) 
366–5076. For more information about 
rail projects, please contact Stephanie 
Lawrence at (202) 493–1376. For more 
information about railway-highway 
grade crossing projects, please contact 
Karen McClure at (202) 493–6417. For 
all other questions, please contact Paul 
Baumer at (202) 366–1092. A TDD is 
available for individuals who are deaf or 
hard of hearing at 202–366–3993. In 
addition, up to the application deadline, 
the Department will post answers to 
common questions and requests for 
clarifications on USDOT’s Web site at 
https://www.transportation.gov/ 
buildamerica/InFRAgrants. To ensure 
applicants receive accurate information 
about eligibility or the program, the 
applicant is encouraged to contact 
USDOT directly, rather than through 
intermediaries or third parties, with 
questions. 

H. Other Information 

1. Invitation for Public Comment on the 
FY 2017–2018 Notice 

The FAST Act authorized the INFRA 
program through FY 2020. This notice 
solicits applications for FY 2017 and FY 
2018 only. The Department invites 
interested parties to submit comments 
about this notice’s contents, and the 
Department’s implementation choices, 
as well as suggestions for clarification in 
future INFRA rounds. The Department 
may consider the submitted comments 
and suggestions when developing 
subsequent INFRA solicitations and 
guidance, but submitted comments will 
not affect the selection criteria for the 
FY 2017–FY 2018 round. Applications 
or comments about specific projects 
should not be submitted to the docket. 
Any application submitted to the docket 
will not be reviewed. Comments should 
be sent to DOT–OST–0090 by November 
2, 2017, but, to the extent practicable, 
the Department will consider late filed 
comments. 

2. Protection of Confidential Business 
Information 

All information submitted as part of, 
or in support of, any application shall 
use publicly-available data or data that 
can be made public and methodologies 
that are accepted by industry practice 
and standards, to the extent possible. If 
the application includes information the 
applicant considers to be a trade secret 
or confidential commercial or financial 
information, the applicant should do the 
following: (1) Note on the front cover 
that the submission ‘‘Contains 
Confidential Business Information 
(CBI)’’; (2) mark each affected page 
‘‘CBI’’; and (3) highlight or otherwise 
denote the CBI portions. 

The Department protects such 
information from disclosure to the 
extent allowed under applicable law. In 
the event the Department receives a 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
request for the information, USDOT will 
follow the procedures described in its 
FOIA regulations at 49 CFR 7.17. Only 
information that is ultimately 
determined to be confidential under that 
procedure will be exempt from 
disclosure under FOIA. 

3. Publication of Application 
Information 

Following the completion of the 
selection process and announcement of 
awards, the Department intends to 
publish a list of all applications 
received along with the names of the 
applicant organizations and funding 
amounts requested. 
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1 79 FR 51518. 
2 12 U.S.C. 1831p–1. Section 39 was enacted as 

part of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
Improvement Act of 1991, Public Law 102–242, 
section 132(a), 105 Stat. 2236, 2267–70 (Dec. 19, 
1991). 

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 28, 
2017. 
Elaine L. Chao, 
Secretary of Transportation. 
[FR Doc. 2017–14042 Filed 7–3–17; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–9X–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities: Information Collection 
Renewal; Comment Request; OCC 
Guidelines Establishing Heightened 
Standards for Certain Large Insured 
National Banks, Insured Federal 
Savings Associations, and Insured 
Federal Branches 

AGENCY: Office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency (OCC), Treasury. 
ACTION: Notice and request for comment. 

SUMMARY: The OCC, as part of its 
continuing effort to reduce paperwork 
and respondent burden, invites the 
general public and other federal 
agencies to take this opportunity to 
comment on a continuing information 
collection, as required by the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA). 

In accordance with the requirements 
of the PRA, the OCC may not conduct 
or sponsor, and the respondent is not 
required to respond to, an information 
collection unless it displays a currently 
valid Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) control number. 

The OCC is soliciting comment 
concerning its information collection 
titled, ‘‘OCC Guidelines Establishing 
Heightened Standards for Certain Large 
Insured National Banks, Insured Federal 
Savings Associations, and Insured 
Federal Branches.’’ 
DATES: Comments must be submitted on 
or before September 5, 2017. 
ADDRESSES: Because paper mail in the 
Washington, DC area and at the OCC is 
subject to delay, commenters are 
encouraged to submit comments by 
email, if possible. Comments may be 
sent to: Legislative and Regulatory 
Activities Division, Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, Attention: 
1557–0321, 400 7th Street SW., Suite 
3E–218, Washington, DC 20219. In 
addition, comments may be sent by fax 
to (571) 465–4326 or by electronic mail 
to prainfo@occ.treas.gov. You may 
personally inspect and photocopy 
comments at the OCC, 400 7th Street 
SW., Washington, DC 20219. For 
security reasons, the OCC requires that 
visitors make an appointment to inspect 
comments. You may do so by calling 

(202) 649–6700 or, for persons who are 
deaf or hard of hearing, TTY, (202) 649– 
5597. Upon arrival, visitors will be 
required to present valid government- 
issued photo identification and submit 
to security screening in order to inspect 
and photocopy comments. 

All comments received, including 
attachments and other supporting 
materials, are part of the public record 
and subject to public disclosure. Do not 
include any information in your 
comment or supporting materials that 
you consider confidential or 
inappropriate for public disclosure. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Shaquita Merritt, OCC Clearance 
Officer, (202) 649–5490 or, for persons 
who are deaf or hard of hearing, TTY, 
(202) 649–5597, Legislative and 
Regulatory Activities Division, Office of 
the Comptroller of the Currency, 400 7th 
Street SW., Suite 3E–218, Washington, 
DC 20219. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the 
PRA (44 U.S.C. 3501–3520), federal 
agencies must obtain approval from 
OMB for each collection of information 
that they conduct or sponsor. 
‘‘Collection of information’’ is defined 
in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5 CFR 
1320.3(c) to include agency requests or 
requirements that members of the public 
submit reports, keep records, or provide 
information to a third party. Section 
3506(c)(2)(A) of title 44 requires federal 
agencies to provide a 60-day notice in 
the Federal Register concerning each 
proposed collection of information, 
including each proposed extension of an 
existing collection of information, 
before submitting the collection to OMB 
for approval. To comply with this 
requirement, the OCC is publishing 
notice of the proposed collection of 
information set forth in this document. 

Title: OCC Guidelines Establishing 
Heightened Standards for Certain Large 
Insured National Banks, Insured Federal 
Savings Associations, and Insured 
Federal Branches. 

OMB Control No.: 1557–0321. 
Description: The OCC’s guidelines 

codified in 12 CFR part 30, appendix D 
establish minimum standards for the 
design and implementation of a risk 
governance framework for insured 
national banks, insured federal savings 
associations, and insured federal 
branches of a foreign bank (bank). The 
guidelines apply to a bank with average 
total consolidated assets: 

(i) Equal to or greater than $50 billion; 
(ii) less than $50 billion if that bank’s 
parent company controls at least one 
insured national bank or insured federal 
savings association that has average 
total consolidated assets of $50 billion 

or greater; or (iii) less than $50 billion, 
if the OCC determines such bank’s 
operations are highly complex or 
otherwise present a heightened risk as 
to warrant the application of the 
guidelines (covered banks). The 
guidelines also establish minimum 
standards for a board of directors in 
overseeing the framework’s design and 
implementation. These guidelines were 
finalized on September 11, 2014.1 The 
OCC is now seeking to renew the 
information collection associated with 
these guidelines. 

The standards contained in the 
guidelines are enforceable under section 
39 of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act 
(FDIA),2 which authorizes the OCC to 
prescribe operational and managerial 
standards for insured national banks, 
insured federal savings associations, 
and insured federal branches of a 
foreign bank. 

The guidelines formalize the OCC’s 
heightened expectations program. The 
guidelines also further the goal of the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act of 2010 to 
strengthen the financial system by 
focusing management and boards of 
directors on improving and 
strengthening risk management 
practices and governance, thereby 
minimizing the probability and impact 
of future financial crises. 

The standards for the design and 
implementation of the risk governance 
framework, which contain collections of 
information, are as follows: 

Standards for Risk Governance 
Framework 

Covered banks should establish and 
adhere to a formal, written risk 
governance framework designed by 
independent risk management. The 
framework should include delegations 
of authority from the board of directors 
to management committees and 
executive officers as well as risk limits 
established for material activities. The 
framework should be approved by the 
board of directors or the board’s risk 
committee, and it should be reviewed 
and updated, at least annually, by 
independent risk management. 

Front Line Units 
Front line units should take 

responsibility and be held accountable 
by the chief executive officer (CEO) and 
the board of directors for appropriately 
assessing and effectively managing all of 
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1015 Tanzania Drive 
Roseville, CA 95661 

916.719.7214 
www.endicottcommunications.com 

 
From:  Gene Endicott  
Date:  August 25, 2017 
Re:  Background information for board item #10 – State funding 
 

 
LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM ($200 million per year) 
 
Implementation of the Local Partnership Program is proposed to be modeled after the 
Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program.  The draft guidelines will be considered at the 
August 16-17, 2017, CTC meeting, with adoption anticipated for the October 18-19, 2017, CTC 
meeting.  Applications or project lists due will be due in March, 2018, with program adoption 
targeted for June, 2018.  Following are key elements of the proposed program guidelines. 
 
Distribution of Funds 
 

 50% ($100 million) distributed for the two-year cycle covering fiscal years 2017-18 and 
2018-19 by formula to match voter-approved transportation taxes, tolls and fees. 

 50% ($100 million) distributed for the three-year cycle covering fiscal years 2017-18, 2018-
19 and 2019-20 through a competitive grant program that will be divided into two groups: 

1. to match voter-approved taxes, tolls and fees; 
2. to match imposed fees    

 
As described in CTC Executive Director Susan Bransen’s staff report for the August 16-17, 2017, 
CTC meeting “the draft guidelines were developed to closely align the areas of eligible projects, 
distribution of the formulaic program, match requirement, and project selection criteria with 
the Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program Guidelines. Key areas in which the draft 
guidelines differ from the Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program Guidelines include 
allowing the nomination of projects that have not secured all necessary funding commitments 
and the requirements, in most cases, of a minimum funding request.  Draft guidelines are based 
on Proposition 1B, but not totally consistent.” 
 
The Commission will adopt an initial program of Local Partnership Program projects by June 30, 
2018.  Future formulaic programs will be adopted by October of each even-numbered year.  
Future competitive programs will be adopted every three years by October.  The program will 
consist of projects nominated by eligible applicants for the formulaic program and projects 
selected by the Commission under the competitive grant program.  The formulaic and 
competitive grant portions will be revisited after a two-year period to evaluate whether future 
changes are needed.   
 
 

http://www.endicottcommunications.com/
marlank
Typewritten Text
Item 10 b
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Eligible Projects 

 State highway system: major rehabilitation, increased capacity to improve mobility or 
reduce congestion, safety or operational improvements. 

 Transit facilities 

 Local roads: major rehabilitation, increased capacity to increase capacity or improve 
mobility, safety 

 Bike and pedestrian projects 

 Environmental mitigation for new transportation infrastructure 

 Sound walls 

 Road maintenance and rehabilitation 

 Other transportation improvements 
 
Formulaic Program Distribution of Funds 
CTC staff is recommending a north/south distribution as follows: 

 South 
Program funds distributed to entity responsible for programming and allocating 
revenues in proportion to the population of the county in which the entity is located 
compared to the total population of southern California counties with voter-approved 
sales taxes dedicated to transportation improvements. 

 North  
Program funds generated by voter-approved bridge tolls and voter-approved parcel or 
property taxes dedicated to transportation improvements shall be distributed to the 
entity responsible for programming and allocating revenues from the toll or tax based 
on the proportional share of revenues generated by the toll or tax by that entity in 
comparison to the total revenues generated by voter-approved sales taxes, voter-
approved parcel or property taxes, and voter-approved bridge tolls dedicated to 
transportation improvements in northern California. 

 
Program funds generated by voter-approved sales taxes dedicated to transportation 
improvements shall be distributed to the entity responsible for programming and 
allocating revenues from the sales tax in proportion to the population of the county in 
which the entity is located compared to the total population of the northern California 
counties with voter-approved sales taxes dedicated to transportation improvements. 

 
Competitive Program 
 
The Competitive Grant Portion will be divided in two groups to match: 

1. voter-approved taxes, tolls and fees 
2. imposed fees 

 
The competitive grant program will be divided into these two groups based on the relative 
revenue of the applicants.  In no case will the portion to match imposed fees be less than 10% 
of the Competitive Grant Program. 
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Eligible applicants are the entities responsible for programming and allocating revenue from 
taxes or fees dedicated solely for transportation improvements arising from voter-approved 
sales taxes, voter-approved parcel or property taxes, voter-approved bridge tolls, and imposed 
fees.  To ensure a more equitable competition, the Commission will compare projects based on 
the population of jurisdiction across which the tax or fee is applied.  In most cases, this will be a 
county or city.  For voter-approved tolls, the population will be the sum of the population of the 
jurisdictions that voted on the toll.  The following population categories will be used below: 
 
Category I: ≥ 1,500,000 
Category II: 700,000 to 1,499,999 
Category III: 300,000 to 699,999 
Category IV: 100,000 to 299,999 
Category V: <100,000 
 
Minimum requests for each population category:  
 
Category I (population ≥ 1,500,000): $5,000,000 
Category II (population 700,000 to 1,499,999): $3,000,000 
Category III (population 300,000 to 699,999): $2,000,000 
Category IV (population 100,000 to 299,999): $1,000,000 
Category V (population <100,000):  no minimum requirement 
 
Competitive Program Project Selection Criteria 
 
In approving grants for inclusion of projects in the program, the CTC will consider geographic 
balance over multiple programming cycles and place higher priority on projects that: 

 are more cost-effective 

 can commence construction or implementation earlier 

 leverage more committed funds per program dollar 

 can demonstrate quantifiable air quality improvements, including a significant reduction in 
vehicle-miles traveled 

 can demonstrate regional and community project support 

 within an MPO, further the implementation of the sustainable communities strategy 
 
In addition, the CTC intends to give higher priority to projects nominated by agencies located in 
areas without formula funding shares.  
 
Timely Use of Funds 
 
Local Partnership Program allocations must be requested in the fiscal year of project 
programming, and construction allocations are valid for award for six months from the date of 
allocation unless the CTC approves an extension.  After award of the contract, the 



PDT Communications   Page 4 of 5 
Endicott Communications, Inc. 
 
 

  

 

implementing agency has up to 36 months to complete the contract.  At the time of fund 
allocation, the CTC may extend the deadline for completion of work and the liquidation of funds 
if necessary to accommodate the proposed expenditure plan for the project.   The Commission 
may extend the deadlines for allocation of funds, for award of a contract, or for contract 
completion no more than one time, only if it finds that an unforeseen and extraordinary 
circumstance beyond the control of the responsible agency has occurred that justifies the 
extension. The extension will not exceed the period of delay directly attributed to the 
extraordinary circumstance and will in no event be for more than 20 months.  Where a project 
component will not be ready for allocation as programmed in the current fiscal year, the 
implementing agency should request an extension of the allocation deadline rather than a 
project amendment.  
 
SOLUTIONS FOR CONGESTED CORRIDORS PROGRAM ($250 MILLION PER YEAR) 
Draft guidelines for the Congested Corridors Program will be presented at the October 18-19, 
2017, CTC meeting, with adoption anticipated for the December 6-7, 2017, CTC meeting.  
Project applications or project lists will be due in February, 2018, with program adoption 
targeted for May, 2018. 
 
Scoring 

 The CTC currently is recommending a scoring system that compares projects based on 
regional groups: 

o large MPO’s (>1 mil.) 
o medium MPO’s (>200K to 1 mil.) 
o small MPO’s (<200K) 
o non-MPO rural areas 

 RTPA’s and county commissions that prepare RTIP’s will be eligible to apply. 

 By statute, projects do not need to be on the state highway system to be eligible. 
 
Criteria Weighting 

 Proposed project weighting criteria currently include: safety, congestion, accessibility, 
economic development and job creation, air quality and GHG, efficient land use, matching 
funds, project deliverability and collaboration. 

 The CTC is considering implementation of a high/medium/low ranking for each criterion. 

 CTC staff also is considering a required 10% match of project cost with a maximum of 30%-
40% for purposes of project evaluation. 

 
 
Reporting Requirements 
The CTC currently is recommending semi-annual reporting, with an assessment of how the 
project is meeting quantitative and qualitative measures identified in the application when the 
project is completed. 
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Program Cycle 
CTC staff is envisioning an initial four-year, $1 billion program (2017-2021) to be implemented 
in 2018 and used for construction only, followed by three-year programs starting in 2020 that 
are updated every two years ($500 million available each update). 
 
Program Management 
The CTC wants a high level of accountability in the program related to allocations, amendments, 
timely use of funds and reporting.  
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ROAD REPAIR AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2017 (SENATE BILL 1) 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN OVERVIEW 

Senate Bill 1 (Beall, Chapter 5, Statutes of 2017), The Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, 
provides the first significant, stable, and ongoing increase in state transportation funding in more 
than two decades. In providing this funding, the Legislature has provided additional funding for 

transportation infrastructure, increased the role of the California Transportation Commission (Commission) in a number 
of existing programs, and created new transportation funding programs for the Commission to oversee. The development 
of guidelines will include workshops open to all interested parties. The timelines below are intended to be a guide. Staff 
will update these timelines during the guidelines development process. 

EXISTING PROGRAMS UNDER COMMISSION OVERSIGHT 
Active Transportation Program Augmentation 
($100M per year) 

Local Partnership Program  
($200M per year) 

The Commission will make this funding available to 
already programmed projects that can be delivered 
earlier than currently programmed or for projects that 
applied for funding in the 2017 Active Transportation 
Program but that were not selected for funding. 
• June 9, 2017 – Workshop to develop guidelines 
• June 28, 2017 – Adoption of guidelines 
• August 1, 2017 – Applications due 
• October 18-19, 2017 – Adopt statewide & small 

urban and rural components  
• December 6-7, 2017 – Adopt MPO component 

To recognize the benefits of a competitive program while 
still providing incentives to counties to enact taxes and fees 
to fund transportation needs, staff recommends 
implementing the Local Partnership Program as a 50% 
competitive program, 50% formulaic program. Due to the 
concerns raised by a number of regional transportation 
planning agencies regarding the implementation of the 
program as a mainly competitive program, the Commission 
directed staff to work with the Self-Help Counties Coalition 
to reach a compromise on the portion of the program to be 
competitive versus formulaic. 
•    June   through   September   2017   –   Workshops   to 
develop guidelines 
•    August 16-17, 2017 – Presentation of draft guidelines 
•    October 18-19, 2017 – Adoption of guidelines 
•    March 2018 – Applications due 
•    June 2018 – Program Adoption 

State Highway Operation And Protection Program 
(SHOPP) (Approximately $1.9B per year for the SHOPP 
and Caltrans maintenance efforts) 
Along with a significant expansion of the Commission’s 
oversight responsibilities. SB 1 requires additional 
Commission oversight of the development and 
management of the SHOPP, including allocating support 
staff, project review and approval, and convening public 
hearings prior to adopting the SHOPP. The Commission 
is also responsible for monitoring Caltrans’ performance 
and progress toward accomplishing the specific goals set 
out in SB 1 and other targets or performance measures 
adopted by the Commission. 
• May 17, 2017 - Presentation of draft interim 

guidelines 
• June 28-29, 2017 - Adoption of interim SHOPP 

guidelines and Asset Management Plan Guidelines 
 
 
 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
 
 
SB 1 stabilizes funding for the STIP. The impact of the 
stabilization of STIP funding will be included in the 2018 STIP 
Fund Estimate and incorporated in the 2018 STIP. 
• May 17, 2017 - Approval of fund estimate assumptions 
• June 28, 2017 - Presentation of draft guidelines and draft 

fund estimate 
• August 16-17, 2017 - Adoption of guidelines and fund 

estimate 
• October 15, 2017 - Submittal of draft Interregional 

Transportation Improvement Program 
• October 2017 - Interregional Transportation 

Improvement Program Hearings 
• December 15, 2017 - Submittal of Regional 

Transportation Improvement Programs and the final 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Programs 

• January-February 2018 - STIP Hearings 
• March 2018 - Program adoption 

marlank
Typewritten Text
Item 10 c



California Transportation Commission  Page 2 of 2  Updated August 2, 2017 

NEW SB 1 PROGRAMS 
Local Streets & Roads (Approximately $1.5B per year) 
 
SB 1 creates new responsibilities for the Commission 
relative to this funding, including development of 
guidelines, review of project lists submitted by cities and 
counties, reporting to the State Controller, and receiving 
reports on completed projects. 
• June and July 2017 – Workshops to develop 

guidelines 
• August 16-17, 2017 – Adoption of guidelines 
• October 16, 2017 – Project lists due 
• December 6-7, 2017 – Adoption of list of eligible 

cities and counties 

Solutions for Congested Corridors Program  
($250M per year) 
Key issues to be addressed in the guidelines include the 
definition of a corridor, the definition of a highly congested 
corridor, the key elements of a comprehensive corridor plan, 
and the scoring criteria weighting.  
• June through October 2017 – Workshops to develop 

guidelines  
• October 18-19, 2017 – Presentation of draft guidelines 
• December 6-7, 2017 – Adoption of guidelines 
• February 2018 – Applications due 
• May 2018 – Program adoption 

Trade Corridor Enhancement Account  
($300M per year) 
SB 103, signed by the Governor on July 21, 2017, 
incorporates SB 1 freight funding and federal freight 
funding into a single program to fund infrastructure 
improvements in on federally designated Trade 
Corridors of National and Regional Significance, on the 
Primary Freight Network, and along other corridors that 
have a high volume of freight movement.  
• June through November - Workshops to develop 

guidelines  
• December 6-7, 2017 - Presentation of draft 

guidelines 
• January 2018 – Adoption of guidelines 
• March 2018 –Applications due 
• May 2018 – Program adoption 
Office of Inspector General (Effective July 1, 2017)   
No Action Required.  

Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) 
 
SB 1 states “as of June 30, 2017, projects in… the Traffic 
Congestion Relief Program shall be deemed complete and 
final…” SB 1 directs the repayments due of all outstanding 
TCRP loans to other programs. Therefore, the only funding 
available to fund TCRP projects is approximately $90 million 
of savings attributable to specific projects. Staff 
recommends the following: 
• Only consider programming amendments and 

allocations prior to June 30, 2017. 
• Only consider programming amendments and 

allocations to shift identified savings to another TCRP 
project within the same county. 

• Allow savings to be transferred between counties only 
upon agreement of both applicants. 

• Programming amendments and allocations will not be 
considered if the project is already fully funded. 

 
 
 
 
 

Contact Us: 
 

Mitchell Weiss 
Deputy Director, Programing 

1120 N Street, MS 52 
P.O. Box 942873 

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001 
Mitchell.Weiss@dot.ca.gov 

www.catc.ca.gov 
Twitter: @california_ctc 
Direct:   (916) 653-2072 
Main:    (916) 654-4245 

mailto:Mitchell.Weiss@dot.ca.gov
http://www.catc.ca.gov/


SB 1 Programs – Implementation Schedule 

As of July 6, 2017 – Please note that all dates are tentative and schedule is subject to change 

 

New SB 1 Programs 

Program Workshops Draft Guidelines 
Available 

Guidelines 
Adoption 

Applications 
or Project 
Lists Due 

Program 
Adoption 

Local Streets and 
Roads • July 18th - Sacramento 

 
June 30, 2017 

 

 
August 16-17, 2017 

 

 
Sept. – Oct. 

2017 
 

 
October 18-19, 2017  

(Adopt Eligibility List and 
Submit to Controller) 

 

Solutions for 
Congested Corridors 

 
• June 28th - Sacramento 
• July 21st  - Los Angeles 
• August 7th - Oakland 
• September 8th - Sacramento 
• November 17th – Stockton 
• December 6th - Riverside  

 

 
October 18-19, 2017 

 

 
December 6-7, 2017 

 
February 2018                 May 2018 

Trade Corridor 
Enhancement 

 
• July 17th - Sacramento 
• August 8th - Oakland 
• September 25th – Sacramento 
• October 24th – Los Angeles 

 

 
 

December 6-7, 2017 
 
 

 
 

January 2018 
 
 

March 2018    May 2018 

Local Partnership 

 
• July 11th - Sacramento 
• July 21st  - Los Angeles 
• August 7th - Oakland 
• September 8th – Sacramento 
• September 25th – Sacramento 
 

 
August 16-17, 2017 

 

 
 

October 18-19, 2017 
          
 

          March 2018                 June 2018 
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SB 1 Programs – Implementation Schedule 

As of July 6, 2017 – Please note that all dates are tentative and schedule is subject to change 

* The TAMP Guidelines inform the Department’s development of the Transportation Asset Management Plan which prioritizes investments for projects funded
from the SHOPP. The Department’s completed Transportation Asset Management Plan must be submitted to the Commission by July 2020. 

Existing Commission Programs 

Program Workshops Draft Guidelines 
Available 

Guidelines 
Adoption 

Applications 
or Project Lists 

Due 

Program 
Adoption 

Active  
Transportation 

• June 23, 2017
• June 28, 2017

June 26, 2017 June 28, 2017 August 2017 

October 18-19, 2017   
(Statewide & Urban/Small 

Rural Components) 

December 6-7, 2017 
(MPO Component) 

State Highway 
Operation and 
Protection Program 
(SHOPP) 

• May 17th – San Diego
• June 9th - Sacramento
• TBD in early 2018 – North and

South hearings on Proposed
2018 SHOPP

May 17, 2017 
Presented Draft Interim SHOPP 

Guidelines to Commission 

June 28, 2017 
Adopted Interim SHOPP 

Guidelines  

January 2018 
(Caltrans submits 
proposed SHOPP) 

   March 2018 

Transportation  
Asset Management* 

• May 17th – San Diego
• June 9th - Sacramento

May 17, 2017 
Presented Draft Transportation 
Asset Management Plan (TAMP) 

Guidelines to Commission 

June 28, 2017 
Adopted TAMP 

Guidelines 
N/A   N/A 

State Transportation 
Improvement 
Program (STIP) 

• July 17th - Sacramento
• October 19th - Modesto
• October 24th – Los Angeles

June 28, 2017 August 16-17, 2017 

October 15, 2017  
(Draft ITIP due from 

Caltrans) 

December 15, 2017 
(Final RTIPs & ITIP due) 

   March 2018 
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ITEM 11 
 
MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 
TITLE: Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an Agreement with 

Myers & Sons/Teichert Construction Joint Venture for the 
Construction Manager/General Contractor Preconstruction 
Services for Segment D3 

 
PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema  
 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Approve Resolution 2017-28 authorizing the Executive Director to enter into an 
Agreement with Myers & Sons/Teichert Construction Joint Venture for Construction 
Manager/General Contractor (“CM/GC”) Preconstruction Services for Segment D3 in an 
amount Not To Exceed $90,000. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

During the past 12 months the JPA Board has taken numerous steps to proceed with 
CM/GC procurement.  Notably, in March, 2017, the JPA released a Request For 
Proposals to an extensive list of contractors. The JPA received four proposals and 
based on the combined rankings of the written proposals and oral interviews, Myers & 
Sons/Teichert Construction JV was selected as the preferred contractor. 
 
GOAL OF PRECONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
 
The JPA, City of Folsom, and Sacramento County, along with Dokken Engineering will 
engage Myers/Teichert JV to “construct to the budget.”  $7.5M of construction funds 
have been allocated to the project as a result of a successful grant application in 2016.  
Myers/Teichert will be tasked with providing ‘open-book’ construction cost estimates 
that will help the City, County and JPA to refine the limits of construction.  In addition, 
Myers/Teichert will participate in risk analysis workshops and will participate in formal 
reviews of the design at designated milestones. 
 
FUNDING AND SCHEDULE 
 
Initially this project was programmed in FY 18/19, which would have allowed for an 
allocation as early as July 1, 2018.  However, in 2016 the California Transportation 
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Commission (“CTC”) reduced funding projections considerably and this project was 
delayed to FY 19/20 which allows the CTC to allocate funds as early as July 1, 2019.  
The CTC also requires that the disbursement of State Transportation Improvement 
Program (“STIP”) construction funds comply with federal-aid requirements.  As such, 
staff will prepare a Categorical Exclusion for Caltrans review.  Previous discussions to 
“swap” the funds with local money would have resulted in a greater cost to the project 
due to an unwillingness to exchange dollar-for-dollar.  
 
Some options do exist to move the project forward earlier, including: advancing the 
project with non-STIP funds when/if other projects fail to deliver, advancing 
construction with local funds and getting reimbursement when the STIP funds become 
available, amending the project into an earlier STIP year during the next STIP 
programming round in two years.  Each of these options carries risk and staff will 
evaluate their potential as the project progresses. 
  
Other Potential Funding Arrangements 
 
One option to bring additional funding to the project is to partner with adjacent 
landowners along the corridor that have frontage improvement requirements as part 
of their development projects.  The New Home Company (“TNHC”) and staff have 
engaged in initial dialogue regarding the concept of collaborating with the JPA on such 
an arrangement.   
 
Currently TNHC’S approved project is conditioned to construct shoulder improvements 
along its frontage of westbound White Rock Road near the connection at the future 
Empire Ranch Road.  These improvements would be temporary if constructed prior to 
the Connector project. 
 
Staff could explore an arrangement with TNHC, in concert with the member agencies, 
to capture the cost of the required frontage improvements for construction of the 
Connector project, to avoid temporary improvements.  Staff could return to the Board 
with a formal proposal for approval in the near future. 
 
AGREEMENT 
 
The amount to be paid to the Contractor under this initial CM/GC Agreement shall not 
exceed $90,000, including contingencies.  Funding for this contract has been allocated 
for and approved in the current fiscal year JPA budget. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

a. Resolution 2017-28 



 
 

 

ITEM 11 
 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2017-28 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 

THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT 

WITH MYERS & SONS/TEICHERT JOINT VENTURE FOR CM/GC 
PRECONSTRUCTION SERVICES 

 
BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of the Capital SouthEast 

Connector Joint Powers Authority hereby authorizes the Executive Director to enter 
into an agreement with Myers & Sons/Teichert Joint Venture for CM/GC 
Preconstruction Services for a not to exceed amount of $90,000.   

 
This Resolution shall take effect from and after the date of its passage and 

adoption. 
 

* * * * * 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 25th day of August 2017, on a motion by  

Director ___________, seconded by Director____________, by the following 
vote: 

 
 AYES: 
 
 NOES: 
 
 ABSENT: 
 
             
       Chairperson 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Secretary 
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ITEM 12 
 

MEETING DATE: August 25, 2017 
 

TITLE: Update on the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan and 
Authorize the Executive Director to execute a Memorandum of 
Agreement for ongoing funding    

 

PREPARED BY: Derek Minnema and Bill Ziebron (SSHCP Staff) 

 
 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
1. Allow for public comment and provide Board member feedback related to the 

public review materials. 
 
2. Adopt Resolution 2017-29, authorizing the Executive Director to enter into a 

Memorandum of Agreement for $100,000 for SSHCP funding in FY 17/18. 
 

OUTLINE 
 
A Notice of Availability (NOA) announcing the completion and availability for public 
review of the Draft South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP), Draft 
SSHCP Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), 
Draft Aquatic Resources Plan (ARP), and Draft Implementing Agreement (IA) was 
published in the Federal Register on June 2, 2017.  Publication of the NOA in the 
Federal Register initiated a 90-day public review period which includes several planned 
public workshops and ends on September 5, 2017. 
 
The purpose of this item is to provide the Board with:   
 

1) a general overview of the SSHCP and associated documents; 

2) an update on the status of the public outreach process; 

3) an updated schedule and budget for Plan completion; and 

4) an update on the status of the South Sacramento Conservation Agency Joint 
Powers Authority.  
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GENERAL OVERVIEW 
 
The SSHCP is a regional effort that will provide development and infrastructure 
projects with streamlined, predictable, federal and state permitting processes while 
creating a preserve system to protect habitat, open space, and agricultural lands.  An 
approved SSHCP allows project proponents within the Plan area to simplify and 
expedite the state and federal endangered species permitting process. 
 
The effort is led by a multi-jurisdictional Applicant Group (leadership team) involving: 
the Cities of Galt, and Rancho Cordova; Sacramento County; Sacramento Regional 
County Sanitation District; Sacramento County Water Agency; and the Connector.  
This group of governmental agencies will guide efforts to complete the SSHCP and will 
ultimately be responsible for implementation of the Plan.   
 
Publication of the NOA in the Federal Register and initiation of the public review 
process is a step towards implementing the pending SSHCP and facilitating expedited 
state and federal endangered species permitting processes for both public and private 
projects.   
 
Achieving this significant milestone required five levels of Federal Government 
approval including the Sacramento Field Office, Southwest Pacific Regional Office, and 
Headquarters of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Solicitor General, and the 
Secretary of the Interior.     
 
PUBLIC OUTREACH PROCESS 
 
As of the writing of this report, SSHCP staff has scheduled 18 workshops with various 
stakeholders and interested parties.   
 
Workshops are being held with each of the Plan Partner Boards and Councils; the 
Cordova, Vineyard, South Sacramento, Cosumnes and Southeast CPACs; the 
Environmental Council of Sacramento; the Building Industry Association; the 
Sacramento County Farm Bureau; Sacramento Chamber of Commerce; and 
Environmental Commission of Sacramento.  
 
In addition, Staff has held three public community open house meetings, one in 
Wilton, one in Galt, and one in Rancho Cordova.  The community workshops were 
noticed widely in local media outlets and through other community-specific 
communications channels.   
 
In Rancho Cordova, notifications were provided on the City’s website, in the Grapevine 
Independent newspaper, through the City’s Facebook and Twitter accounts, in the 
City’s Fresh Connect and Fresh News publications, and to the Rancho Cordova 
Chamber and community organizations and homeowner associations south of Highway 
50.   
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UPDATED SCHEDULE FOR PLAN COMPLETION  
 

• Spring 2017 - publication of a Notice of Availability in the Federal Register that 
the draft SSHCP, draft EIS/EIR, draft Aquatic Resources Program, and draft 
Implementing Agreement are available for public review  

 

• Spring/summer 2017 - conduct community meetings/public workshops during 
90-day public-comment period 

• Fall 2017 - respond to public comments, complete final EIS/EIR, final SSHCP, 
final Aquatic Resources Program, final Implementing Agreement 

• Winter 2018 - public hearings on proposed adoption of final SSHCP, final 
EIS/EIR, final Aquatic Resources Program, and final Implementing Agreement 

• Spring 2018 - submit for final permit issuance 

 
The SSHCP will return to the JPA Board for action and adoption after completion of the 
public review process and associated steps and preparation of final materials, 
including but not limited to a Final EIR/EIS.  

 
SOUTH SACRAMENTO CONSERVATION AGENCY (SSCA) 
 
A Joint Powers Authority has been approved to oversee implementation of the SSHCP.  
The County of Sacramento, City of Rancho Cordova, and City of Galt have all executed 
the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement Creating the South Sacramento Conservation 
Agency and the necessary paper work has been filed with the State.  The Connector 
JPA is not a member of the SSCA because a joint powers agency’s powers are limited 
to the shared powers of its members.  Including the Connector JPA, a special purpose 
JPA, in the SSCA would have unnecessarily limited the powers of that agency.  
 
MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (MOA) FOR FUNDING FY 17/18 
 
Plan Participants have previously entered into MOAs regarding the SSHCP that defined 
their respective responsibilities for funding preparation costs for fiscal years 2009-10 
through 2016-17.  A new MOA is needed for FY 17/18.  The proposed Connector JPA 
funding commitment is $100,000.  This amount was accounted for and approved in 
the FY 17/18 budget.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

a. Resolution 2017-29 
b. Memorandum of Agreement regarding ongoing funding of the South 

Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan For Fiscal Year 2017-18 
c. South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan Fiscal Year 2017-18 Budget  



 
 

 

ITEM 12 
 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2017-29 

 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 

THE CAPITAL SOUTHEAST CONNECTOR JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT 

REGARDING ONGOING FUNDING OF THE SOUTH SACRAMENTO HABITAT 
CONSERVATION PLAN FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 

 
BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors (“Board”) of the Capital 

SouthEast Connector Authority hereby authorizes the Executive Director to enter 
into an agreement to provide funding in the amount of $100,000 to the South 
Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan for Fiscal year 2017-18.   

 
This Resolution shall take effect from and after the date of its passage and 

adoption. 
 

* * * * * 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 25th day of August 2017, on a motion by  

Director ___________, seconded by Director____________, by the following 
vote: 

 
 AYES: 
 
 NOES: 
 
 ABSENT: 
 
             
       Chairperson 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
      
Secretary 



1 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT REGARDING ONGOING FUNDING OF THE 
SOUTH SACRAMENTO HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN FOR  

FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 
 
This Memorandum of Agreement (“MOA”) is entered into as of the date it has been 
executed by all parties, by and between the City of Rancho Cordova (“Rancho 
Cordova”), the County of Sacramento (“County”), the Sacramento County Water 
Agency (“SCWA”), the Elk Grove – Rancho Cordova – El Dorado Connector 
Authority, also doing business as the Capital Southeast Connector Joint Powers 
Authority (“Connector JPA”) and the City of Galt (“Galt”) (all parties collectively 
referred to as “Plan Participants”). 
 
WHEREAS, the Plan Participants are currently in the process of preparing the 
South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (“SSHCP”); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Plan Participants have previously entered into Memoranda of 
Agreement regarding continued funding of the SSHCP that defined their respective 
responsibilities for funding the SSHCP preparation costs for fiscal years 2009-10 
through 2016-17; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Plan Participants desire to enter into a new Memorandum of 
Agreement that establishes their respective funding obligations for fiscal year 
2017-18; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements 
contained herein, the parties agree as follows: 
 
1. Role of the Plan Participants in the SSHCP. 

 
The Plan Participants shall have coequal roles in the preparation, negotiation, and 
adoption of the SSHCP, including but not limited to the following: 

 
(a) The Plan Participants shall be allowed to attend and participate 

equally in meetings of the Leadership Committee.  The Leadership Committee will 
be composed of the executive leadership from each Jurisdiction or Agency that is 
a Plan Participant. 

 
(b) The Plan Participants shall be allowed to attend and participate 

equally in meetings and negotiations with state and federal regulatory agencies 
such as the Regulatory Agency Working Group (RAWG), which will eventually 
transition to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) during the implementation 
phase of the SSHCP.  To the extent feasible and practicable negotiation 
parameters will be established through the Project Manager and discussed with 
relevant Plan Participants prior to conducting meetings with the regulatory 
agencies. 

 
(c) The Plan Participants shall be allowed to attend and participate 
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equally in meetings regarding budgeting and the overall administration of the 
SSHCP preparation process. 

 
(d) The Plan Participants recognize and acknowledge the need to keep 

executive leadership of their respective organizations regularly apprised as to the 
budget and schedule of the SSHCP as work on its preparation continues during 
fiscal year 2017-18.  The County will therefore be responsible for scheduling 
Leadership Committee meetings as needed throughout fiscal year 2017-18 to 
provide appropriate updates on the SSHCP budget and schedule.  It is anticipated 
that the Leadership Committee will transition to the Implementation Committee 
during the implementation phase of the SSHCP.  

 
(e) If any Plan Participant believes that the County has not fulfilled its 

obligation to keep executive leadership of the Plan Participants appropriately 
involved in the issues related to preparation of the Plan, or is otherwise dissatisfied 
with the manner in which the Plan is being prepared or decisions that are being 
made regarding the Plan preparation, such Plan Participant may contact the 
County Planning Director, who shall be responsible for timely convening a meeting 
of the Leadership Committee to discuss and attempt to resolve the issue of 
concern. 

 
(f) The Plan Participants recognize and acknowledge that the 

preparation, negotiation, and adoption of the SSHCP is intended to be a 
collaborative process between the Plan Participants and that no individual party 
has the right to dictate how the SSHCP is being prepared or its ultimate content.  
The Plan Participants share the goal of adoption of the SSHCP to benefit each of 
the Plan Participants and the region as a whole.  Therefore, each Plan Participant 
acknowledges an obligation to advise the Leadership Committee about factors 
they become aware of, such as actions on individual projects and the like, that 
might adversely impact adoption and implementation of the SSHCP.  Any Plan 
Participant is free to terminate its participation in the SSHCP process at any time 
prior to its adoption as provided for in Section 6 hereof and participation in the 
SSHCP process does not create any obligation to approve or participate in the 
final SSHCP. 

 
(g) The County will be responsible for hiring and managing consultants. 

 
2. Anticipated Cost of and Revenue Available For SSHCP Preparation 

And Implementation During Fiscal Year 2017-18. 
 
(a) The Cost of preparing the SSHCP, including appropriate 

environmental documentation, during fiscal year 2017-18 will be $1,413,719 (See 
Exhibit A).  Amounts within any of the line items identified in Exhibit A may be 
shifted to another budget line item subject to the written approval of the County 
Planning Director, Agency Engineer for the Sacramento County Water Agency, 
and the Rancho Cordova City Manager. 
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(b) The Plan Participants consider the proposed costs set forth in Exhibit 
A to be shared costs that will be jointly funded pursuant to the provisions of 
subsections (c) and (d) of this Section.  Except as provided in Section 5 hereof, the 
Plan Participants have no authority to expend any funds contributed by the Plan 
Participants for any costs not included in Exhibit A, or for any costs in excess of 
those identified in Exhibit A, without first amending this MOA to reflect any different 
or increased costs. 

 
(c) The following Plan Participants shall make the specified contributions 

to the cost of preparing the SSHCP in fiscal year 2017-18:  the County of 
Sacramento shall contribute $624,360; SCWA shall contribute $374,616; Rancho 
Cordova shall contribute $249,744; and the JPA Connecter shall contribute 
$90,000.  An additional $75,000 shall be contributed via a Section 6 Grant that has 
been awarded to the SSHCP by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.     

 
(1) 25% of the total sum owed by each Plan Participant shall be due and 

payable upon completion of the 90 day public review and workshop process. 
(2) 25% of the total sum owed by each Plan Participant shall be due and 

payable upon completion of the Administrative Final SSHCP, Administrative Final 
EIS/EIR and Administrative Final Aquatic Resources Plan. 

(3) 25% of the total sum owed by each Plan Participant shall be due and 
payable upon completion of the Final SSHCP, Final EIS/EIR and Final Aquatic 
Resources Plan. 

(4) 25% of the total sum owed by each Plan Participant shall be due and 
payable upon certification of the Final EIR/EIS and adoption of the Final SSHCP 
and implementing ordinances by the local jurisdictions. 

(5) The amount contributed by SCWA will be reduced to reflect that the 
SCWA directly funds a Senior Planner (1 FTE) to provide support for Technical 
Plan Preparation, as is shown in the attached funding table. 

(6) The amount contributed by Rancho Cordova will be reduced by 
$31,983 towards their commitment of $249,744 in recognition of a pre-payment 
made in Fiscal Year 2016-17.  

 

(d) In the event that there is insufficient revenue at any point during 
fiscal year 2017-18 to continue to fund the costs identified in Exhibit A, the Plan 
Participants who administer the contracts for the tasks identified in Exhibit A are 
free to suspend work under such contracts until such time as supplemental funding 
is identified and agreed upon by the Plan Participants. 

 
(e) The cost of funding the South Sacramento Conservation Agency 

(SSCA) during fiscal year 2017-18 will be $151,335 (see Exhibit B).  Amounts 
within any of the line items identified in Exhibit B may be shifted to another budget 
line item subject to the written approval of the County Planning Director, Agency 
Engineer for the Sacramento County Water Agency, the Rancho Cordova City 
Manager and the Galt City Manager. 

 
(f) The Plan Participants consider the proposed costs set forth in Exhibit 
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B to be shared costs that will be jointly funded pursuant to the provisions of 
subsections (g) and (h) of this Section.  Except as provided in Section 5 hereof, 
the Plan Participants have no authority to expend any funds contributed by the 
Plan Participants for any costs not included in Exhibit B, or for any costs in excess 
of those identified in Exhibit B, without first amending this MOA to reflect any 
different or increased costs. 

 
(g) The following Plan Participants shall make the specified contributions 

to the cost of funding the SSCA in fiscal year 2017-18:  the County of Sacramento 
shall contribute $53,168; SCWA shall contribute $31,901; Rancho Cordova shall 
contribute $21,267, the JPA Connecter shall contribute $10,000 and Galt shall 
contribute $35,000.   

 
(1) 100% of the total sum owed by each Plan Participant shall be due 
and payable upon formation of the South Sacramento Conservation Agency 
JPA as defined by written acknowledgment by the Secretary of the State 
that that JPA has been formed.   
 
(h) In the event that there is insufficient revenue at any point during 

fiscal year 2017-18 to continue to fund the costs identified in Exhibit B, the Plan 
Participants who administer the contracts for the tasks identified in Exhibit B are 
free to suspend work under such contracts until such time as supplemental funding 
is identified and agreed upon by the Plan Participants. 
 
3. Plan Participant Contributions After Fiscal Year 2017-18 and Funding 

Shortfalls. 
 
(a) In the event that the SSHCP and related documents are not 

completed by the end of Fiscal Year 2017-18, the Plan Participants shall meet and 
confer in good faith in an effort to reach agreement as to the estimated cost of 
completing the SSHCP process and how such additional costs should be 
allocated.  Any such agreement shall be memorialized in the form of a new MOA 
or an amendment to this MOA.  To the extent that there is no such agreement, this 
MOA shall not serve to obligate any Plan Participant to make any financial 
contribution for the completion of the SSHCP after the end of Fiscal Year 2017-18. 

 
(b) If any or all of the anticipated revenue is not received, then the 

County, SCWA, Rancho Cordova, the JPA Connecter and Galt shall meet and 
confer in good faith in an effort to reach agreement as to the cost share of such 
shortfall.  Any such agreement shall be memorialized in the form of a new MOA or 
an amendment to this MOA.  To the extent that there is no such agreement, this 
MOA shall not serve to obligate any Plan Participant to make any financial 
contribution for revenue not received. 

 
4. Payment of Contributions and Refund of Unused Contributions. 

 
(a) Contributions shall be made payable and delivered to the County of 
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Sacramento Office of Planning and Environmental Review.  For fiscal years 2017-
18, the County will continue to establish a separate fund in the County Treasury to 
account for contributions by the Plan Participants and the disbursement of those 
funds towards completion of the SSHCP.  The County shall complete a 
reconciliation of the SSHCP costs and contributions within ninety days after the 
end of each fiscal year to determine the credits or debits owed by or to the Plan 
Participants based on actual SSHCP costs and revenue in such fiscal years.  
Reconciliations shall be provided in writing to each Plan Participant who shall have 
sixty (60) days from receipt to challenge any provision of the reconciliation.  If a 
Plan Participant fails to submit a challenge within such period, the right to do so is 
waived and the reconciliation will be deemed approved as to all undisputed items. 
Any credits shall be allocated toward contributions for the next fiscal year until the 
SSHCP is approved and adopted.  Any amounts owing by Plan Participants for the 
preceding fiscal year shall be paid within sixty days of the later of the end of the 
reconciliation challenge period or the resolution of any challenges that are 
submitted.  

 
(b) The Plan Participants each recognize and acknowledge that their 

funding capacity is constrained and limited.  Each Plan Participant will use all 
reasonable efforts to  obtain the funds necessary to make the full contributions set 
forth in subsections (c) and (g) of Section 2 above.  If a Plan Participant fails to 
make any such payments when due, the defaulting Plan Participant shall be 
deemed to be in breach of this MOA and shall have sixty (60) days from the date 
of such breach to cure the breach by making the required contribution or by 
entering a contribution payment plan agreement that is mutually agreeable to all 
other Plan Participants.  The failure to cure any such breach within this sixty (60) 
day period shall result in the defaulting Plan Participant: 

 
(1) being excluded from further participation in the SSHCP and 
(2) being excluded as a plan permittee should the SSHCP be approved 

and adopted. 
 
(c) Any unexpended funds from Fiscal Year 2017-18 remaining after 

reconciliation shall be refunded amongst the County, SCWA, Rancho Cordova, the 
JPA Connecter and Galt to offset the contributions provided for in Section 2(c) 
and/or (g) above based on the same percentage allocations. 

 
5. Payment of Plan Participant Specific Costs. 

 
In addition to the payments provided for in Section 2 above, it is anticipated that 
there may be additional costs attributable exclusively to one or more of the Plan 
Participants.  Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 2(b) hereof, such 
additional costs may be shown within the budgeted SSHCP costs for Fiscal Year 
2017-18 at the request of that Plan Participant provided that: 

 
(a) The requesting Plan Participant agrees, through an action of its 

governing board, that the identified costs are the exclusive financial obligation of 
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the requesting Plan Participant. 
 
(b) Any such costs for Fiscal Year 2017-18 shall be paid by the 

requesting Plan Participant to the County Office of Planning and Environmental 
Review upon its request and will be reconciled as specified in 4 (a). 

 
6. Contributions Non-Refundable and Termination of Participation. 

 
Any Plan Participant may terminate its participation in the SSHCP process by 
providing thirty days prior written notice of such termination to the other Plan 
Participants.  Upon termination of participation by a Plan Participant, such 
terminating Plan Participant shall be entitled to a pro rata refund of any 
contributions made for the remaining portion of the fiscal year after the effective 
date of its termination.  Contributions made by a Plan Participant are otherwise 
non-refundable and represent the consideration paid by the contributing Plan 
Participant for its participation in the SSHCP process as set forth in Section 1 
above. 
 
 
 
 
 

(Signature pages follow.)
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be 
duly executed as of the day and year first written above. 
 
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO, a political 
subdivision of the State of California 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
By:   

    Leighann Moffitt, Planning Director 
    Office of Planning and Environmental  
    Review  
    County of Sacramento 
 

SACRAMENTO COUNTY WATER 
AGENCY, a statutorily created district 
operating under the authority of and 
pursuant to the provisions of the 
Sacramento County Water Agency Act 
(California Water Code-Appendix, Chapter 
66, commencing at Section 66- 
1 et seq.) 
 
 
 
By:   

 Michael L. Peterson, Director 
 Department of Water Resources 
 Municipal Services Agency 
 County of Sacramento 
 

  
“AGENCY” 

 
Date:   
 
 

Date:   
 

 
Agenda Date:   
 

 
Agenda Date:   
 

 
Item Number:   
 

 
Item Number:   
 

 
Resolution Number:   
 
 
 

 
Resolution Number:   
 
 
 

Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
By:   

 Krista Whitman 
 Assistant County Counsel 
 

Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
By:   

 Sarah Britton 
 Deputy County Counsel 
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA, a municipal 
corporation 
 
 
 
 
 
By:   

 Cyrus Abhar 
 City Manager 
         
 

CITY OF GALT, a municipal corporation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
By:   

 Eugene Palazzo 
 City Manager 
 

 
Date:   
 

 
Date:   
 

 
Agenda Date:   
 

 
Agenda Date:   
 

 
Item Number:   
 

 
Item Number:   
 

 
Resolution Number:   
 
 
 

 
Resolution Number:   
 
 
 

Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
By:   

 Adam Lindgren 
 City Attorney  
 

Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
By:   

 Steven P. Rudolph  
 City Attorney  
 

  
RANCHO CORDOVA – EL DORADO 
CONNECTOR AUTHORITY, currently 
known as the Capital Southeast Connector 
Joint Powers Authority 
 
 
 
By:   

 Derek Minnema  
 Executive Director 

 

 

 



DRAFT South Sac HCP Program - FY2017-18 Budget  "Exhibit B"
Updated 3/20/2017 SSHCP IMPLEMENTATION

SOURCES

  Split  Budget 

City of Galt $35,000

Connector JPA $10,000

Regional San (SRCSD) $0

Subtotal $45,000

County (PER) 50% $53,168

SCWA 30% $31,901

City of Rancho Cordova 20% $21,267

TOTAL $151,335

USES

  Payor  Grant Eligible Expenses 

County Counsel (Whitman) PER $30,000

Admin. Staff PER $30,000

Land Transaction Legal Svcs (Shute Mihaly) Co. Co. via PER $35,000

GIS/Database Management PER $50,000

Overhead (Rent & Supplies) $6,335

TOTAL $151,335

FY17/18 -Estimated Revenue

FY17/18 -Estimated Expenses

marlank
Typewritten Text
Item 12 c

marlank
Typewritten Text
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CSU Sacramento,  
College of Engineering and Computer Science 
 
Department of Civil Engineering Senior Class Project 
 - Request to work with JPA and the Connector Project 
 
 
Dr. Kevan Shafizadeh 
Associate Dean 
shafizadeh@csus.edu 
(916) 278-6852 

 

August 25, 2017 



Course Overview 

• Final and capstone requirement for students 
• Required by ABET accreditation 
• Students must synthesize a solution for a 

complex project 
• Each year a large regional project is selected 
• Professional simulation 
• Students partner with industry professionals 

for mentoring and evaluation 



Course Format 

• Academic exercise based on a real project 
• Compressed into 14 weeks (Fall semester) 
 • Students work in teams (60 total students) 
• Students deliver engineering reports      

and prepare a final presentation that is    
an open invitation to professionals 



Course Details 

• Student coordination with 
public will not be allowed 

• Student coordination with 
agencies will be strictly 
controlled 

• Students will walk the project site 
• Students will attend a JPA Board 

meeting 
• Limited JPA involvement; course 

finishes in December 2017 

Questions?   
Thank You! 



@CapConnector 
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Federal Funding Update – INFRA Grants 

 Large projects (Over $100M) 
 ‘Regional Significance’ 

 
 

 Emphasis on ‘Rural’ projects 
 Regional economic vitality 

 
 Mobility, safety and security 

benefits 
• “Primarily oriented toward corridor projects that reduce 

transportation network gaps to connect peripheral regions 
to job centers or job opportunities.” 

 Largest approved project in SACOG  
 5 agencies and bi-partisan 

congressional support for PNRS under 
MAP-21 survey  
 

 98% rural 
 Connector’s Economic Impact Study 

calculated incredible economic output 
 

 Creates needed capacity between 
housing and employment, would 
reduce high collision rate, provides 
emergency evacuation route 

 



INFRA Grant Criteria Continued… 

 Experimental environmental 
review and permitting 
 

 Innovative Project Delivery 
 

 Project Readiness 
 Leverage of Non-Federal Funds 
 Thoughtful planning, efficient 

delivery, and effective policy 
 

 

 First HCP in the nation to combine 
CWA and ESA permits 
 

 D-B and CM/GC legislation 
 

 Shovel Ready Strategy 
Measure A Expenditure Plan 
 PEIR, PDGs, schedule milestones, 

quantifiable efficiency 

August 25, 2017 



Recommendation 

 Apply as one, large, rural, project - but highlight 
readiness of certain segments under the “Network of 
Projects” guidelines established by USDOT 

 Entire Connector corridor is not yet Shovel Ready 
 

 Secure support from member jurisdictions, SACOG, 
Caltrans, STA, regional economic development 
organizations, etc 

 
 Work collaboratively with an Implementation Team to 

prepare and submit the grant application by Nov. 2nd 
 

August 25, 2017 



 Raises $52.4 billion in first 10 years through: 
– 12-cent increase in gasoline excise tax (to $0.30) 
– 20-cent increase in diesel excise tax (to $0.36) 
– 4 percentage point increase in diesel sales tax 

(to 9.75%) 
– $25 to $175 vehicle fee increase 
– $100 annual fee on zero-emission vehicles  

 

State Funding Update – SB 1 

August 25, 2017 

 

Nov. 1, 2017 
 

January 1, 2018 
July 1, 2020 



1. Active Transportation Augmentation ($100 million per year) 
2. Local Partnership Program ($200 million per year) 
3. Local Streets and Roads (approximately $1.5 billion per year) 
4. SHOPP (approximately $1.98 billion per year) 
5. Solutions for Congested Corridors ($250 million per year) 
6. STIP  
7. Trade Corridor Enhancement Account ($300 million per year) 
8. Traffic Congestion Relief Program 

SB 1 California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) Programs 

August 25, 2017 



 Local Partnership Program ($200 million per year) 
– Eligible projects: state highway system, transit facilities, local roads, 

bike/pedestrian facilities, environmental mitigation for new projects, 
sound walls, maintenance and rehab 

– 50% formula, 50% competitive 
– Applications March 2018 

 Congested Corridors Program ($250 million per year) 
– Projects compared based on regional population 
– Criteria likely to include: safety, congestion, accessibility, economic 

development and job creation, air quality and GHG, efficient land use, 
matching funds, project deliverability and collaboration 

– Applications February 2018 

Program Details 

August 25, 2017 



 Trade Corridor Enhancement Account ($300 million per year) 
– Corridor-based freight projects nominated by local agencies and state 
– Applications February 2018 

 

August 25, 2017 

Program Details (Continued) 

 Monitoring CTC workshops on program guidelines 
 Coordinate with STA, SACOG and jurisdictions on potential project 

applications 
 

JPA Activities 



@CapConnector 
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 AB 1171 (Linder) signed by Governor 
 SACOG approval  
 Qualifications Based Selection 

August 25, 2017 

Construction in Folsom/Sac County (D3) 

 “Construct to the budget” and refine limits of work for July 1, 2019 
 Explore other funding arrangements to leverage economy of scale 
 

Funding and Schedule 
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August 25, 2017  

Capital SouthEast Connector JPA 
SSHCP Update 



SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

  Agenda 
 Adoption Schedule 
 Plan Overview 
 Governance and Economics 
 Public Outreach  
 Memorandum of Agreement 
 Q and A 

 



 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Adoption Schedule 
 Public workshops & outreach – June-Sept. 2017 
 Respond to comments, prepare final HCP, EIS/EIR, ARP – 

Sept.-Dec. 2017 
 Local agency hearings & adoption – Jan.-April 2018 
 Submit for permit issuance – May 2018 

August 25, 2017 



   

 

 

 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Partners 
 



SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Why the SSHCP? 
 Status Quo: 

 Costly, inefficient, & time consuming permit process 
 Fragmented conservation  
 USFWS favoring HCPs over individual permits  

 SSHCP: 
 Predictable, efficient and faster permitting 
 Achieves more effective conservation 
 Local decision making  

 



 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Integrated Federal/State Permit 
Solution  

 Endangered Species Act Section 10 incidental take (federal) 
 Clean Water Act Section 404 (federal)  
 Endangered Species Act Section 2081 incidental take; 

Master Streambed Alteration Agreement (state)  
 Clean Water Act Section 401; Porter-Cologne (federal/state)  

 



 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Early Implementation 
 50-year ESA and CESA take permits 
 Conservation strategy protecting 28 species 
 Integrated regional Aquatic Resources Program (Clean Water 

Act Sections 404 and 401) 
 EIS/EIR 
 Mitigation/in-lieu fee program 
 Wetlands Protection Ordinance 

 



SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

  
Plan Area 

 

PLAN AREA 

 317,656 acres 

 UDA: 67,618 

 Outside UDA: 
250,038 

 Impact: 33,639 

 Preserve: 36,282 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



   

 

 

 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Conservation Strategy 
 Measurable biological goals & objectives protecting natural 

communities & species  
 Large interconnected preserves designed to minimize 

fragmentation and edge effects 
 Builds from existing preserves  
 Project conditions to protect species 



SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Aquatic Resources Program 
 Landscape-level watershed protection  
 Streamlined Clean Water Act Section 404 permit process  
 Local implementation  

 ARP ordinance 
 In-lieu fee program 

 



 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Financing & Implementation 
 Financing - developer mitigation/in-lieu  fees including 

endowment for long term O&M 
 Implementing and wetlands protection ordinances 
 “Jump start” program – early implementation  

 Implementation – Sacramento Conservation Agency (JPA)  



 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Public Outreach Prior to Federal Register 
 Approximately 50 total stakeholder meetings held 
 CPACs: Southeast, Cordova, South Sacramento, Vineyard, Delta (most 

more than once) 
 ECOS Board of Directors 
 Farm Bureau & Cattlemen’s Association 
 Northern CA BIA 
 Individual landowners 
 Developer representatives 
 County Board, Cities of Rancho Cordova and Galt, Capital SouthEast 

Connector 
 Congressional representatives  

 

August 25, 2017 



SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

  
Public Outreach - June 2 to Sept. 5, 2017 

 Holding 18 workshops Including: 
 Five CPACs: South Sacramento, Cordova, Southeast, 

Cosumnes, and Vineyard  
 ECOS, Northern CA. BIA, Farm Bureau/Cattlemen’s, Sac. Metro 

Chamber, and Sacramento Environmental Commission 
 Sacramento County Planning Commission  
 Three community open house meetings: Wilton, Galt, and 

Rancho Cordova 
 County Board, Cities of Rancho Cordova and Galt 

 Ongoing meetings with individual stakeholders 
 

 



   

 

 

 

SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

Memorandum of Agreement 
 New agreement for Fiscal Year 2017/18 
 Covers Plan completion and early implementation  
 Future Plan implementation covered by mitigation fees 

 



SSHCP Update, Aug 2017 

 
 

Questions and Answers 
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