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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) 

AGENDA 
 

1:30 p.m., Wednesday, February 22, 2017 
Solano Transportation Authority 

One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 

 
 

 ITEM 
 

STAFF PERSON

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

Daryl Halls, Chair

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

3. 
 

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
(1:30 -1:35 p.m.) 
 

4. REPORTS FROM MTC, STA, AND OTHER AGENCIES 
(1:35 – 1:45 p.m.) 
 

 

5. CONSENT CALENDAR 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following consent items in one motion. 
(1:45 – 1:50 p.m.) 
 

 A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of January 25, 2017 
Recommendation: 
Approve TAC Meeting Minutes of January 25, 2017. 
Pg. 5  
 

Johanna Masiclat

 B. Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) 
Priorities 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the FY 
2016-17 STAF priorities as specified in Attachment C. 
Pg. 9 
 

Liz Niedziela

 C. Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) Funding 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the 
following:  

1. Monitor changes to MTC’s Cap and Trade framework;  
 
 

Philip Kamhi
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  2. Upon MTC framework adoption, return to discuss 
development of a plan for future distributions of LCTOP 
funding; 

3. Authorize distribution of the FY 2016-17 Low Carbon Transit 
Operations Program Population-based funding by population 
share, as follows:  
 City of Dixon: $9,131.47 
 City of Fairfield: $67,090.63  
 City of Rio Vista: $3,931.38 
 Solano County Transit: $70,367.41   
 City of Vacaville: $45,588.11  

4. The Cities of Dixon, Vacaville and Rio Vista swap of their 
LCTOP funding with SolTrans for TDA funds.  The 
reconciliation will occur through the TDA matrix process for 
FY 2017-18; and 

5. Jurisdictions will return with information to STA on how they 
will utilize the LCTOP funding for FY 2016-17 by March 30, 
2017. 

Pg. 15 
 

 D. Overview of Updated Vanpool Program 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the 
Executive Director to enter into an agreement with the vanpool 
vendor, a.k.a. Enterprise Rideshare, to provide ongoing vanpool 
formation services for Solano County. 
Pg. 25 
 
 

Judy Leaks

6. ACTION FINANCIAL ITEMS 
 

 A. First/Last Mile Pilot - Suisun Train Station/Solano Business Park 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the 
Executive Director to implement a first/last mile “Solano Mobility 
Ride” pilot for the Suisun Amtrak Station and employers and to 
execute a contract with Lyft for a not-to-exceed amount of $100,000 
for a six-month long pilot.  
(1:50 – 2:00 p.m.) 
Pg. 27 
 

Philip Kamhi

 B. Intercity Paratransit/Taxi Scrip Program – Phase II, Delivery 
Model 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to STA TAC and Board to authorize the 
following: 

1. Develop a database and centralized reservation system; 
2. Contract for non-ambulatory service; and 

 

Brandon Thomson
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3. Amend the Taxi Scrip Contracts to eliminate Taxi Scrip 
Vouchers and use the Solano Mobility Call Center as 
centralized reservation agent. 

(2:00 – 2:10 p.m.) 
Pg. 37 
 

7. ACTION NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS 
 

 A. None. 
 

8. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS – DISCUSSION 
 

 A. Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 Update 
(2:10 – 2:15 p.m.) 
Pg. 77 
 

Drew Hart

 NO DISCUSSION 
 

 B. Pedestrian and Bicycle Counter Program Annual Report 
Pg. 83 
 

Ryan Dodge

 C. Solano Mobility Update Study for Solano Seniors and People 
with Disabilities Status 
Pg. 87 
 

Liz Niedziela
Elizabeth Richards

 D. Countywide In-Person American with Disabilities Act (ADA) 
Assessment Program Mid-Year Report for Fiscal Year (FY) 
2016-17 
Pg. 93
 

Debbie McQuilkin

 E. Solano Mobility Travel Training Mid-Year Report for FY 2016-
17 
Pg. 101 
 

Debbie McQuilkin

 F. Summary of Funding Opportunities 
Pg. 103 
 

Drew Hart

 G. Draft Meeting Minutes of STA Board & Advisory Committees 
Pg. 107 
 

Johanna Masiclat

 H. STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 
Calendar Year 2017 
Pg. 113 
 

Johanna Masiclat

9. UPCOMING TAC AGENDA ITEMS 
 

 March 2017 
A. STA Marketing Plan 
B. Solano Annual Pothole Report 
C. Draft CTP Arterials, Highways and Freeways Element 
D. Alternative Fuels Policy Update 
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E. OBAG 2 Funding Recommendation 
 

10. ADJOURNMENT 
The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at, 1:30 p.m. on 
Wednesday, March 29, 2017. 
 

TAC Meeting Schedule for the Remainder of Calendar Year 2017 
1:30 p.m., Wed., April 26, 2017 

1:30 p.m., May 31, 2017 
1:30 p.m., June 28, 2017 

No Meeting in July 
1:30 p.m., Wed., August 29, 2917 

1:30 p.m., Wed., September 27, 2017 
No Meeting in October 

1:30 p.m., Wed., November 29, 2017 
1:30 p.m., Wed., December 19, 2017 

 

4



Agenda Item 5.A 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
DRAFT Minutes for the meeting of 

January 25, 2017 
 

1. 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
The regular meeting of the STA’s Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) was called to order by 
Daryl Halls at approximately 1:30 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority (STA)’s 
Conference Room 1. 
 

 TAC Members Present: Graham Wadsworth City of Benicia 
  Jason Riley for Joe Leach  City of Dixon 
  George Hicks City of Fairfield 
  Dave Melilli  City of Rio Vista 
  Srinivas Muktevi City of Vallejo 
  Matt Tuggle Solano County 
    
 TAC Members Absent: Joe Leach City of Dixon 
  Tim McSorley City of Suisun City 
  Shawn Cunningham City of Vacaville 
    
 STA Staff and Others 

Present: 
 
(In Alphabetical Order by Last Name)

  Janet Adams STA 
  Jayne Bauer STA 
  Ryan Dodge STA 
  Robert Guerrero STA 
  Daryl Halls STA 
  Drew Hart STA 
  Philip Kamhi STA 
  Robert Macaulay STA 
  Johanna Masiclat STA 
  John McKenzie Caltrans Liaison 
  Lloyd Nadal STA 
  

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
On a motion by George Hicks, and a second by Matt Tuggle, the STA TAC unanimously 
approved the agenda to include staff’s request to amend the recommendation to Item 6.A, 
STA Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan Request for Proposal (RFP).  
(6 Ayes, 2 Absences – Cities of Suisun City and Vacaville) 
 

3. 
 

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
None presented. 
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4. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF 
 

A. Daryl Halls noted that a STA Board Workshop has been scheduled for February 8, 2017 to 
provide STA’s Overall Work Plan for the forthcoming two fiscal years.  The workshop will 
be from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. followed by STA’s regular Board meeting from 2:00 p.m. to 
3:00 p.m.  Both meetings will be held at the County Events Center. 

 

B. Robert Guerrero noted that staff will report and provide an update on Phase 2 of I-80 Ramp 
Metering at a future TAC meeting. 

 

C. Anthony Adams, STA, stated that he attended the Arterials Operations Committee at MTC a 
couple of weeks ago.  At that meeting, MTC was soliciting ideas for a pilot project in the Bay 
Area at an intersection for adaptive signaling, focusing on bicycle and transit conflicts.  The 
project amount can be around $1-2M.  While this is not a formal call for projects, project 
ideas will be submitted to MTC.  Anthony mentioned that he spoke on this topic at PDWG, 
but wanted TAC members to be aware of this opportunity. 

 

D. Matt Tuggle stated that a State of Emergency has been declared by the Board of Supervisors 
and that reimbursements for damages will be due soon to Solano County.  He encouraged 
member agencies to provide estimates of damage as soon as possible so that they can be 
reimbursed.  He stated that reimbursement ratios for local roads is 75% and federal roads is 
92%. 
 

5. CONSENT CALENDAR 
On a motion by Matt Tuggle, and a second by Dave Melilli, the STA TAC approved the Consent 
Calendar.  (6 Ayes, 2 Absences – Cities of Suisun City and Vacaville) 
 

 A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of December 21, 2016 
Recommendation: 
Approve TAC Meeting Minutes of December 21, 2016. 
 

 B. Revised Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Matrix – F
2017 for Intercity Taxi Scrip Program 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Revised FY 2016-17 Solano 
TDA Matrix as shown in Attachment B for STA’s FY 2016-17 TDA claim. 
 

 C. First and Last Mile-Suisun Train Station/Solano Business Park 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to direct 
staff to develop a first and last mile pilot project between the Suisun/Fairfield Train Station 
and employers located at the Solano Business Park. 
 

6. ACTION FINANCIAL ITEMS 
 

 A. STA Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan Request for Proposal 
(RFP) 
Drew Hart reported that STA staff is seeking approval to release a RFP from consulting firms 
which will add bike and pedestrian plan expertise to the plan development team.  He noted that 
staff has budgeted $250,000 TDA Article 3 funds already approved by a previous action by the 
STA Board in July of 2016.  He clarified that this will be spread over two years, and will be 
combined with any contributions from local jurisdictions to cover additional costs for funding 
the five city bike plans. 
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  Recommendations: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to: 

1. Release a Request for Proposal (RFP) for the STA Solano Countywide Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Transportation Plan; and 

2. Enter into a contract with the selected firm(s) in an amount not-to-exceed $250,000 
$200,000 pending any additional contributions from local jurisdictions. 

 
  On a motion by George Hicks, and a second by Dave Melilli, the STA TAC unanimously 

approved the recommendation as amended shown above in strikethrough bold italics.  
(6 Ayes, 2 Absences – Cities of Suisun City and Vacaville) 
 

7. ACTION NON FINANCIAL ITEMS 
 

 A. STA’s 2017 Legislative Platform and Legislative Update 
Jayne Bauer commented that the STA Board approved in December 2016 the distribution 
of the draft document for review and public comment.  She noted that the comment 
period closed on January 17th with no submittals received.  She recommended 
forwarding the Final 2017 Legislative Platform to the STA Board for consideration of 
adoption at the Board meeting on February 8, 2017. 
 
Ms. Bauer noted that Assemblyman Frazier introduced Assembly Bill (AB) 28 that would 
allow the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to continue as the decision maker 
for the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  She commented that this bill would 
reinstate the operation of the latter provision, and STA staff recommends a position of support 
for AB 28, as it is consistent with STA Legislative Objective and Platform:  
 

 #15 Support laws and policies that expedite project delivery. 
 #VII.3 Support legislation and/or administrative reforms that result in cost and/or time 

savings to environmental clearance processes for transportation projects. 
 

  Recommendations: 
Forward the following recommendations to the STA Board to approve: 

1. The Final 2017 Legislative Platform; and 
2. Position of support for AB 28 (Frazier). 
 

  On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by George Hicks, the STA TAC unanimously 
approved the recommendation (6 Ayes, 2 Absences – Cities of Suisun City and Vacaville) 
 

8. INFORMATIONAL – DISCUSSION 
 

 A. Update on Phase 2 of I-80 Ramp Metering 
Robert Guerrero noted that staff will provide an update on this item at a future meeting. 
 

 B. Update on Transit Corridor Study Implementation 
Philip Kamhi outlined the next steps for implementation of the revised SolanoExpress system 
which includes approving the draft schedules as a concept, continue to refine schedules in 
consultation with operators and others, as appropriate, work with operators to identify 
implementation dates, work with operators to perform appropriate public hearings and other 
regulatory tasks, as required, structure an outreach and marketing campaign, and return to the 
Consortium and the STA Board with proposed final schedules and proposed final service 
implementation plan. 
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 C. Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Community Task Force Updates 
Lloyd Nadal reported that the Solano SR2S Program is preparing to re-engage with each 
City/School District’s SR2S Community Task Force in 2017 to review initial improvements 
from the existing 2013 SR2S Plan, discuss any new schools or areas within each jurisdiction for 
future safety infrastructure projects and prioritize existing or new projects and programs to 
include in the updated SR2S Plan for 2018.  He distributed a list of current task force members 
and asked if the TAC could help update the list so that staff could reach out to schedule 
meetings starting in February.  
 

 D. Solano County Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Data, Visualizations, and Analyses 
Needs 
Robert Macaulay noted that STA staff has completed a review of STA’s internal GIS needs and 
now seeks to work with member agencies and other interested stakeholders to identify 
overlapping or similar needs as an interim step to informing the ReGIS process. 
 

 NO DISCUSSION 
 

 E. Summary of Funding Opportunities 
 

 F. Draft Meeting Minutes of STA Board & Advisory Committees 
 

 G. STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 2017 
 

9. FUTURE STA TAC AGENDA ITEMS 
A summary of the agenda items for February and March 2017 were presented. 
 

10. ADJOURNMENT 
The meeting was adjourned at 2:15 p.m. 
 

 The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at, 1:30 p.m. on 
Wednesday, February 22, 2017. 
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Agenda Item 5.B 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
DATE:  February 8, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Liz Niedziela, Transit Program Manager 
RE:  Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Priorities 
 
 
Background: 
The Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 established two sources of funds that 
provide support for public transportation services statewide – the Local Transportation Fund 
(LTF) and the Public Transportation Account (PTA).  Solano County receives TDA funds 
through the LTF and State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) through the PTA.  State law 
specifies that STAF be used to provide financial assistance for public transportation, 
including funding for transit planning, operations and capital acquisition projects. 
 
STAF have been used for a wide range of activities, including providing funds for STA 
transit planning and programs administration, transit studies, transit marketing activities, 
matching funds for the purchase of new intercity buses and covering new bus purchase 
shortfalls on start-up new intercity services when the need arises.   
 
The FY 2016-17 STAF revenue projections were approved by the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC) on November 11, 2016 (Attachment A).  For FY 2015-
16, STA Board approved projects in January 2016 as shown in Attachment B.  
 
Discussion: 
In June 2016, the STA Board approved the STAs Overall Work Plan for FYs 2016-17 and 
2017-18 which include a number of transit projects, programs, and studies.  At this time, staff 
is recommending approval of a comprehensive list of program studies and projects to be 
funded by the FY 2016-17 STAF based on a combination of Overall Work Program tasks 
and STA Board priorities already approved in the Mid-Year Budget by the STA Board in 
January 2017.  These proposed priorities are listed on Attachment C and discussed below. 
 
Northern County STAF  
The STA utilizes STAF to conduct countywide transit planning, marketing, coordination, and 
provide matching funds for replacement of SolanoExpress buses for the third round.  STA 
has put aside enough funding to meet STA obligated amount for the bus replacement, second 
round.   
 
The priorities that will be presented for the STA Board for consideration include the 
continued funding of Intercity Bus Replacement for the next round, Transit Planning and 
Coordination, Transit Coordination (Clipper, Vine, Rio Vista Bus Replacement Loan, Rio 
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Vista Consultant Support), Lifeline, SolanoExpress Marketing, Ridership Survey, Rail 
Volution, Water Transportation Study and Mobility Management Programs. 
 
 
Regional Paratransit STAF  
These funds have been traditionally used in part for the STA to manage the Paratransit 
Coordinating Council (PCC) and the Seniors and People with Disabilities Plan.  In FY 2012-
13, the STA Board approved funding for priorities that support mobility for Seniors and 
People with Disabilities.  The Solano County Mobility Management program has been 
identified as a priority through the Seniors and People with Disabilities Transportation 
Advisory Committee and by the STA Board.  One of the major priorities funded, was the 
Countywide In-Person ADA Eligibility Program.   
 
Some of the priorities that are recommended for the STA Board for consideration are 
continued funding of ADA in-person Eligibility, Paratransit Coordinating Council, Senior 
and People with Disabilities Transportation Advisory Committee, CTSA/Solano Mobility 
Plan Update and Implementation.  (Attachment C).   
 
The STAF balance and reserved funds will be presented at the next meeting in March.  STA 
staff will follow-up with the transit operators to solicit and request for future STAF funds.  
An updated list of STAF funding for FY 2017-18 will be brought back to the Consortium at 
their April meeting. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
This priority list to be funded with State Transit Assistance Funds includes several activities 
performed by the Solano Transportation Authority and previously approved by the STA 
Board.  Approval of this list provides the guidance MTC needs to allocate STAF to the STA 
for continuing and implementing these programs and projects. 
 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the FY 2016-17 STAF priorities as 
specified in Attachment C. 
 
Attachments: 

A. FY 2016-17 STAF Solano population-based fund estimate (MTC Reso. 4220, 
11/16/2016)  

B. Population-based STAF FY 2015-16 Approved Projects 
C. Population-based STAF FY 2016-17 Recommended Projects 
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Attachment A
Res No. 4220
Page 12 of 17
11/16/2016

   

FY2015‐16 STA Revenue Estimate FY2016‐17 STA Revenue Estimate
1. State Revised Estimate (May, 16) $28,799,198 4. Projected Carryover (May, 16) $36,656,112
2. Actual Revenue (Oct, 16) $28,363,635 5. State Estimate4 (Oct, 16) $25,890,283
3. Revenue Adjustment (Lines 2‐1) ($435,563) 6. Total Funds Available (Lines 4+5) $62,546,395

Column A B C D E=Sum(A:D) F G=Sum(E:F)
6/30/2015 FY2014‐15 Q4 FY2014‐16 FY2015‐16 6/30/2016 FY2016‐17 Total

Apportionment Jurisdictions
Balance 

(w/interest)1
Accrual 

Adjustment2
Outstanding

Commitments3
Actual
Revenue

Projected
Carryover4

Revenue
Estimate5

Available For
 Allocation

Northern Counties/Small Operators
Marin 81,537  0  (924,428) 842,891  0  768,516  768,516 
Napa 41,253  0  (496,763) 455,510  0  415,316  415,316 
Solano/Vallejo6 4,345,719  0  (849,532) 1,371,798  4,867,986  1,250,753  6,118,739 
Sonoma 546,848  (392,538) (1,766,428) 1,612,118  0  1,469,867  1,469,867 
CCCTA  144,556  0  (1,742,429) 1,597,874  0  1,456,880  1,456,880 
ECCTA 88,114  0  (1,053,301) 965,187  0  880,020  880,020 
LAVTA  910,297  0  (884,220) 660,326  686,402  602,059  1,288,461 
Union City 155,508  0  (195,686) 231,165  190,987  210,768  401,755 
WCCTA 19,283  0  (232,163) 212,881  0  194,096  194,096 

SUBTOTAL 6,333,115  (392,538) (8,144,950) 7,949,750  5,745,375  7,248,275  12,993,650 
Regional Paratransit

Alameda 103,160  (71,600) (904,447) 872,887  0  795,864  795,864 
Contra Costa (103,151) 145,495  (660,245) 617,901  0  563,379  563,379 
Marin 4,470  0  (123,692) 119,222  0  108,702  108,702 
Napa 8,753  0  (105,440) 96,687  0  88,156  88,156 
San Francisco 25,924  0  (718,489) 692,565  0  631,454  631,454 
San Mateo 30,922  0  (372,390) 341,468  0  311,337  311,337 
Santa Clara 88,454  0  (1,066,456) 978,002  0  891,704  891,704 
Solano 900,849  0  (149,215) 267,002  1,018,636  243,442  1,262,078 
Sonoma 42,603  0  (425,040) 382,437  0  348,692  348,692 

SUBTOTAL 1,101,982  73,895  (4,525,414) 4,368,170  1,018,636  3,982,729  5,001,366 
Lifeline

Alameda 5,080,482  (244,679) (5,841,385) 1,467,860  462,278  1,689,721  2,151,999 
Contra Costa 2,864,977  201,576  (2,990,587) 1,269,889  1,345,855  1,068,509  2,414,364 
Marin 556,377  3,604  (265,568) 200,584  494,998  195,613  690,611 
Napa 463,078  (35,579) (471,543) 118,759  74,714  151,720  226,434 
San Francisco 3,909,710  (124,522) (4,242,025) 823,154  366,317  935,481  1,301,798 
San Mateo 1,637,260  189,241  0  815,730  2,642,231  629,074  3,271,305 
Santa Clara 5,077,735  (132,893) (1,550,000) 1,610,838  5,005,680  1,725,178  6,730,858 
Solano 733,154  131,227  (821,186) 607,328  650,523  477,758  1,128,281 
Sonoma 1,690,827  12,025  (443,268) 604,739  1,864,323  588,692  2,453,015 
MTC Mean‐Based Discount Project 307,529  0  (100,000) 665,000  872,529  0  872,529 
JARC Funding Restoration6 550,842  0  0  0  550,842  0  550,842 

SUBTOTAL 22,871,972  0  (16,725,562) 8,183,880  14,330,290  7,461,746  21,792,036 
MTC Regional Coordination Program8 23,631,214  0  (16,300,032) 7,528,502  14,859,684  6,864,199  21,723,883 
BART to Warm Springs 328,985  0  0  0  328,985  0  328,985 
eBART 1,029  0  0  0  1,029  0  1,029 
Transit Emergency Service Contingency Fund9 0  0  0  333,333  333,333  333,333  666,666 
SamTrans 38,780  0  0  0  38,780  0  38,780 
GRAND TOTAL $54,307,076  ($318,643) ($45,695,959) $28,363,635  $36,656,112  $25,890,283  $62,546,395 
1. Balance as of 6/30/15 is from MTC FY2014‐15 Audit, and it contains both funds available for allocation and funds that have been allocated but not disbursed.
2. Due to delayed SCO payment of FY 2014‐15 STA Population‐Based funds, estimated accruals of FY 2014‐15 STA funds were necessary for MTC audit purposes. These estimated accruals were included in the 
6/30/2015 balance amounts shown in column A. In order to properly account for the final actual FY 2014‐15 STA payments to MTC, which were $318,643 lower than the estimated accrual amount, adjustments 
were necessary to the starting balances for FY 2015‐16. 
3. The outstanding commitments figure includes all unpaid allocations as of 6/30/15, and FY2015‐16 allocations as of 6/30/16.
4. The projected carryover as of 6/30/2016 does not include interest accrued in FY 2015‐16.
5. FY2016‐17 STA revenue generation based on the $266.9 million in the Governor's May 2016 revised FY2016‐17 State Budget.
6. Beginning in FY2008‐09, the Vallejo allocation is combined with Solano, as per MTC Resolution 3837.
7. Includes 2/26/14 Commission action to re‐assign $1.1 million in FY 2014‐15 Lifeline funds, and re‐assigning $693,696 of MTC's Means‐Based Discount Project balance.
8. Committed to Clipper® and other MTC Customer Service projects.
9. Funds for the Transit Emergency Service Contingency Fund are taken "off the top" from the STA Population‐Based program.

FY 2016‐17 FUND ESTIMATE
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE 
POPULATION‐BASED FUNDS (PUC 99313)

STA POPULATION‐BASED APPORTIONMENT BY JURISDICTION & OPERATOR
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Attachment B

Fiscal Year 2015-16 Approved Funding Priorities

State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Population-Based

Northern County and Regional Paratransit Northern County
 Regional 

Paratransit

Balance  $         5,779,380  $              1,809,000 

Committed Funds  $         4,101,260  $                 519,071 

Available for 
Programming

 $         1,678,120  $              1,289,929 

FY 2014-15 Recommended Priority Projects Claimant
 Northern County 

STAF 
Regional 

Paratransit STAF
*Transit Planning and Coordination STA 288,544$             
Intercity Bus Replacement FAST/SolTrans 754,312$             
**Transit Coordination Implementation/Rio Vista Bus/Vine/Clipper STA/Rio Vista/Vine 165,000$             
Suisun Amtrak Swap STA/Suisun City 137,549$             
Lifeline STA 15,000$               
***Solano Express Marketing STA/FAST/SolTrans 787$                     
Water Transportation Plan STA/FAST/SolTrans 27,035$               
Ridership Survey and Analysis STA 140,000$             
PCC STA 35,000$                    
Senior & People w/Disabilities Committee STA 30,000$                    
Mobility Management Program Implementation STA 146,830$             
ADA In Person Eligibility STA 380,000$                  

Total 1,675,057$          445,000$                  
Ending Balance 3,063$                  844,929$                  

*Transit Coordination FY2016-16 Budget includes a carryover of $123,990.  The available amount for FY 2015-16 willl be $288,990.
** Transit Planning FY2016-16 Budget includes a carryover of $25,000.  The available amount for FY 2015-16 willl be $303,544.
***SolanoExpress FY 2015-16 Budget includes a carryover of ~ $149,000.  The available amount for FY 2015-16 will be  $150,000.
****To be reserved for Solano Mobility Program and for Solano Intercity Paratransit/Taxi Scrip Program.  

Approved

FY2015-16
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Attachment C

Fiscal Year 2016-17 Recommended Funding Priorities

State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Population-Based

Recommended Northern County and Regional Paratransit Northern County
 Regional 

Paratransit

FY 2016-17  Recommended Priority Projects Claimant
 Northern County 

STAF 
Regional 

Paratransit STAF
Transit Planning and Coordination STA 341,570$             
Intercity Bus Replacement (round 3) FAST/SolTrans 200,000$             
Solano Express Marketing STA/FAST/SolTrans 150,000$             
Intercity Ridership Study STA 90,000$               
Lifeline STA 15,000$               
Coordinated SRTP/Transit Corridor/Transit Analysis/Implementation STA/FAST/SolTrans 162,304$             
Solano Mobility Call Center STA 116,322$             
Travel Training STA 15,000$               
Expenditure Plan STA 25,000$               
Transit Coordination Implementation-Rio Vista, Vine, Clipper STA 269,880$             
Rail Volution STA 15,000$               
Water Transportation Study STA 52,866$               
PCC STA 30,000$                  
Senior & People w/Disabilities Committee STA 20,000$                  
CTSA/Solano Mobility Plan Update and  Implementation STA 200,000$                
ADA In Person Eligibility STA 275,000$                

Total 1,452,942$          525,000$                

*The reuqested amount includes carryover from prior year.

Recommended

FY2016-17
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Agenda Item 5.C 
February 22, 2016 

 
 

 
 
 
DATE:  February 9, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Philip Kamhi, Transit Program Manager 
RE:  Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) Fiscal Year 

(FY) 2016-17 Funding 
 
 
Background/Discussion: 
The State of California has identified reduction of the emission of Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) as 
a major policy focus, and has approved legislation such as Assembly Bill (AB) 32, Senate Bills 
(SB) 375 (regional transportation plans) and SB 753 (environmental thresholds of significance) 
to help achieve GHG emission reductions.  One of the programs that is an outgrowth of this 
effort - the State Cap and Trade Program - was introduced with draft funding regulations in 
2014. 
 
On February 2, 2017, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) sent an email (Attachment 
A) to Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) of the Cap and Trade Program project 
sponsors and included a detailed list of the LCTOP funding shares (Attachment B). 
 
Attachment A includes LCTOP funding shares and the following breakdown for Solano County: 
Solano County Revenue-based 

Funding 
Pop.-based 
Funding 

Total Funding (Revenue-
based and Pop.-based) 

City of Dixon $441 - $441 
City of Fairfield $11,102 - $11,102 
City of Rio Vista $101 - $101 
Solano County Transit $25,920 - $25,920 
City of Vacaville - - - 
Solano County Operators (TBD) - $196,109 $196,109 

            
In Marin, Solano and Sonoma Counties, MTC has assigned a lump sum (population-based 
funding) to the County Transportation Authorities for distribution coordinated at the county 
level.  MTC required that applications for this funding be returned by February 23, 2017. 
 
The $233,673 of total LCTOP funding available to Solano County this year, is an extreme 
decline over the $504,292 in LCTOP funding that was available to Solano County last year.  
  
At the January 2016 STA Board meeting, the STA Board approved the following Cap and Trade 
Project Priorities: 

1. SolanoExpress Bus Replacement 
2. Fairfield-Vacaville Train Station 
3. STA Managed Lanes Implementation Plan (MLIP) Priority Projects 

15

jmasiclat
Typewritten Text



A complication with the LCTOP funding is that 50% of the funding must be spent in a 
Disadvantaged Community (DAC), where these communities exist. There are two DAC’s in 
Solano County, one in Vallejo and one in Rio Vista. Thus, any regional program’s use of 
LCTOP funds must have 50% of funding allocated to the DAC.  Considering this, and with a 
significant drop in LCTOP funding available for Solano County, STA staff again recommends 
distributing the FY 2016-17 LCTOP population funding directly by population share to the 
individual transit operators and then working with the operators and the STA Board to develop a 
plan for future distribution of LCTOP funds.  The recommended distribution of funding for FY 
2016-17 is as follows: 

    

Jurisdiction Population* Population % FY16-17 LCTOP 
funding 

City of Dixon 19,390 4.66% $9,131.47  

City of Fairfield (Fairfield and 
Suisun) 142,462 34.21% $67,090.63  

City of Rio Vista 8,348 2.00% $3,931.38  

Solano County Transit 

(Vallejo and Benicia) 
149,420 35.88% $70,367.41  

City of Vacaville 96,803 23.25% $45,588.11  

 
416,423 100% $196,109  

*Data from U.S Census Bureau (2015 Estimates) 
 
Applications for the FY 2016-17 LCTOP program are due to MTC for review by February 23, 
2017.   
 
Fiscal Impact: 
A total of $196,109 LCTOP Population-based funding is available for FY 2016-17 for Solano 
County. 
 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following:  

1. Monitor changes to MTC’s Cap and Trade framework;  
2. Upon MTC framework adoption, return to discuss development of a plan for future 

distributions of LCTOP funding; 
3. Authorize distribution of the FY 2016-17 Low Carbon Transit Operations Program 

Population-based funding by population share, as follows:  
 City of Dixon: $9,131.47 
 City of Fairfield: $67,090.63  
 City of Rio Vista: $3,931.38 
 Solano County Transit: $70,367.41   
 City of Vacaville: $45,588.11  

4. The Cities of Dixon, Vacaville and Rio Vista swap of their LCTOP funding with 
SolTrans for TDA funds.  The reconciliation will occur through the TDA matrix process 
for FY 2017-18; and 
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5. Jurisdictions will return with information to STA on how they will utilize the LCTOP 
funding for FY 2016-17 by March 30, 2017. 

 
Attachments: 

A. MTC LCTOP 2016-17 Shares 
B. MTC LCTOP 2015-16 Shares 
C. MTC TFWG Email Dated 2/2/17 
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From: Craig Bosman
Cc: Melanie Choy
Subject: LCTOP Shares Now Available -- Please Submit Your Project Descriptions to MTC by February 10
Date: Thursday, February 02, 2017 2:16:27 PM
Attachments: FY 2016-17 LCTOP Rev- and Pop-Based Operator Final Amounts.pdf

Dear LCTOP Project Sponsors,
 
Amounts for the FY2016-17 Low Carbon Transit Operations Program are now available. Please see
the attached PDF for the breakdown of population-based and revenue-based shares. The State
Controller’s list is also available here: http://www.dot.ca.gov/drmt/docs/lctop/16-
17lowcarboneligibilitylist.pdf.
 
For population-based funds, MTC will be taking a project list to the Commission and submit one
letter directly to Caltrans for all projects. In order to ensure these funds are passed through to your
agency, please send me the following by Friday, February 10:
 

1.       Project Name
2.       Project description
3.       LCTOP amount (population-based, and revenue-based if any)
4.       Total project cost
5.       Project schedule (start and end date)
6.       Benefit to Disadvantaged Communities, if applicable

 
Read on for more program details.
 
LCTOP Guidelines and Caltrans Allocation Request Materials
Final program guidelines have been posted at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/drmt/docs/lctop/final_guidelines.pdf. Allocation request forms are also
available on Caltrans’ LCTOP website at http://www.dot.ca.gov/drmt/splctop.html.
 

Caltrans Allocation Workshop – February 7th @ MTC
Caltrans will hold LCTOP allocation workshops across the state this month, including on Tuesday,

February 7th from 10:30AM-12:30PM at the Bay Area Metro Center, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco.
For more information see  http://www.dot.ca.gov/drmt/docs/lctop/ar_workshop3.pdf.
 
FY 2016/17 Population-Based Funds Funding Amounts and MTC Process
MTC receives the region’s population-based funds and distributes according to the regional Cap and
Trade Framework. Note, this does not apply to the Revenue-based funding, which sponsors can work
directly with Caltrans on. See population-based amounts in the attached PDF.
 
MTC’s involvement in your Allocation Request will be streamlined this year – instead of dealing with
signatures, etc., we will be submitting one letter directly to Caltrans for all projects. See list of 6
required items above. Once your full allocation request is completed, please send that to us as well.
 
We intend to take this to the March Programming and Allocations Committee meeting for approval.
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J:\PROJECT\Funding\Cap and Trade\LCTOP\FY2016-17\FY 2016-17 LCTOP Rev- and Pop-Based Operator Final Amounts.xlsx Page 1 of 1


Operator
Operator Share per 
STA Revenue-Based 


for FY 2016-17


State Controller's 
Office - 


Confirmed 
Amount


ACCMA - Corresponding to ACE 0.2505%  $               24,159 
Caltrain 5.2130%  $             502,652 
CCCTA 0.5892%  $               56,812 
City of Dixon 0.0046%  $                     441 
ECCTA 0.2729%  $               26,312 
City of Fairfield 0.1151%  $               11,102 
GGBHTD 4.6145%  $             444,949 
City of Healdsburg 0.0005%  $                       47 
LAVTA 0.2382%  $               22,964 
Marin Transit 0.8595%  $               82,873 
NVTA 0.0595%  $                  5,739 
City of Petaluma 0.0134%  $                  1,289 
City of Rio Vista 0.0011%  $                     101 
SamTrans 3.2059%  $             309,127 
City of Santa Rosa 0.1309%  $               12,618 
Solano County Transit 0.2688%  $               25,920 
Sonoma County Transit 0.1417%  $               13,661 
City of Union City 0.0403%  $                  3,885 
VTA 12.3346%  $          1,189,347 
VTA - Corresponding to ACE 0.2682%  $               25,863 
WCCTA 0.3088%  $               29,774 
WETA 1.2684%  $             122,301 


SUBTOTAL 30.1994%  $          2,911,936 
AC Transit 9.3293%  $             899,387 
BART 21.4339%  $          2,066,315 
SFMTA 39.0374%  $          3,764,725 


SUBTOTAL 69.8006%  $          6,730,427 
GRAND TOTAL 100.0000%  $          9,642,363 


Statewide LCTOP Revenue-Based Funds  $        17,313,000 
MTC Region LCTOP Revenue-Based Funds  $          9,642,363 


55.7%


FINAL


FY 2016-17 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) 


Apportionments for Revenue-Based Program


MTC Region Share of Statewide LCTOP Revenue-Based Funds
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Operator / Entity / Program


 MTC Cap and Trade 
Framework Amount 


($ millions) 


Percent Share Per 
Framework 


Amount


MTC 
Confirmed 


Amount


CCCTA 20.4                            6.8%  $        228,378 
ECCTA 12.3                            4.1%  $        137,935 
LAVTA 8.4                              2.8%  $          94,419 
NCPTA 5.8                              1.9%  $          65,105 
City of Union City 3.0                              1.0%  $          33,064 
WCCTA 2.7                              0.9%  $          30,450 
Marin County Operators (TBD) 10.8                            3.6%  $        120,438 
Solano County Operators (TBD) 17.5                            5.8%  $        196,109 
Sonoma County Operators (TBD) 20.6                            6.8%  $        230,423 


SUBTOTAL 102                             33.7%  $     1,136,320 
Clipper and Fare Policy 100                             33.2%  $     1,118,681 
Invest in key transit corridors (i.e. TPI) (2016-17: 
SFMTA) 100                             33.2%  $     1,118,681 
TOTAL 302                             100%  $     3,373,683 


Statewide LCTOP Population-Based Funds  $   17,313,000 
 $     3,373,683 


19.5%
MTC Region LCTOP Population-Based Funds
MTC Region Share of Statewide LCTOP Population-Based Funds


FINAL


FY 2016-17 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) 
Apportionments for Population-Based Program





		FY 16-17 LCTOP Final Amounts
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Disadvantaged Communities
We have confirmed with Caltrans that for all LCTOP funds, including population-based and revenue-
based funds, if your jurisdiction has a Disadvantaged Community, you must meet the program’s
Disadvantaged Community requirement. See the program guidelines for details.
 
Feel free to contact me or Melanie Choy (415-778-6607) with any questions. Thanks, and we look
forward to receiving your project information.
 
Craig Bosman
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
415-778-6770
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J:\PROJECT\Funding\Cap and Trade\LCTOP\FY2016-17\FY 2016-17 LCTOP Rev- and Pop-Based Operator Final Amounts.xlsx Page 1 of 1

Operator
Operator Share per 
STA Revenue-Based 

for FY 2016-17

State Controller's 
Office - 

Confirmed 
Amount

ACCMA - Corresponding to ACE 0.2505%  $               24,159 
Caltrain 5.2130%  $             502,652 
CCCTA 0.5892%  $               56,812 
City of Dixon 0.0046%  $                     441 
ECCTA 0.2729%  $               26,312 
City of Fairfield 0.1151%  $               11,102 
GGBHTD 4.6145%  $             444,949 
City of Healdsburg 0.0005%  $                       47 
LAVTA 0.2382%  $               22,964 
Marin Transit 0.8595%  $               82,873 
NVTA 0.0595%  $                  5,739 
City of Petaluma 0.0134%  $                  1,289 
City of Rio Vista 0.0011%  $                     101 
SamTrans 3.2059%  $             309,127 
City of Santa Rosa 0.1309%  $               12,618 
Solano County Transit 0.2688%  $               25,920 
Sonoma County Transit 0.1417%  $               13,661 
City of Union City 0.0403%  $                  3,885 
VTA 12.3346%  $          1,189,347 
VTA - Corresponding to ACE 0.2682%  $               25,863 
WCCTA 0.3088%  $               29,774 
WETA 1.2684%  $             122,301 

SUBTOTAL 30.1994%  $          2,911,936 
AC Transit 9.3293%  $             899,387 
BART 21.4339%  $          2,066,315 
SFMTA 39.0374%  $          3,764,725 

SUBTOTAL 69.8006%  $          6,730,427 
GRAND TOTAL 100.0000%  $          9,642,363 

Statewide LCTOP Revenue-Based Funds  $        17,313,000 
MTC Region LCTOP Revenue-Based Funds  $          9,642,363 

55.7%

FINAL

FY 2016-17 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) 

Apportionments for Revenue-Based Program

MTC Region Share of Statewide LCTOP Revenue-Based Funds
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J:\PROJECT\Funding\Cap and Trade\LCTOP\FY2016-17\FY 2016-17 LCTOP Rev- and Pop-Based Operator Final Amounts.xlsx Page 1 of 1

Operator / Entity / Program

 MTC Cap and Trade 
Framework Amount 

($ millions) 

Percent Share Per 
Framework 

Amount

MTC 
Confirmed 

Amount

CCCTA 20.4                            6.8%  $        228,378 
ECCTA 12.3                            4.1%  $        137,935 
LAVTA 8.4                              2.8%  $          94,419 
NCPTA 5.8                              1.9%  $          65,105 
City of Union City 3.0                              1.0%  $          33,064 
WCCTA 2.7                              0.9%  $          30,450 
Marin County Operators (TBD) 10.8                            3.6%  $        120,438 
Solano County Operators (TBD) 17.5                            5.8%  $        196,109 
Sonoma County Operators (TBD) 20.6                            6.8%  $        230,423 

SUBTOTAL 102                             33.7%  $     1,136,320 
Clipper and Fare Policy 100                             33.2%  $     1,118,681 
Invest in key transit corridors (i.e. TPI) (2016-17: 
SFMTA) 100                             33.2%  $     1,118,681 
TOTAL 302                             100%  $     3,373,683 

Statewide LCTOP Population-Based Funds  $   17,313,000 
 $     3,373,683 

19.5%
MTC Region LCTOP Population-Based Funds
MTC Region Share of Statewide LCTOP Population-Based Funds

FINAL

FY 2016-17 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) 
Apportionments for Population-Based Program
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J:\PROJECT\Funding\Cap and Trade\LCTOP\LCTOP_2015-16 Shares.xlsx

Provisional Distribution of Low Carbon Transit Operations Program Funds for FY 2015-16
Estimates revenues based on State Controller's Office Letter dated 10/30/2015

Revenue-based Funding Pop.-based Funding
Total Funding 

(Revenue-based and
 Pop.-based)

Operator / Entity / Program 20,890,977$                         7,275,276$                          28,166,253$                            
ACTC - Corresponding to ACE 52,342$                                 -$                                        52,342$                                   
Caltrain 1,089,039$                            -$                                        1,089,039$                              
CCCTA 123,087$                               492,491$                             615,578$                                 
ECCTA 57,005$                                 297,455$                             354,460$                                 
LAVTA 49,753$                                 203,612$                             253,365$                                 
NCPTA 12,433$                                 140,397$                             152,830$                                 
SamTrans 669,751$                               279,772$                             949,523$                                 
City of Union City 8,417$                                   71,301$                               79,718$                                   
VTA 2,576,819$                            985,763$                             3,562,582$                              
VTA - Corresponding to ACE 56,032$                                 -$                                        56,032$                                   
WCCTA 64,506$                                 65,666$                               130,172$                                 
WETA 264,976$                               -$                                        264,976$                                 

Marin County
GGBHTD 964,017$                               -$                                        964,017$                                 
Marin Transit 179,550$                               -$                                        179,550$                                 
Marin County Operators (TBD) -$                                          259,722$                             259,722$                                 

Solano County
City of Dixon 955$                                      -$                                        955$                                         
City of Fairfield 24,054$                                 -$                                        24,054$                                   
City of Rio Vista 220$                                      -$                                        220$                                         
City of Vacaville -$                                          -$                                        -$                                            
Solano County Transit 56,158$                                 -$                                        56,158$                                   
Solano County Operators (TBD) -$                                          422,905$                             422,905$                                 

Sonoma County
City of Healdsburg 101$                                      -$                                        101$                                         
City of Petaluma 2,792$                                   -$                                        2,792$                                      
City of Santa Rosa 27,337$                                 -$                                        27,337$                                   
Sonoma County Transit 29,599$                                 -$                                        29,599$                                   
Sonoma County Operators (TBD) -$                                          496,902$                             496,902$                                 

SUBTOTAL 6,308,943$                           3,715,986$                          10,024,929$                            
AC Transit 1,948,597$                            -$                                        1,948,597$                              
BART 4,476,845$                            -$                                        4,476,845$                              
SFMTA 8,156,592$                            -$                                        8,156,592$                              

SUBTOTAL 14,582,034$                         -$                                          14,582,034$                            
MTC Regional Coordination Program -- Clipper -$                                         3,559,290$                          3,559,290$                              

FY 2015-16
Estimated Low Carbon Transit Operations Program 
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Agenda Item 5.D 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
 
DATE:             February 10, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Judy Leaks, Rideshare & Mobility Call Center Program Manager  
RE:  Overview of Updated Vanpool Program 
 
 
Background: 
In the late 1970’s rideshare programs were instituted throughout the country to provide 
assistance to individuals who wanted to form vanpools.  Funded by Caltrans in California, they 
enabled groups of 10-15 strangers to come together and lease a vehicle.  Those groups paid all 
the expenses for the vehicle, including lease, maintenance, insurance and fuel.  Solano County 
residents were quick to use vanpools to transport them to employment areas in San Francisco and 
Sacramento.  US Air Force retirees were settling in Solano County and finding jobs at the United 
Airline Maintenance Facility at the San Francisco International Airport (SFO) and other area 
airports.  Vanpools were the economical, dependable and, with the inception of carpool lanes, the 
fastest way to get to these areas of employment.   
 
As of January 2017, according to the 511 Ridematch Database, 203 of the Bay Area’s 502 
registered vanpools (40%) travel to, from, or through Solano County daily.  This equates to 
approximately 2,233 van riders; 4,466 trips per day; 1,161,160 trips annually.   
 
Since 2000, STA through Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI), received annual funding 
from the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) through the Regional Rideshare 
Program, to provide rideshare services in Solano and Napa counties which includes services to 
commuters, employers and the formation and assistance of vanpools.   
 
Current vanpool services include marketing, forming new vanpools, and ongoing support to 
existing ones.  Marketing is provided through employer services and promotions.  Vanpool 
formation entails recruiting new drivers, providing information regarding legal requirements, 
running Motor Vehicle Record (MVR) reports, recruiting passengers, providing new driver and 
start-up incentives, arranging for toll-free FasTrak transponders for eligible vanpools, referrals to 
possible vanpool vendors, etc. Ongoing support keeps vanpools on the road and involves routine 
follow-up calls to drivers to ascertain current status, ensuring that pools with 4 or more empty 
seats are marketed more prominently to the commuting public, signs/posters are distributed to 
drivers, making placement calls to prospective passengers and addressing any concerns the 
drivers may have.  $95,000 is spent on staff time each year to provide vanpool services. 
 
In 2015, MTC announced that the Regional Rideshare Program funding would be reduced by 
50% and would ultimately eliminate funding to local county programs, like SNCI, by FY 2017-
18.  SNCI received the final contract from MTC this year for FY 2016-17.   
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Discussion: 
The changes in funding provide an opportunity to reassess SNCI’s approach to vanpool service 
provision in Solano County, while the Napa Valley Vanpool Program agreement (executed in 
March 2016) with Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA) will direct the approach in 
Napa County.   
 
Solano County Updated Vanpool Model: 
A survey conducted in March 2013 showed that radio and online methods are the best way to 
reach commuters.  The SNCI Program will partner with other STA programs, such as Solano 
Mobility and SolanoExpress, to share the costs of these marketing avenues.  In addition to this, 
STA will encourage vanpooling at employer sites during worksite events like health & benefits 
fairs and special vanpool interest gatherings.   
 
To facilitate vanpool formation, SNCI proposes to enter into an agreement with Enterprise 
Rideshare, the only established full-service vanpool vendor in the Bay Area, to provide vanpool 
formation services, decreasing the hands-on role the SNCI Program staff would play in starting 
new vanpools.  Enterprise will complete all the steps in forming a vanpool including providing a 
vehicle, maintenance, and insurance as well as ensuring all legal requirements were met.  Also, 
through the vendor, the vanpool may take advantage of any incentives that are available, 
including future subsidies that would be the result of reporting mileage statistics to the National 
Transit Database and MTC receiving FTA 5307 funding.   
 
A vanpool’s stability is affected by many factors – retirements, lay-offs, new jobs, illnesses. 
STA’s SNCI Program will continue to provide the ongoing support that keeps vanpools on the 
road. Customer Service Representatives (CSRs) will complete scheduled calls to drivers, 
determining status and assisting them address problems and concerns, including the provision of 
vanpools signs and ‘Riders Wanted’ posters.    
 
Napa County Updated Vanpool Model: 
STA contracted with NVTA to provide a vanpool service program in Napa County using FTA 
and local funds provided by NVTA, totaling $127,220, in March 2016.  $83,470 will be paid 
directly to vanpool groups in the form of incentives/subsidies, while $43,750 will be disbursed to 
SNCI to market and administer the program.  This contract will continue through June 30, 2018 
or until the incentive/subsidies funds runs out, whichever comes first. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
As mentioned in this staff report, that due to the loss in $240,000 annual Regional Rideshare 
funding, STA is adopting its Vanpool Program.  This proposed change will have an estimated 
cost of $45,000 in staff work to do the marketing and support services.  This will be funded 
through a combination of Air District and One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) funding.  The services 
for the vanpool provider will be at no cost to the STA. 
 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to enter into an 
agreement with the vanpool vendor, a.k.a. Enterprise Rideshare, to provide ongoing vanpool 
formation services for Solano County. 
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Agenda Item 6.A 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 

 
DATE:  February 12, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Philip Kamhi, Transit Program Manager 
RE:  First/Last Mile Pilot - Suisun Train Station/Solano 
  Business Park 
 
 

Background: 
Based on discussions between staff from the County of Solano Health and Social Services and 
STA, a transit service gap exists between the County of Solano Health and Social Services office 
located within the Solano Business Park and the Suisun/Fairfield Train Station. The Solano 
Business Park is located south of Highway 12 and contains over 70 employers with one of the 
largest employers being Solano County.  This first and last mile gap was accentuated by 
customers that have purchased “beater” cars that they leave at the train station as a solution to 
close the last two and a half miles between the two locations. Recognizing this issue, STA staff 
has been working with Solano County and other employers located within the Solano Business 
Park to assess the need for first/last mile solutions.  
 
STA staff has looked at developing a new service as a pilot to/from the Suisun Train Station, and 
to/from the Solano Health and Social Services and the Solano Business Park.  Initially, the STA 
staff evaluated a conventional shuttle bus service to connect the two locations. A bus could travel 
to/from the two locations and would likely need to operate for 5-6 hours daily in order to meet 
peaks and provide a minimum amount of midday service. 
 
Another alternative to the conventional bus service could be in the form of a partnership with an 
on-demand Transportation Network Company (TNC).  TNCs provide prearranged transportation 
services for compensation using an online-enabled application or platform (such as smart phone 
apps) to connect drivers using their vehicles.  Examples of TNC’s are Lyft and Uber. Over the 
last few years, a number of communities have begun to partner with TNC’s to provide reduced 
costs services that compliment traditional public transit services.  Example of these agencies and 
communities include Sacramento Regional Transit (SacRT), Transportation Authority of Marin 
(TAM), Centennial Colorado, Pinellas-Suncoast Transit Authority, Jupiter Florida, Livermore 
Amador Valley Transit Authority (LAVTA), and the Santa Clara Valley Transportation 
Authority (VTA). They have or about to pilot programs to complement transit investments to 
reduce transit costs in first/last mile connections.  
 
In January 2017 the Consortium and TAC forwarded a recommendation to the STA Board to 
authorize STA staff to develop a first/last mile demonstration project. The STA Board approved 
this recommendation at the February 8, 2017, meeting.   
 
Discussion:  
In order to design a first/last mile pilot, STA staff has evaluated both shuttle and TNC models 
and have included a description of the shuttle model and a financial analysis (Attachment B).  As 
a result of this analysis, staff is recommending using the TNC model as the first/last pilot for this 
area.  
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STA staff met with San Francisco-based TNC, Lyft, to develop this model. Lyft is currently 
partnering with several nearby Transportation agencies, including LAVTA, SacRT, and TAM.  
Under a Lyft partnership, STA would subsidize trips between the Suisun/Fairfield Train Station 
and Employer sites. Pickup and drop-off locations would be geofenced, and would only allow 
trips between destinations within the geofence (Attachment C).  To use this service, a customer 
would sign up for the pilot with STA (through the STA employer program), and STA would 
provide a unique coupon code, which can be entered into the Lyft app. To use the service, a rider 
would book a trip using a smartphone app.  Alternatively, a customer can visit or call the Solano 
Mobility Call Center to book trips (if a smartphone is not available).     
 
The trip would be on-demand, and a car would come when requested by the customer.  With the 
coupon code, the customer would pay the first $2.00 of each trip, after which the STA would pay 
the remaining amount up to $10.00. Trips from the Suisun Train Station to the Solano County 
Health and Human Services and other businesses located within the Solano Business Park cost 
are estimated at approximately $7-12 in total, and $9.50 is the average trip cost. Thus, most trips 
would only cost the customer $2, with the STA covering the remaining cost. However, for the 
further locations including Northbay and Partnership Health, trip cost are estimated at 
approximately $10-17 in total, and $13.50 is the average. Thus, a customer traveling to Northbay 
or Partnership Health would on average pay a $3.50 fare.  Sharing trips would be encouraged, 
and the fare would remain the same regardless of how many riders are in a car. Typical Lyft cars 
can accommodate four riders, so a shared ride could lower the passenger fare to as low as $0.50 
per customer.  The service would operate 24 hours a day, seven days a week, allowing the rider 
to adjust their schedule as necessary, and also addressing concern that was identified in the 
survey over emergency need to leave early. 
 
Lyft would provide STA with the backend technology changes, administrative services, data 
reporting and assistance in marketing.  The data reporting that Lyft would provide would include 
ridership information, equivalent to the data that is required by the National Transit Database. 
 
Compared to a shuttle service, the TNC pilot can be more cost effective for the passenger, as an 
average $2 fare can be shared with up to three other passengers, costing each passenger $0.50.  
The shuttle would be a similar $2 fare, however, in order to make the minimum 20% farebox 
recovery ratio, which is required to use Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding, 
approximately 50-75 daily riders would be necessary. Under the shuttle pilot, set hours would be 
required, and would operate and cost the agency money regardless of passengers.  Under the 
TNC pilot, the agency only subsidizes trips that occur.   
 
The Lyft pilot is also more convenient than a shuttle for the customer, as it provides more direct 
origin to destination trips than a shuttle service, and it has greater flexibility (allows customer to 
leave work early, or stay late if needed). 
 
For this pilot project, staff recommends limiting the number of employers to control costs.  The 
following companies/agencies have been identified: Anheuser-Busch (Budweiser), Fairfield-
Suisun Sewer District, Jelly Belly Factory, NorthBay Center for Primary Care, Partnership 
Health Plan, Solano County Health and Social Services and staff is following up with their 
employer surveys.  Since demand is still being measured, and will likely take time to build, STA 
staff recommends that a TNC model would be a better pilot, to determine demand.  Staff 
recommends that this be a six-month-long pilot, called “Solano Mobility Ride” and the service 
be evaluated on a monthly basis.  Prior to the end of a six-month pilot, staff will provide an 
evaluation of the pilot, and recommend next steps.  The service start date can be as early as May 
2017. 
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Fiscal Impact: 
For the six-month pilot project, staff recommends reserving a not-to-exceed amount of $100,000 
of Transportation Funds for Clean Air (TFCA) from the Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District (BAAQMD).  If the pilot program is determined successful, staff will look for other 
possible funding opportunities to sustain the service. 
 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to implement a 
first/last mile “Solano Mobility Ride” pilot for the Suisun Amtrak Station and employers and to 
execute a contract with Lyft for a not-to-exceed amount of $100,000 for a six-month long pilot. 
 
Attachments: 

A. Map Showing Employer Locations 
B. Comparison of Shuttle Pilot to TNC Pilot 
C. TNC Operation 
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Partnership Health

First/Last Mile Pilot Proposed Initial Employer Sites

Solano County Health 
and Social Services
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Attachment B 

Comparison of Shuttle Pilot to TNC Pilot 
 

Shuttle Pilot Description: 
Under the Shuttle model, it would need to operate a shuttle six hours daily, to provide coverage 
during the two peak periods, and a small amount of midday service. The service would operate 
on a fixed schedule, scheduled to meet as many peak hour trains as possible.  However, at certain 
times the shuttle would need to decide whether it would meet the Eastbound or Westbound 
Capitol Corridor train, or the shuttle (and passengers) might spend a large amount of time 
waiting.  Since the bus would operate on a fixed route schedule and serve up to six locations, a 
passenger that rides the bus might need to wait for up to six stops to get to their location, and 
trips to/from the last stop would take over 30 minutes.  Customers would pay a $2 fare for each 
trip, and the remaining cost would be paid by the agency.     
 
 
The following chart compares the two different models, from a financial perspective: 
   Shuttle  TNC 

Vehicle Cost*  $80,000 $0 
Operating Hours Per Day 6 24 
Estimated Cost Per Hour $80-$125 NA 
Estimated Daily O&M Costs $480-$1,000 $190.00 
Estimated Annual O&M Costs $122,000-$190,000 $48,260 
Daily Ridership (held at constant)** 20 20 
Passenger Fares ($2/trip) $10,160 $10,160 
Estimated Farebox Recovery Ratio (20% 
Minimum Required) 5%-8% 21% 
Estimated Cost/Ride $24-$50 $7-10 
*There might be opportunity to lease a vehicle through a contract. 
**It is likely that there might be higher ridership under the TNC model, as it provides greater 
flexibility for the passenger. 
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TNC Operation

Customer 
needs to be 
within 
geofenced 
area to take 
a trip.

Suisun Train 
Station 
(geofence)

• Suisun/Fairfield Train Station and 
Employer sites would be geofenced
• Pickups and drop-offs only subsidized 

in geofenced areas

• Customer signs up for pilot through 
STA and would be given a unique 
coupon code for use with TNC

• Taking a trip:
1. Rider would book trip through TNC 

app (other options are available)
2. Rider would pay $2 fare, coupon 

code covers up-t0 the next $10
• Sharing Rides would be encouraged, 

lowering passenger’s cost per trip

• TNC would provide:
• Backend technology changes
• Administrative services
• Data reporting
• Assistance in marketing

• STA would reimburse coupon codes 
on monthly basis
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Agenda Item 6.B 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
DATE:             January 20, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Brandon Thomson, Transit Mobility Coordinator  

David Koffman/Richard Weiner, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates 
RE:  Intercity Paratransit/Taxi Scrip Program – Phase II, Delivery Model 
 
 
Background: 
On February 1, 2015, management of the Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip Program transitioned to the 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA) from Solano County. The Solano Intercity Taxi Program 
continues to be a popular program, with nearly all booklets available selling out each month.  
Phase II of this program will seek to incorporate non-ambulatory riders as the taxi companies, 
operating within Solano County, have 13 vehicles that can fulfill this need.  Additionally, 
Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates have analyzed options for a new service delivery model 
that are being proposed in order to achieve long-term program sustainability.  Implementing a 
new service model would also allow for the incorporation of non-ambulatory passengers to the 
Intercity Taxi Scrip program.    
 
In the attached memo, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates provided a brief history of the 
Intercity Taxi Program and present ridership patterns and cost (Attachment A).  As part of a 
study conducted when the transition of administrative responsibility transferred from Solano 
County, one of STA’s key program objectives was to ensure the long-term sustainability of the 
Solano Intercity Taxi Program and address other issues associated with the current program.  In 
this memo, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates presented a variety of options for 
consideration by the Consortium in order to ensure the long-term sustainability of the Solano 
Intercity Taxi Program.   
 
In the attached memo Nelson\Nygaard discuss four service delivery options: 

1. Modified taxi scrip 
2. Taxicards 
3. Centralized reservations 
4. Dedicated fleet 

 
Of these four options, Option 1 Modified Taxi Scrip, and Option 4, service using a dedicated 
fleet (similar to the old Solano Paratransit model), are not sustainable within existing resources 
and do not address the issue of long-term sustainability. The Modified Taxi Scrip model does not 
adequately address accessibility for non-ambulatory riders, does not create effective options for 
controlling costs, and does nothing to reduce the administrative burden of the existing program. 
A service using a dedicated fleet would not be financially feasible. 
 
Of the two feasible options, Option 2, Taxicards, and Option 3, Centralized Reservations, 
Nelson\Nygaard recommends Centralized Reservations. A Centralized Reservations model 
would: 

 Allow ambulatory riders and wheelchair users to use the same reservations and payment 
system
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 Reduce the administrative burden on transit operators. 
 Create better accountability and reduce opportunities for misuse of the program. 
 Establish a more convenient method for customers to pay for trips. 
 Create multiple options for cost containment such as trip grouping, trip priorities or 

limits, and multi-tiered fares or surcharges.  
 
In comparison, a system based on taxicards would create separate and potentially unequal 
services for ambulatory and wheelchair users, add significant cost for equipment in taxicabs as 
well as a need to keep this equipment operating, and involve substantial upfront cost to set up the 
new system. In addition, there appears to be only one vendor available to provide and administer 
the taxicard system. 
 
At the August 2015 SolanoExpress Intercity Transit Consortium, the members recommended 
implementing a centralized reservation model for the Intercity Paratransit/Taxi Scrip Program.   
 
In February 2016, a working group consisting of members of the SolanoExpress Intercity Transit 
Consortium met and recommended that a draft scope of work be developed for the centralized 
reservations model. Attachment B provides a draft scope of work for this service model.  It is 
anticipated that after STA Board selection of the preferred service option, actual implementation 
of this option could occur in mid to late 2017. 
 
On May 6, 2016, a Senior and People with Disabilities Transportation Summit was held in 
Solano County and participants identified the Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip Program Phase 2, 
including non-ambulatory service, as their number one priority.  
 
Discussion: 
To implement an equivalent system, by which all passengers (ambulatory and non-ambulatory) 
would have an equivalent reservations and payment system, STA staff recommends 
implementing a centralized reservations agent model.  
 
The Solano Mobility Call Center is an existing asset designed to assist individuals to get to their 
appointments, shopping, work, recreation and other destinations without driving. The Call Center 
has information on public, non-profit and private transportation services in and around Solano 
County. The Solano Mobility Center is a public agency program serving Solano County with 
information for not only Solano County, but also surrounding counties and regions 
 
The Solano Mobility Call Center would serve as this agent by:  

 receiving all ride request from riders,  
 verifying eligibility,  
 scheduling trips with taxi and other providers,  
 determining the fare and subsidy for each trip,  
 maintaining credit accounts for each rider; and  
 debiting these accounts for each trip taken 

 
The Solano Mobility Call Center operates 7am-5pm, Monday through Friday, which is when 
86% of taxi scrip trips have been taken. Furthermore, 5% of the calls, made after the Solano 
Mobility Call Centers operating hours, appear to be predetermined or previously scheduled trips 
such as work and/or doctor’s appointments.  As an example, many of these trips are to the Travis 
AFB Call center by employees. Thus, these trips can be scheduled ahead of time, during 
operating hours since they are predetermined.   
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There are two situations that the Call Center will not be able to handle on its own: 1) problem 
resolution for pre-scheduled trips out of call center hours; and 2) requesting trips outside of call 
center hours that cannot be scheduled ahead of time.  
 
The first situation is avoidable. Examples of “problem resolution” include: a taxi driver having 
difficulty finding a customer’s location; a customer needing to cancel at the last minute or make 
some minor adjustment in pickup time or location (such as a different building entrance); and a 
customer needing to check on a late pickup. The most straightforward way to address all of these 
situations is to give customers the ability to call the taxi dispatcher directly. Education will be 
needed to ensure that both customers and dispatchers understand that any other changes to trips, 
not made through the call center, may result in non-payment for the trip.  
 
For trips outside of Call Center hours that cannot be scheduled ahead of time, the simplest 
solution would be to contract with one of the taxi companies to act as call center, with the 
provision that each customer would be limited to a small number of these “urgent” after-hours 
trips. For example, each customer could have an allowance of two urgent trips per month. (For 
the majority of users, this allowance would cover all the trips as they make in a typical month 
using intercity taxi scrip.) If the taxi company contractor has access to the trip booking software, 
it could be programmed so the company is only able to book an after-hours trip if the customer is 
within their urgent trip allowance. Alternatively, there may be some other entity (possibly even 
beyond Solano County) is operates 24/7 and could act as after-hours all center. 
  
Jurisdictions will be asked to contribute the minimum funding amounts as specified in the 
current MOU. Jurisdictions would not be required to provide additional funding to cover the cost 
of providing non-ambulatory service.  STA staff is recommending the Solano County TDA be 
used to increase the investment made by each operator for their residents.  If jurisdictions would 
like to increase the amount of available scrip, they will need to contribute additional funding 
using the existing formula (37.31%). The amount available to increase will be capped based 
upon available match and to allow all jurisdictions equal access to expanding their available 
scrip. 
 
The changes to the program will be evaluated on a quarterly and annual basis, and reported back 
to the Consortium, TAC and Board. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
Solano County TDA will be used to cover the incremental cost of providing non-ambulatory 
trips matching the program investment of each local jurisdiction. It is estimated that $220,000 in 
additional Solano County TDA will be required. STA has been reserving Solano County TDA 
funds for this purpose and has an available balance to meet this need.   
 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to STA Board to authorize the following: 

1. Develop a database and centralized reservation system; 
2. Contract for non-ambulatory service; and 
3. Amend the Taxi Scrip Contract to eliminate Taxi Scrip Vouchers and use the Solano 

Mobility Call Center as centralized reservation agent.   
 

Attachments: 
A. Service Delivery Options Memo (5/12/15) 
B. Intercity Taxi Reservations Agent – Draft Scope of Work 
C. MOU Intercity Paratransit Svc 2016 
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M E M O R A N D U M  
To: Solano Transportation Authority 

From: David Koffman 

Date: May 12, 2015 

Subject: Service Delivery Options for Solano Intercity Paratransit Service 

 

INTRODUCTION 
The Solano Intercity Taxi Program allows paratransit eligible individuals to take subsidized taxi 
trips between all of the cities within the county. The program is open to individuals certified as 
ADA paratransit eligible by one of the participating transit operators. Booklets containing scrip 
worth $100 in taxi rides are sold for $15 per booklet. Each transit operator sells scrip to its 
residents who use it to pay for taxi rides between the cities of Solano County. There are nine 
actively participating taxi companies. The precise number of customers is not known. An analysis 
of taxi company invoices in 2013 showed 210 distinct users over a three-month period. Making 
allowance for some infrequent riders, there are probably at least 300 eligible participating 
individuals. 

The taxi companies turn in the scrip that drivers receive from customers to the cities in which 
they are licensed, along with an invoice for reimbursement. The cities review and approve the taxi 
company invoices and forward them for payment by STA. At the end of each fiscal year, there is 
an accounting reconciliation to ensure that each transit operator pays for usage by its riders. 

The Solano Intercity Taxi Program provides a valuable service to ADA paratransit eligible 
residents of Solano County who are able to travel in non-wheelchair accessible vehicles. Over the 
course of the program’s history, ridership has grown significantly and so have costs. The result is 
that the available quantity of taxi scrip is limited and runs out at most locations most months. 
While the popularity of the program is a positive sign from the community’s perspective, it is clear 
that the current design is not meeting needs. In addition, wheelchair users who cannot transfer to 
a standard taxi are completely left out of the program due to the lack of accessible vehicles.  

In 2013 the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) hired Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates 
and Nancy Whelan Consulting to conduct a study that documented how riders currently use the 
program, explored whether there are efficiencies that can be built into the program, and 
examined if there were alternative service delivery models that could provide the service more 
efficiently and cost-effectively, while also providing wheelchair-accessibility. The results of the 
study were delivered as a memorandum to STA that was presented to the STA Board in May 2014.  

One of the key purposes of the study was to determine the feasibility of STA adopting 
administrative responsibility for the program, and how to ensure program sustainability into the 
future if STA were to take it over. As of January 2015, STA did in fact assume administrative 
responsibility. STA contracted with Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates to provide interim 

41



Solano Intercity Paratransit Service Options 
Solano Transportation Authority 

 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates Inc. | 2 

program management services to: 1) help transition the existing program to STA administration,  
2) determine in what ways the program should be modified, and 3) to assist in the transition to a 
modified program.   

The existing program is now being administered by STA and incremental improvements are being 
implemented. To help with the next step, this memorandum provides an updated analysis of 
options for longer-term changes. The memorandum includes: 

 A brief summary of key data about the existing program  

 Analysis of four options for revised service delivery methods. These have been modified 
from the options presented in the earlier memo, taking advantage of additional 
information that has become available. 

 Analysis of implementation issues 

HISTORY 
Solano County has tried multiple methods for providing paratransit service between 
communities, supplementing the ADA and other paratransit services provided by the transit 
operators within their own service areas. For several years the City of Fairfield administered a 
program known as Solano Paratransit that was operated by the same contractor that provided 
ADA paratransit in Fairfield and Suisun. Solano Paratransit was designed to provide ADA 
paratransit corresponding to Route 20, between Fairfield and Vacaville, and also countywide 
intercity service for residents of Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and 
unincorporated areas. This service was discontinued in 2009, after which ADA paratransit service 
between transit service areas was provided by arranging transfers between the operators’ local 
paratransit services. 

In February 2010 a new service, the Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip program, began operations under 
the leadership of the City of Vacaville Transportation Division. The new service was designed as 
supplemental, non-ADA service, while ADA paratransit between cities continued to be provided 
by means of transfers. A Memorandum of Understanding among all of the cities, the County of 
Solano, and eight participating taxi companies outlined responsibilities under the new program.  

The Intercity Taxi Scrip program has been popular and operates with few complaints. However, 
demand for trips has exceeded the available budget, so that several cities routinely sell their entire 
monthly allocation of scrip before the end of the month, and some have implemented caps on the 
amount of scrip that will be sold to each person. In addition, since there are no wheelchair 
accessible taxis in the county, service is only available for customers who can ride in a standard 
passenger vehicle. There are also concerns about the degree of accountability and oversight that is 
possible with the current service design; the cost of very lengthy trips that operate, as is normal in 
taxi operations, with no shared riding; and a high percentage of trips that are taken by a small 
number of individuals to a limited number of destinations.   

In 2013, the County of Solano agreed to take over administration of the program as part of a plan 
to transition to a new service concept. The County led a process that produced a draft Request for 
Proposals for a contractor to implement the new service. The County later determined that it 
would be more appropriate for STA to administer the existing program and any replacement 
service. Following a review of alternative service concepts and feasibility, STA agreed to assume 
responsibility from the County and contracted with Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates to 

42



Solano Intercity Paratransit Service Options 
Solano Transportation Authority 

 

Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates Inc. | 3 

manage the transition process, including implementation of a new program and administration of 
the existing program. 

Since February 2015, the Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip program has operated under STA 
administration with few changes.  

RIDERSHIP PATTERNS AND COSTS 
This section provides a statistical snapshot of the Intercity Taxi Scrip Program based on limited 
data gleaned from three months of 2013 invoices submitted by seven participating taxi companies 
and from summary data prepared by staff of Solano County. 

Summary Data  

Full-year statistics for 2013-14 were: 

Passenger-trips 11,844 

Trips  9,948 

Cost (paid to taxi companies)  $397,406 

Average trip length 13.4 miles 

Average cost per trip $39.95 

Average cost per mile $2.98 

Passengers per trip 1.19 

The number of passenger-trips and the cost of service has fallen from a peak in 2012-13 when 
12,780 passenger-trips were provided at a cost of $529,865. The 2012-13 peak was a sharp 
increase from 2011-12 when 9,643 passenger-trips were provided at a cost of $364,045. Monthly 
data show that usage had already begun to fall off in the second half of 2012-13 because scrip had 
to be limited as the program ran up against budget constraints. The Intercity Taxi Scrip Program 
is still providing more trips at lower cost than the former Solano Paratransit program. In its final 
year of 2008-09, that program cost $612,793 to provide 7,557 passenger-trips, at an average cost 
per passenger-trip of $81.09.  

Of the nine actively participating taxi companies, four, Vacaville Checker Cab, Vallejo-Benicia City 
Cab, Veterans Cab of Fairfield, and Checker Cab of Fairfield, provide 64% of the trips (see Figure 
2). Color coding in Figure 1 indicates the cities in which the companies are based. In 2012-13 
companies based in the city pairings of Vallejo and Benicia, Fairfield and Suisun, and Vacaville 
and Dixon carried about one-third of trips each. In 2013-14, as shown, the share of trip carried by 
Fairfield companies has grown while the share of trips by Vallejo-Benicia companies has fallen. 
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Figure 1 Shares of Taxi Companies 

(Percentage of Trips in 2012-13)   

 

Common Destinations 

The most common non-home destinations of taxi scrip users are locations within Travis Air Force 
Base, especially one location that houses a call center, and Kaiser Permanente in Vacaville. (Most 
of the trips to Travis originate in Vallejo and Benicia.) These locations and others are shown in 
Figure 2. (A “non-home destination” is one that a rider travels to from their home; return trips to 
home are not shown.) Other popular destinations include the Solano Mall, Sutter Medical Center 
and various medical offices in Fairfield, the Vaca Valley Hospital, Kaiser Permanente in Vallejo, 
and DaVita Dialysis in Benicia. The size of the circles represent the number of trips to each 
location in three months of taxi company invoices.  
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Source: Taxi company invoices for three months 

Figure 2 
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Trip Fares 

Most trips have a fare between $20 and $39, but there are substantial numbers of trips with fares 
over $60. Figure 3 provides detail. Typical trips in the $20 range (around eight miles) include 
trips between Vacaville and Travis Air Force Base and between Benicia and Vallejo. Typical trips 
in the $30 range (around 12 miles) include some longer trips between Benicia and Vallejo and 
trips between Vacaville and central Fairfield. Typical trips in the $60 range (over 20 miles) are 
those between Vallejo and Fairfield, including Travis Air Force Base. 

 

Figure 3 Percent of Trips in Fare Ranges 

 

 

 

Time of Day of Travel 

Most taxi scrip trips take place between 8 AM and 4 PM. An early peak at 3 AM and a peak at 3 
PM appear to be largely due to trips to and from the call center in Travis Air Force Base. Figure 4 
shows estimated weekly trips per hour of day, assuming that total travel is about 1,200 trips per 
month, as it was in the middle of 2012-13. The taxi invoices analyzed included about 875 trips per 
month. If this is accurate and complete (possibly reflecting continued scrip limits), then the trip 
levels in Figure 4 should be adjusted downward by about one-fourth. 
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Figure 4 Time of Day of Taxi Scrip Trips 

 
Estimated from taxi company invoices, assuming approximately 1,200 trips per month. 

 

Frequency of Travel by Riders 

A total of 210 distinct individuals used taxi scrip. The average rider made between four and six 
trips per month, depending on overall trip volumes. Using the actual 875 trips per month 
represented in the invoices that were analyzed, 56% of riders used the program for less than two 
trips per month, on average, as shown in Figure 5, accounting for 12% of all trips provided. Since 
these are one-way trips, this means that a typical scrip purchaser takes one round trip every 
month or two. About 13% of all trips were taken by two riders who made more than 50 trips per 
month. Another 16% of trips were taken by five riders who made between 20 and 39 trips per 
month. 
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Figure 5 Trips per Rider per Month 

 

 

 

FOUR SERVICE DELIVERY OPTIONS FOR INTERCITY 
PARATRANSIT SERVICE 
Four options for intercity paratransit service in Solano County are analyzed in this section. The 
four options are: 

1. A modified version of the existing Intercity Taxi Scrip Program 

2. Replacement of scrip with taxicards 

3. Centralized reservations 

4. Service using a dedicated fleet of vehicles, similar to the earlier Solano Paratransit 
program. 

All of the options include wheelchair accessible van service. Each option is reviewed, focusing on 
how wheelchair-accessible service would be provided and identifying opportunities for cost 
containment. The advantages and disadvantages of each option are presented. 

Option 1: Modified Taxi Scrip Program 

The current service delivery method would be continued, but with some modifications to provide 
accessible service and contain costs. The first issue considered is how wheelchair accessible 
service could be added to the taxi scrip program. Two possibilities are: 1) a separate arrangement 
with wheelchair van providers, and 2) working with one or more taxi companies to develop 
wheelchair accessible taxi service.  
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Accessible Service by Wheelchair Van Providers.  

There are several private providers of wheelchair van transport in Solano County. These include:  

 NorthBay Transit Group, based in Vallejo, operates a fleet of wheelchair vans under the 
name Meditrans Service. The same company operates several taxi companies in the 
county.   

 AA Medical Transportation, based in Vallejo, provides nonemergency medical 
transportation using wheelchair vans, sedans, and ambulance-style vehicles for patients 
who need stretcher/gurney transport of life support during transportation. 
http://www.aamedtrans.com/ 

 MedXpress, based in Fairfield, provides wheelchair and gurney transportation in Solano 
County and beyond. http://www.yelp.com/biz/medxpress-llc-fairfield  

 Murphy Medical Transportation in Fairfield provides nonemergency medical 
transportation in Solano County and adjacent areas. www.murphymedicaltransport.com   

These companies typically serve medical providers, hospitals, nursing homes, and some 
specialized programs for people with disabilities. In some cases, the transportation is paid for by 
Medi-Cal, directly or through Partnership Health. Typically, reservations from private-pay clients 
are also taken. Except for the one company that already participates in the Intercity Taxi Scrip 
Program, these companies have not been contacted to determine their interest in participating in 
an intercity paratransit program or the rates they would charge.  

Medi-Cal pays providers $17.65 plus $1.30 per mile for pre-authorized wheelchair van trips to 
Medi-Cal covered services. The starting rate increases to $23.78 at night. Providers are free to 
charge any rates they wish for other clients. The Medi-Cal rates have not changed in many years 
(at least since 2002 and probably much longer). The mileage rate is actually less than the rate 
charged by taxi companies in Solano County. As a result, most companies probably charge much 
more than the Medi-Cal rates when they can. For example, one company in San Jose advertises 
rates of $45 plus $3.00 per mile. (http://www.ai4transport.com/rates.html) For a 13.4-mile trip 
(the average intercity scrip trip in 2013-14), that would work out to $85.20. 

Currently taxi companies in Solano County charge $2.25 (the drop charge) plus $2.75 per mile. In 
practice, this averaged out to $2.98 per mile overall in fiscal year 2013-14. Based on experience in 
Alameda County, accessible service is likely to cost from 50% more to twice as much as 
conventional taxi service. Based on an average trip cost of $39.98 in fiscal year 2013-14, 
wheelchair-accessible trips might be expected to cost between $60 and $80 at current rates. 

Companies that provide wheelchair van service typically work on a reservations basis. It might be 
possible to arrange for same-day appointments, but on-demand service of the type provided by 
taxicabs would probably not be reliably available. 

Since none of these providers would use taxi fares, a different method of payment than taxi scrip 
would need to be established. 

Wheelchair-Accessible Taxi Service 

It would also be possible to work with taxi companies to have them include accessible vehicles in 
their fleets. In order to ensure availability that is equivalent to the availability for non-wheelchair 
users, one company in each jurisdiction would need to have at least two wheelchair accessible 
vehicles. These vehicles are more expensive to operate than a standard taxicab, but the Americans 
with Disabilities Act prohibits taxis charging a higher fare for wheelchair accessible service. 
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However, STA and/or the participating cities could pay a higher rate for trips sponsored under 
the Intercity Taxi Scrip Program. This rate would have to be set high enough to cover drivers’ or 
companies’ added cost to operate these vehicles at other times as well. The companies would also 
probably require assistance purchasing the accessible vehicles. Since STA would probably want to 
limit the arrangement to certain companies, some mechanism would be needed to determine 
which companies would receive the accessible vehicles. It is unknown whether any companies 
would actually be interested in this arrangement.  Finally, the willingness of taxi drivers to 
operate the accessible vehicles is unknown. All these arrangements would add to the already 
complicated process of verifying and processing taxi company invoices. This option is 
theoretically possible but would be extremely difficult to implement in Solano County. It is not 
recommended. 

Cost Containment  

There are limited options for cost containment using scrip, but there are some. The purchase 
price could be increased from the current $15 for a $100 book, for example to $25 or more if 
necessary. It would also be relatively simple to limit the amount of scrip that any given participant 
can purchase.  

Variable fare structures, as have been discussed in the past, would be more difficult than with 
other service models. For example, a three-tier fare structure was proposed by the County in 
2013, as follows: 

Figure 6 Three-Tier Fare Structure Proposal from 2013 

Tier 
Advance 

Reservation Time Period 
Rider Payment 

(Percent of the Meter) 

Tier 1 Yes Mon. – Fri. 9 AM – 5 PM 25% 

Tier 2 
Yes Mon. – Fri. 7 AM – 9 AM and 5 PM – 7 PM  

Sat. 9 AM – 5 PM 
50% 

Tier 3 
Yes Mon. – Fri. 5 AM – 7 AM and 7 PM – 9 PM 

75% 
No All times 

Source: “Intercity Paratransit in Evolution.” presentation by Solano County staff, October 2013 

This type of fare structure would be impossible to enforce using a scrip-based system. However, it 
might be possible to charge a higher amount for scrip purchases over a set monthly limit. This 
assumes that participants would either buy their scrip from a central location for each 
jurisdiction, or that there would be a way to track purchases centrally for each jurisdiction.  

Administrative Simplification  

As long as scrip is retained, opportunities for administrative simplification would be very limited. 

Figure 7 summarizes the advantages and disadvantages of modified taxi scrip. 
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Figure 7 Advantages and Disadvantages of Modified Taxi Scrip 

Advantages Disadvantages 

A less significant overhaul of the current program 
than other options would allow for an easier 
transition 

No significant issues for participants due to 
program changes 

Cost can be contained by raising prices, limiting 
scrip purchases, or possibly charging more for 
purchases over a monthly limit 

Current reasonable quality of service will be 
maintained 

Does not address issue of current lack of 
accountability and reliable billing of current taxi 
companies 

No significant options for administrative 
simplification 

Difficult to control fraud issues 

Fewer options for cost containment than with 
other models  

Issues with developing and administering 
accessible service: 

 Would need separate accessible service with 
medical transport providers, with a new 
payment mechanism, different than taxi scrip 

 Ability of the available accessible van operators 
to provide reasonably demand-responsive 
service is unknown 

 Theoretically possible to establish wheelchair 
accessible taxi service, but extremely difficult 

Limited ability to modify the fare structure: 

 Very hard to establish higher charges for same-
day or off-peak travel  

 Higher charges for ticket or scrip purchases 
over set limits are possible, but have 
administrative issues 

 

Option 2: Taxicard Payment System 

How Taxicards Work 

A card-based system could replace scrip without fundamentally altering the concept of the taxi 
scrip program. The same system is currently used in Chicago, Los Angeles, and Baltimore. 
According to the company that provides this service, MJM Innovations of Baltimore, some much 
smaller cities also use the system.  

Instead of purchasing paper scrip, participants would pay into an account managed by STA with 
the support of MJM. Each customer would have access to a website where they could replenish 
their account, or customers could make payments in person or by mail and STA would update the 
online account. Customers could also review their recent trip history. Each customer would be 
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issued a card that identifies them and that is used by equipment in each taxicab to contact the 
MJM server on which the customer’s account balance and other information would be kept.  

After ordering a taxi and entering the vehicle, a customer would present the card to the driver 
who would run it through a swipe reader. This operation would trigger communication with the 
MJM server to verify that the card has sufficient balance for a minimum-length trip and would 
initiate the process of determining the cost of the trip. At the end of trip, the driver would run the 
card through the reader again. The rider would pay some flat fare amount set by STA and also any 
meter amount over a maximum, also set by STA. To illustrate the flexibility in the amounts, 
Figure 8 shows the flat fare and the maximum that can be charged to the card in three cities.  

Figure 8 Taxicard Fare Structures in Three Cities 

City Flat Fare 
Maximum per Trip 
Charged to the Card 

Chicago $5 $13.50 

Los Angeles None $12 

Baltimore $3 $20 

 

STA would probably set the per-trip maximum higher than the cities shown, since taxi fares under 
the Solano Intercity Taxi program average over $40 per trip. It would probably be possible to 
implement a different type of fare structure, for example one that uses a percentage of the meter. 
This would be similar to the way scrip works. 

Taxicards offer a number of advantages compared to scrip. As discussed under “Cost 
Containment” a variety of fare structure options become feasible. In addition: 

 The exact amount can be charged for each trip, rather than an approximation based on 
available scrip denominations remaining in the customer’s booklet. 

 As an option, the taxicard can be used as a photo ID, enabling drivers to quickly verify 
that the person using the card is the registered card holder.  

The Cost of Taxicards 

Taxicards would eliminate the need to print and distribute scrip, which is budgeted at $10,000 for 
2015-16. However, they would have their own costs, including:  

 The cost of the taxicards ($1 each for a basic card, or $2 for a photo ID card) 

 An initial setup cost exceeding $10,000 and probably significantly more to program a 
custom fare structure, plus another $5,000 initial cost to establish a payment website. 

 On-going payments to the vendor of about $6,000 per year at current trip volumes, plus 
an additional $0.50 per trip if trip volumes grow. 

 A need for every participating taxicab to have equipment capable of reading the cards and 
communicating with the MJM server, and that is linked to the meter in the cab. The 
vendor will provide customized tablets that perform this function for approximately $500 
to $1,000 per taxicab. 

The on-going costs would be comparable to the current costs of scrip. The initial setup cost would 
probably be on the order of $20,000, which might be grant fundable. The most difficult cost to 
cover would the cost of providing the necessary equipment for each taxicab. Assuming on the 
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order of 50 cabs operated by all of the companies, this cost could amount to about $50,000. Taxi 
companies would probably pay for some of this cost if the equipment is capability reading credit 
cards in addition to the special taxicards for the intercity program. Otherwise the cost would 
need to be covered by the program. Further, if the only use for the equipment were for the 
intercity program, keeping all of the tablets operating would be an ongoing task that would 
require attention from STA or the operators. 

Cost Containment 

There are more fare structure possibilities using taxicards. Each of them would require some 
amount of custom programming that would be included by the vendor in the initial setup fee. The 
fee would be related to the degree of programming difficulty. Potential options and the level of 
programming difficulty include: 

 Different rates for residents of various cities—easy 

 Time of day (as in the three-tier proposal)—probably not too hard 

 Fares that depend on how many trips the individual has made—unknown 

 Variable subsidies depending on distance or zones—possible but harder 

Different fares for advance reservations and on-demand trips would not be possible. 

Administrative Simplification 

The difficulties of processing taxi company invoices, including processing scrip, would be greatly 
reduced using taxicards. Opportunities for introducing any unauthorized charges would be nearly 
eliminated and invoices would be pre-verified by the software. 

 The cost of printing and distributing scrip would be eliminated, 

 Taxi companies would no longer need to accumulate, count, and submit scrip for 
reimbursement. The companies would prepare their invoices using the program website. 

 Program managers (or STA) would no longer need to verify scrip totals and would have 
improved ability to verify taxi company charges, since a record of each trip is maintained 
on the program website, showing the taxi company, the driver, the vehicle, the GPS 
coordinates of the start and end of the trip, the time of trip, and the meter charge.  
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Figure 9 Advantages and Disadvantages of a Taxicard System 

Advantages Disadvantages 

Retains the basic structure of how participants 
interact with taxi companies, easing any transition 

Adds some options for containing costs beyond 
raising prices, probably including time-of-day 
pricing 

Current reasonable quality of service will be 
maintained 

Adds significant accountability by creating an 
automatic electronic record of all trips for verifying 
invoices 

Should increase the speed and accuracy of billing 

Eliminates the cost of scrip printing and 
distribution issues 

Drivers, companies, and programs not would not 
need to count, store, and deliver scrip 

Eliminates issues with control of multiple scrip 
sales locations 

Participants can purchase taxi trip credit without 
needing to travel to a sales location 

Participants can use the exact amount of credit 
needed for each trip 

Adds significant cost for equipment in taxicabs, as 
well as a need to keep this equipment operating 

Upfront cost of setting up the new system 
including fees to the system vendor, purchasing 
and distributing cards to participants 

Continuing administration fees to the system 
vendor  

Dependence on a single vendor—availability of 
other vendors is unknown 

Issues with developing and administering 
accessible service: 

 Would need separate accessible service with 
medical transport providers, with a different 
payment mechanism than taxicards 

 Ability of the available accessible van operators 
to provide reasonably price demand-responsive 
service is unknown 

 Theoretically possible to establish wheelchair 
accessible taxi service, but extremely difficult 

 

 

Option 3: Central Reservations 

How Central Reservations Would Work 

In a central reservations model, a reservations agent would receive all ride requests from 
riders, verify eligibility, schedule trips with providers, determine the fare and subsidy for each 
trip, maintain credit accounts for each rider, and debit these accounts for each trip taken.1  

A similar model is used by Marin Transit for its Catch-a-Ride taxi subsidy service. Marin Transit’s 
Catch-a-Ride program offers discounted taxi rides to seniors age 80 and older, seniors between 
60 and 80 who no longer drive, and paratransit eligible riders. Riders call a scheduling center 
(operated by MV Transportation from the facility they use to operate ADA paratransit for Santa 
Rosa) to request a ride. The scheduling center determines the mileage of the trip using Google 
Maps, which by agreement with the three participating taxi companies determines the amount 
that will be paid for the trip. (The meter is not used.) This information is provided to the rider at 
the time of the call. Marin Transit pays  up to $14 or $18 (depending on the rider’s income) and 

                                                             

1 In the analysis done for STA in April 2014 a “broker model” was described that was similar to the central 
reservations model described here, but that involved much more extensive responsibilities for the broker. 
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the rider pays any excess fare. If the trip costs no more than the $14 or $18 limit, the trip is free to 
the rider.  

In Solano County, the fare structure would be different, but the concept would be the same. For 
example, to essentially duplicate the effect of the current scrip program, the following procedure 
would apply:  

 Riders would pay $15 to establish credit for $100 worth of taxi trips. (The dollar amounts 
in this example are for illustration only—the actual amounts are likely to change.) 

 When a rider wants to travel, he or she would call the reservations agent and give the 
desired time, pickup location, and destination, and the taxi company on which the rider 
wants to travel. 

 The reservations agent would check the rider’s eligibility and account balance.  

 Assuming that the caller is eligible and there is sufficient trip credit in his or her account, 
the reservations agent would calculate the cost of the trip based on its mileage (measured 
using an online mapping program) and inform the rider. 

 If the rider accepts the calculated cost, the reservations agent would transmit the 
reservation to the taxi company and debit the rider’s account the cost of the trip. 

 At the end of the accounting period, the taxi company would submit an invoice for 
completed trips and be paid the previously-agreed cost of all the trips.  

 The reservations agent would also be responsible for conducting spot checks to verify that 
the reserved trips actually take place, for making adjustments when either the rider or the 
taxi company reports a no-show or cancellation, and for investigating complaints. 

No payment would occur on the vehicle at all. Since riders are used to buying scrip in advance, the 
concept of paying in advance for trips is already well established. This method allows for 
maximum flexibility in fare structures. It avoids all issues of handling and reconciling cash or 
tickets. It allows for third parties to pay for (or sponsor) a rider’s travel. It also works for riders 
with mental or physical disabilities that prevent them from dealing with cash or tickets. 

The reservations and accounting task is simple enough that it could easily be managed by any of 
the contract providers that currently operate ADA paratransit in the county.  STA could also 
consider acting as the reservations agent itself through its Mobility Call Center. In principle, the 
reservations agent need not be located in Solano County. Marin Transit provides a model for this 
possibility, since its program is run from a location in Sonoma County.  

In Marin’s case, MV is responsible for negotiating subcontracts with the participating taxi 
companies and makes payments to the taxi companies for which it is later reimbursed by Marin 
Transit. A similar arrangement could be established in Solano County, or STA could make the 
agreements with the taxi companies and pay them based on an accounting provided by the 
reservations agent. 

Accessible Service 

The reservations agent would also take requests for wheelchair accessible service. As in a model 
based on taxi scrip, separate arrangements would be made with one or more wheelchair van 
operators, but these arrangements would be transparent to riders. Riders would establish 
accounts just as for taxi service, and these could be debited using the same formula as for taxi 
accounts, but the providers would be paid whatever rate was negotiated with them. As noted 
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earlier, these rates would be substantially higher than taxi rates, potentially on the order of twice 
as high. 

Maintaining account totals in terms of fictitious taxi rates would potentially be confusing, but 
would have the advantage of flexibility for any riders who do not need a wheelchair van all of the 
time, so they could mix taxi and wheelchair van trips. As an example, assume following 
hypothetical rates: 

Taxi: $2.25 + $2.75 per mile 

Wheelchair van: $30 + $3.00 per mile 

If a rider has an initial trip credit of $100 and takes a 10-mile trip, regardless of whether it is 
taken on a taxi or wheelchair van, then the rider’s account would be charged $2.25 + (10 miles x 
$2.75/mile) = $29.75, leaving $70.25 trip credit in the rider’s account. 

If the trip were taken on a taxi, the taxi company would be paid $29.75. But if the trip were taken 
on a wheelchair van, the van company would be paid $30 + (10 miles x $3.00/mile) = $60. The 
actual amount paid to the van company would be invisible to the rider. This could be advertised to 
customers as, “Ride a wheelchair van for the same rate as a taxi.” 

Cost Containment  

An attractive feature of the central reservations model is the possibility of a variety of flexible cost 
containment measures. With reservations going through a central reservations agent, it is 
possible to implement:  

 Advance reservations 

 Trip grouping for efficiency 

 Priority for certain types of trips or limits on others 

 A flexible fare structure that need not be based on taxi fares 

 Surcharges or premium fares for:  

 trips at night or during peak periods 

 same-day reservations 

 trips over a defined monthly allowance per person 

Administrative Simplification 

There would be no need to distribute scrip, process used taxi scrip, or verify the meter charge for 
each trip provided by taxicabs. The reservations agent would pre-approve the payment amount 
for each trip, based on mileage as determined at the time of booking.  

While there would no longer need to be process for verify that the correct amounts were charged 
for each trip, there would still need to be a system to spot any instances of charges being made for 
trips that never actually occurred. In theory, a participant, working in league with a taxi company, 
could request unneeded trips and then share in the payment for non-existent service. The 
reservations agent would have to be on the alert for any unusual patterns of usage. The 
opportunity for fraud would be similar to one that already exists. Unlike in the current system, 
however, riders would not be able to request a specific driver, so there would be no opportunity 
for individual drivers to cheat without the participation of the company as well. In addition, the 
reservations agent would always have up-to-the-minute records of all trips that have been 
charged.  
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Advantages and disadvantages of the brokerage model are summarized below in Figure 10. 

 

Figure 10 Advantages and Disadvantages of Central Reservations 

Advantages Disadvantages 

Same as for taxicards: 

 Current reasonable quality of service will be 
maintained 

 Adds significant accountability by creating an 
automatic electronic record of all trips for 
verifying invoices 

 Should increase the speed and accuracy of 
billing 

 Eliminates the cost of scrip printing and 
distribution issues 

 Drivers, companies, and programs would not 
need to count, store, and deliver scrip 

 Eliminates issues with control of multiple scrip 
sales locations 

 Participants can purchase trip credit without 
needing to travel to a sales location 

 Participants can use the exact amount of 
credit needed for each trip 

Procedures for riders to obtain wheelchair-
accessible service would be identical to 
procedures for taxi service 

Passengers do not need to handle scrip or 
money, except for trips that cost more than the 
rider’s available credit or any limit on subsidy per 
trip 

Riders know in advance the exact cost of each trip 

Eliminates opportunities to overcharge for trips 
Allows multiple flexible options for cost 
containment, such as trip grouping, trip priorities 
or limits, multi-tiered fares or surcharges 

A choice of potential contractors is probably 
available 

Uses a relatively new concept that is untested in 
Solano County 

Adds costs for a contractor compared to the 
current taxi-based model 

ADA paratransit program managers may have 
concerns about adding to existing contractor 
responsibilities 

Response time would probably be somewhat 
longer than currently, especially for wheelchair 
accessible service 

Mileage rates would need to be negotiated with 
taxi companies 
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Option 4: Dedicated Fleet 

This model would be similar to the earlier Solano Paratransit program that was administered by 
the City of Fairfield and operated by Fairfield’s ADA paratransit contract provider. One of the 
current contract providers for ADA paratransit might operate the service using accessible vans or 
minibuses as an add-on to their existing contract, depending on the options and terms of the 
existing contract, and compliance with procurement rules. The potential contract providers 
include those operating service for SolTrans, Fairfield and Suisun Transit, and Vacaville’s City 
Coach system.  

This concept assumes that one of these providers has the capability of supplementing its existing 
service, using existing facilities. Vehicles, drivers, and office staff might be added, but for the new 
service to be cost-effective, administration, reservations, scheduling, and dispatch would needed 
to be shared with the ADA paratransit program, so no staff would be dedicated full-time to the 
new program. 

Accessible Service 

The dedicated fleet model would provide wheelchair-accessibility by using a fleet of wheelchair-
accessible vehicles dedicated to this service. For the most part, all trips, including trips by 
ambulatory riders, would be carried by these vehicles. However, for efficiency, some ambulatory 
trips could be subcontracted to taxicabs. 

Cost Containment  

The previous Solano Paratransit program was discontinued because of its expense. In a new 
program, measures would be introduced to address cost containment. The earlier Solano 
Paratransit service attempted to comply with ADA criteria for fares, no trip purpose rules, etc. In 
a new program, fares could vary by trip purpose or time of day, and certain trips could be 
prioritized. Trip limits could also be established. However, the basic cost per vehicle hour would 
be similar to cost per vehicle hour that currently applies to ADA paratransit. Cost savings would 
depend on the ability to efficiently schedule as many trips as possible in each vehicle-hour. 

For the financial analysis, the prior Solano Paratransit program is the most relevant example. 
Based on actual costs in FY 2009 (the final year of Solano Paratransit), with increases to 
represent inflation since then, costs per trip on the order of $97 might be expected. Some cost 
savings would be possible, but these would mainly come from demand management practices 
rather than steps that would reduce the cost per trip. 

Fares and Fare Payment  

All the same flexible options for fare structure and fare payment methods would exist as in the 
brokerage model. 

Advantages and disadvantages of the dedicated fleet model are summarized in Figure 11. 
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Figure 11 Advantages and Disadvantages of the Dedicated Fleet Model 

Advantages Disadvantages 

Simplifies addition of wheelchair-accessible 
service 

Allows multiple flexible options for cost 
containment, such as trip grouping, trip priorities 
or limits, multi-tiered fares 

Uses a simple, well-understood model of service 
delivery 

Administratively simple, but requires a 
commitment to service monitoring by a city or 
transit agency 

High cost per trip 

Unclear if any existing ADA paratransit operators 
have the capacity to take on additional 
responsibilities 

Because of low trip volumes and long distance 
trips, opportunities for efficient trip scheduling may 
be limited 

Same-day response time would probably not be 
possible for most trips 

 

FINANCIAL ANALYSIS 

Assumptions 
An approximate total cost and cost per trip for each option has been calculated using the 
following assumptions: 

Assumptions that apply to all options: 

 Average payment per trip to taxi companies: $40 

 Average payment for wheelchair-accessible trip: $80 

 Percentage of wheelchair-accessible trips: 20% 

 Passenger-trips per year: 12,000 (equivalent to about 10,000 vehicle trips) 

 Farebox recovery per trip: 30% of taxi cost per trip 

 Passengers per vehicle trip: 1.2 

Option-dependent costs: 

 Modified scrip: 
Administrative costs: $10,000 for scrip printing 

STA staff time: $40,000 (cost for the contracted Interim Program Manager are not 
included) 

 Taxicards: 
Vendor payments and taxicards: $10,000 

STA staff time: $30,000  

 Central reservations: 
Reservations agent contractor: $30,000 ($3 per vehicle trip based on $2.90 paid by 
Marin) 

STA staff time: $20,000 
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 Dedicated vehicles: 
Operations contract: $970,000 ($97 per trip) 

STA staff time: $20,000 

The Role of Fares 
All options can accommodate fare increases, and some of them can accommodate more nuanced 
fare increases that incentivize travel at certain times or advance reservations, or that allow for a 
lifeline level of usage at lower rates than more frequent trips. Currently scrip purchases recover 
15% of the cost of taxi company payments, which is roughly 14% of total program costs. Raising 
fares would bring more revenue into the program or, equivalently, reduce the net subsidy cost per 
trip. For example doubling the scrip price to 30% would generate roughly $60,000 in additional 
revenue, equivalent to the cost of about 1,600 passenger-trips under the current program design. 

A fare increase would also reduce demand for trips, that is the number of desired trips. The 
experience of 2012-13 demonstrated that there is significant unmet demand at current fare levels. 
At the peak of demand between October 2012 and February 2013, usage was averaging over 1,200 
passenger-trips per month, more than 20% over current constrained levels. Taking into account 
the added revenue, a doubling of fares would probably just eliminate the current tendency of 
programs to exhaust their supply of scrip each month with the existing program design.  

Adding an accessible van component will add demand (assumed above at about 20% of demand) 
for trips that will be about twice as expensive per trip as existing taxi trips. With this addition, 
even a doubling of fares might not be sufficient to balance demand and the amount of service that 
can be provided within budget limitations. 

For the sake of analysis, an average fare of twice the current level has been assumed. This has 
been calculated as 30% of the cost of an average taxi trip, i.e. twice the current 15% scrip price. No 
decrease in demand (i.e. trips supplied) compared to current levels has been assumed. 

Results of the Analysis 
The results of the calculations are shown in Figure 12. The costs shown are based on fiscal year 
2015-16 budgeted costs. The net subsidy cost for an intercity paratransit program is roughly the 
same whether the program is based on modified scrip, taxicards, or a central reservations agent. 
The estimated costs are “roughly the same” in the sense that any differences are small compared 
to the level of uncertainty in the analysis. A program using a fleet of dedicated vehicles, similar to 
the former Solano Paratransit program, would cost more than twice as much as any other 
alternative. 

All of the options would cost slightly more than the current intercity scrip program. However, the 
analysis does not take into account the level of effort by staff of the transit operators. Under the 
current program, they are responsible for oversight of scrip sales; for receiving and counting scrip 
turned in by taxi companies; and for verifying taxi company invoices. These roles would continue 
under the modified scrip program, but under taxicard program or a central reservations program, 
they would be greatly reduced or even eliminated entirely.  
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Start-up Costs 
In addition to ongoing operating costs, there would be significant start-up costs. Even for the 
modified scrip program, working out a new payment mechanism for van providers would take a 
significant amount of staff time. For a central reservations agent, the contract would have start up 
costs to create procedures and create a database tracking trips and charges. This might cost on the 
order of $20,000. By far, the highest level of start-up cost would be incurred for a taxicard 
system. These costs would include: 

Vendor setup $20,000 
Taxicards $600 
Initial rider registration (STA staff time) $20,000 
Taxi in-vehicle equipment $50,000 
Total $90,600 
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Figure 12 Financial Analysis of Options 

 

Option  

Existing 
Modified 

Scrip 
Taxicard Central 

Reservations 
Dedicated 
Vehicles        

Inputs 
      

Average payment per trip to taxi companies $40 $40 $40 $40 
 

$40 

Average payment per accessible van trip $80 $80 $80 $80 
 

$80 

Percentage of wheelchair-accessible trips 20% 20% 20% 20% 
 

0% 

Trips per year 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 
 

12,000 

Passengers per trip 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 

Farebox recovery (pct. of taxi cost/trip) 30% 30% 30% 30% 15% 

Scrip printing $10,000 $10,000 

Vendor payments and cards $10,000 

Reservations agent $36,000 

Operations contract $1,164,000 

STA staff time $40,000 $30,000 $20,000 $20,000 $40,000 

Transit operator staff $0 $0 $0 

Results 

Taxi payments $320,000 $320,000 $320,000 $400,000 

Van company payments $160,000 $160,000 $160,000 $1,164,000 0 

Admin $50,000 $40,000 $56,000 $20,000 
 

$50,000 

Total operating cost $520,000 $520,000 $536,000 $1,184,000 $440,000 

Fare revenue $120,000 $120,000 $120,000 $120,000 $60,000 

Net subsidy cost $410,000 $400,000 $416,000 $1,064,000 $390,000 

Operating cost per trip $44.17 $43.33 $44.67 $98.67 $37.50 
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Intercity Taxi Reservations Agent 

Draft Scope of Work 

Overview 

The Intercity Taxi Reservations Agent will operate a centralized reservations and account 
management system as a mechanism for a taxi subsidy program serving people with 
disabilities in Solano County. This centralized reservations system will replace the 
existing system which is based on sale and redemption of scrip that eligible participants 
use to pay for taxi rides between Solano County cities.  

The Existing Taxi Scrip Program 

The current program is known as the Intercity Taxi Scrip Program. The program is 
available to people who have been certified as eligible for ADA complementary 
paratransit services provided by the cities of Dixon (Dixon Readi-Ride), Benicia and 
Vallejo (Soltrans), Fairfield (Fairfield-Suisun Transit), and Vacaville (Vacaville City 
Coach). Eligibility for all of these programs is determined by the countywide Solano 
County Paratransit Eligibility program administered by the Solano Transportation 
Authority on behalf of the transit operators. Currently, STA contracts with CARE 
Evaluators for this program. Eligibility is determined on the basis of inability to use 
fixed-route public transit due to a disability. 

Currently booklets containing scrip worth $100 in taxi rides are sold for $15 per booklet. 
As of July 1, 2016, the price of a $100 scrip booklet will increase to $20 for qualifying 
low-income participants and $40 for other participants.  Each transit operator sells scrip 
to its residents who use it to pay for taxi rides between the cities of Solano County. 
Participants call the participating taxi company of their choice to request rides. There are 
nine actively participating taxi companies.  

The taxi companies turn in the scrip that drivers receive from customers to the cities in 
which they are licensed, along with an invoice for reimbursement. The cities review and 
approve the taxi company invoices and forward them for payment by STA. At the end of 
each fiscal year, there is an accounting reconciliation to ensure that each transit operator 
pays for usage by its riders. 

As of January, 2016, participants were making approximately 870 trips per month on the 
Intercity Taxi Scrip Program.  Payments to taxi companies averaged $35,472 per month. 
The precise number of customers is not known. The approximate number of ADA 
paratransit eligible individuals registered to use transit operator ADA paratransit 
programs is 3,028 as of 3/1/2016. All of these individuals are potential users of the 
Intercity Taxi Scrip Program.  An analysis of taxi company invoices in 2013 showed 210 
distinct users over a three-month period. Making allowance for some infrequent riders, 
there are probably at least 300 eligible individuals actually participating. 

Planned Centralized Reservations System 

In the planned centralized reservations system, the central reservations agent would 
receive all ride requests from riders, verify eligibility, schedule trips with taxi and other 
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providers, determine the fare and subsidy for each trip, maintain credit accounts for each 
rider, and debit these accounts for each trip taken. 

Presently, no wheelchair accessible service is available under the Intercity Taxi Scrip 
Program. In the planned system, people who use wheelchairs will be able take trips using 
accessible taxicabs, if the taxi companies are able to develop this kind of service, or else 
using wheelchair accessible vans operated by medical transportation companies. Under 
agreements to be developed with these companies, payment to the companies may, if 
necessary, be at rates higher than those paid to taxi companies for a similar trip, but the 
participant’s account will be charged at the same rate as a taxi trip. 

Detailed Requirements 

The central reservations agent will carry out all of the following tasks working in close 
cooperation with the sponsoring transit operators and the Solano Transportation 
Authority. 

 Work with taxi companies to develop efficient, accurate, and timely methods for 
transmitting trip requests and receiving and verifying invoices. 

 Using registration updates provided by STA and/or CARE Evaluators, maintain a 
current database of eligible riders. 

 Maintain trip credit accounts for all eligible riders. As part of this, receive payment 
from riders by multiple means:  

 Checks sent by mail  

 Credit card orders through a secure website developed by the agent or 
arranged through a third party provider  

 Notice of payments made through local jurisdictions 

Participants will receive trip credit based on prices and subsidy formulas established 
by STA. It is expected that the subsidy formula will initially be based on the price for 
scrip booklets in effect when the centralized program begins. For example, based on 
current scrip prices, participants would pay $___ for $100 of trip credit. 

 Provide account balance information to participants in response to telephone 
inquiries and via a secure project website. 

 Maintain a website with service information and with links to a secure web service 
for payment and balance information. 

 Receive telephone requests for service from riders. For each request, determine caller 
eligibility, desired taxi or medical transport company, desired pickup time, and 
desired pickup and dropoff location. Requests may be for immediate service or for 
service at any time within the next __ hours specified by the participant. This 
reservations service must be available at all times between the hours of 6:00 AM and 
8:00 PM every day of the year.  

 For each trip request, determine the cost of the trip using an online mapping service 
and rates agreed to with each provider, verify availability of adequate trip credit, and 
confirm all information with the participant. Determine if the participant is willing 
ride with another company if needed to ensure timely pickup. (Note: only the 
distance determined using the online mapping service will be used to determine trip 
costs—taxi meters or similar in-vehicle equipment shall not be used.) 
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 Telephone systems must be used that ensure that all calls are processed with 
minimum delay without participants needing to leave messages  or wait for call 
backs. Other than in exceptional circumstances, the process outlined above must be 
completed in one call. 

 Transmit the trip information to the requested provider company and verify 
availability and estimated time of service. If a delay of more than ___ minutes is 
expected, and the participant has approved use of an alternative provider, try other 
providers as needed. Give participants the option of waiting on hold while this 
process is completed. If the participant declines to wait, call back the participant with 
any change of pickup time or provider. 

 Develop and apply procedures to follow up with participants and provider companies 
to verify service delivery corresponding to trips that were assigned to each provider 
company, determine adherence to standards, and identify and resolve any issues. 

 Receive, investigate, and resolve rider complaints, including complaints received via 
STA and the local operators. 

 Weekly, prepare a summary of trips and payments due to each provider company, 
taking into account adjustments for any trips that were not completed as requested 
and any incentives or disincentive that may be established by STA. Submit these 
summaries to the taxi companies for review.  

 One of two options for invoicing and payment of providers: 

 Option 1: Following verification of the summary by each company send the 
verified amount due and provide an accounting of the amount paid for 
reimbursement by STA. 

 Option 2: Receive provider invoices, verify accuracy and fare revenue, and 
process payment. Bill STA, including supporting detail identifying financial 
responsibility of each participating local jurisdiction 

 Provide monthly reports of operations, service quality, and finances. Reports should 
include detailed information on customer issues and resolution, analysis of travel 
patterns, cases of possible program misuse by participants or providers, and steps 
taken to address any cases of misuse.  

 Participate as needed in public meetings and outreach efforts. An average of no more 
than __ meetings per year should be assumed. 
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Agenda Item 8.A 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  February 14, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Drew Hart, Associate Planner 
RE:  Active Transportation Program (ATP) – Cycle 3 Update 
 
 
Background: 
The Active Transportation Program (ATP) is the statewide funding program for bicycle and 
pedestrian projects. The program began in 2014 and has continued to be developed and refined 
this year. STA’s Safe Routes to School application ($388,000) was the only project from Solano 
County to receive statewide ATP grant funding in Cycle 1. In Cycle 2, no Solano County 
applications received any funding at the state level, however the Safe Routes to School 
application ($3.067 million) submitted by STA in partnership with the cities of Benicia and 
Vallejo was awarded funds from the regional program by the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC).   
 
Applications for Cycle 3 were due June 15, 2016.  
 
Solano applicants had two funding opportunities:  

 Statewide competition: $120M 
 Regional competition through MTC: $20M 

 
Three applications were submitted from Solano agencies.  
 
Discussion: 
Three applications were submitted by Solano County agencies. Awards for the statewide 
competition were announced at the end of October 2016 by the California Transportation 
Commission. In January of 2017, MTC released the list of awarded projects for the regional 
competition.   
 
All three applications submitted from Solano County were awarded ATP funding.  The following 
is a list of the applications with their funding requests, a brief summary, and which level of funds 
awarded the project: 
 
Fairfield – East Tabor Avenue $1.7 M State Score: 89
Install new sidewalk on north side of East Tabor Avenue to serve students traveling to Tolenas 
Elementary which is located in Solano County and Grange Middle School located in Fairfield.  
The project will also widen the existing sidewalk on Tolenas Road from Tolenas Elementary 
to East Tabor Avenue, and increase landing area at the intersection of East Tabor/Tolenas.  
Project Sponsor: City of Fairfield 
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Suisun City – McCoy Creek Trail $1.8 M* Region Score: 87
Phase I, of a 3 phase project.  Connect to existing Class I path at Pintail Dr.  Build path along 
McCoy Creek from Pintail Dr, connecting to existing Class I facility to Humphrey Dr.  
Construct bridge over Laurel Creek. 
Project Sponsor: City of Suisun City 
 

 
Vallejo – Bay Trail/Vine Trail $4.2 M Region Score: 93
Construct segments of the Vine Trail in the City of Vallejo, including from Napa County Line, 
along Broadway Street, to Sonoma Boulevard/SR 29.  Construct segments of the Bay Trail from 
Napa County line along Meadows Ave to Broadway Street. Construct the joint Bay Trail/Vine 
Trail segment from SR 37/ Sacramento Street onto Wilson Avenue. 
Project Sponsor:  City of Vallejo 
 
*Suisun City’s McCoy Creek trail requested $4.1 million in APT funds, however, only $1.8 
million remains after MTC funded higher scoring projects. Therefore, they are required to supply 
the shortfall for the project or relinquish the funds to be directed to projects on the contingency 
list. STA staff worked with Suisun City staff and MTC staff to develop a plan for the project 
which will keep these regional dollars on this project.  
 
All award recommendations will be presented to the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) in March for final approval.  
 
STA anticipates ATP Cycle 4 to begin in 2018. While the CTC has made no public indication of 
adjusting guidelines, MTC has stated the desire to make a few alterations to the regional 
guidelines. Among others, MTC noted the following: 

 Reduce or eliminate points awarded for Disadvantaged Communities, while ensuring the 
25% statutory target is met; 

 Increase the points assigned to regional priority projects; 
 Cap the number of applications a sponsor can submit; 
 Cap the number of projects for which a sponsor can receive ATP funds; and 
 Cap the amount of ATP funds a sponsor can receive.  

 
Recommendation:  
Informational. 
 
Attachment: 

A. Cycle 3 MTC Scores and Awards 
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DRAFT
Attachment 4
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
2017 Regional Active Transportation Program ‐ Cycle 3

List of Application Received ‐ Scores (Descending Score Order)

Color Key
White on Black: Projects Funded by the Statewide ATP
Black on Green: Projects Recommended in the Regional ATP
Black Strikeout on White: Withdrawn or Ineligible Project

Co Agency Project Title
Total
Project

Cost ($1,000s)

Total
Fund

Request 
($1,000s)

MTC Reg'l 
Score

MRN San Rafael Francisco Blvd East Avenue Bridge Bike Ped Connectivity 7,358$              4,025$             97.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Active Oakland Comprehensive SRTS Program 977$   977$                96.0
CCC Contra Costa County Public Works Fred Jackson Way First Mile/ Last Mile Connection 4,298$              3,298$             95.3
SOL Vallejo Bay Trail/Vine Trail Gap Closure 5,218$              4,216$             93.0
ALA Oakland Fruitvale Alive Gap Closure Project 8,241$              5,850$             92.7
SON SMART SMART Pathway‐ Petaluma Payran to Southpoint 3,272$              1,461$             92.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Fairview Elementary School SRTS 3,366$              542$                92.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Somerset Ave School Corridor SRTS 3,652$              330$                90.0
ALA Oakland 14th St Safe Routes in the City 13,939$            10,578$          89.7
SF SFMTA Powell Street Safety Project 9,309$              4,400$             89.7
ALA Berkeley SRTS Improvements ‐ John Muir Elementary 336$   270$                88.7
SOL Suisun City McCoy Creek Trail (Partial Funding Recommended, $1,770k) 4,287$              4,137$             87.0
SF SFMTA Vision Zero SF Safer Intersections 2,062$              2,002$             87.0
ALA Alameda, City of Central Avenue Complete Street Project 12,471$            7,326$             86.0
SOL Fairfield East Tabor/Tolenas SRTS Gap Closure 1,860$              1,700$             85.0
CCC Concord Downtown Corridors Bike/Ped Improvement 4,349$              3,718$             85.0
SM Woodside Woodside Elementary School Student Pathway Phase 3 745$   528$                84.7
ALA Alameda County Public Works Lewelling Blvd SRTS 3,065$              400$                84.7
SM San Carlos Route 101 Holly Street Bike Ped Overcrossing 5,250$              4,200$             84.3
ALA Oakland Oakland SRTS: Crossing to Safety 4,071$              3,714$             84.0
CCC Contra Costa County Public Works Pacheco Blvd Sidewalk Gap Closure Phase 3 1,239$              619$                83.3
MRN Corte Madera Central Marin Regional Pathways Gap Closure 2,968$              2,626$             82.7
NAP Napa, City of SR 29 Bike/Ped Undercrossing 742$   531$                82.0
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DRAFT
Color Key
White on Black: Projects Funded by the Statewide ATP
Black on Green: Projects Recommended in the Regional ATP
Black Strikeout on White: Withdrawn or Ineligible Project

Co Agency Project Title
Total
Project

Cost ($1,000s)

Total
Fund

Request
($1,000s)

MTC Reg'l 
Score

ALA ACTC I‐80 Gilman Interchange Bike/Ped Over‐crossing & Access Improvements 33,016$            8,418$             82.0
SF SFMTA Play Streets Pilot SF 545$   485$                81.7
SON Sonoma County/Cloverdale Crocker Bridge Bike Ped Passage 2,292$              1,946$             81.0
SCL Sunnyvale Sunnyvale SNAIL Neighborhood Active Transportation Connectivity Program 6,059$              4,847$             80.0
ALA Emeryville Bike/Ped Greenway Safety & Connectivity Improvement Project 330$   265$                80.0
ALA Berkeley Sacramento Street Complete Streets Improvements 1,814$              1,542$             79.3
ALA Oakland West Grand Ave 10,929$            8,676$             79.0
SCL Sunnyvale Sunnyvale SRTS 2,362$              1,889$             79.0
SF SFMTA Geneva Avenue Bike Ped Safety Improvement 9,987$              2,350$             78.0
SCL Santa Clara VTA Montague Expressway Ped Overcrossing at Milpitas BART 12,818$            5,000$             77.7
NAP Napa County Office of Education Napa County SRTS 542$   437$                77.0
CCC Contra Costa County Public Works Appian Way Complete Streets 12,182$            10,265$          77.0
SF San Francisco PW Jefferson Street Improvements Phase 2 14,847$            9,024$             76.0
ALA Fremont Walnut Ave Complete Street Improvement 5,864$              5,189$             75.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Royal Ave SRTS 636$   456$                74.7
ALA Berkeley SRTS Improvements for Oxford & Jefferson Elementary Schools 302$   267$                74.0
CCC Pittsburg Pittsburg Active Transportation & Safe Routes Plan (WalkBikePittsburg2035) 312$   312$                74.0
SM Belmont Belmont and San Carlos 4 Corners School Safety Corridor Improvements 2,781$              2,031$             73.0
ALA Piedmont Ped Safety and Bike Lane Implementation 3,313$              2,933$             73.0
SCL Palo Alto San Antonio Ave Enhanced Bikeway 2,180$              1,744$             72.7
CCC Pittsburg Railroad Ave Multi‐Use Trail 1,766$              1,546$             72.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Proctor Elementary School SRTS 6,040$              600$                71.0
SCL Gilroy Lions Creek Trail West Santa Teresa Blvd/Day Road 538$   476$                68.7
ALA Hayward Tennyson Rd Ped/ Bike Bridge Project 1,164$              931$                68.0
CCC Contra Costa County Public Works San Miguel Dr Complete Streets Improvements 1,570$              1,160$             68.0
SCL Cupertino SR2S Creating Safer Schools, Streets, and Sidewalks for Students (CSSSS) 2,554$              2,116$             67.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Castro Valley High School SRTS 2,677$              2,175$             66.0
MRN SMART SMART San Rafael McInnis to Smith Ranch 2,468$              2,050$             64.0
CCC Lafayette Pleasant Hill Rd. Complete Street Project 3,967$              3,480$             64.0
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CCC Contra Costa County Public Works Lone Tree Pt Bay Trail ‐ Hercules to Rodeo CCC 3,359$              2,492$             62.0
CCC Walnut Creek Walnut Blvd Bike/Ped Improvements at Walnut Heights Elementary School 540$   478$                61.0
SCL Gilroy Lions Creek Trail Kern to Day Road 1,500$              1,327$             61.0
ALA Alameda County Public Works Heyer Ave School Corridor SRTS 1,990$              290$                57.3
ALA East Bay Regional Parks District Doolittle Dr Bay Trail ‐ MLK, Jr Shoreline, Oak 7,950$              4,000$             54.3
SM South San Francisco South San Francisco Bike Trail Safety and Connectivity Improvements 1,276$              1,126$             51.0
ALA San Leandro Scramble Pedestrian Crosswalk at E 14th/San Joaquin Ave Intersection 419$   369$                49.0
CCC Oakley Laurel Rd and Rose Ave Intersection and Gap Closure Improvements 1,272$              952$                44.0
SM Belmont Ralston Ave Corridor Improvements Segments 3&4 8,337$              5,280$             35.0
61 Applications Received. Totals 275,573$          166,372$       
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Agenda Item 8.B 
February 22, 2017 

 
 
 
 
DATE:  January 26, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Ryan Dodge, Associate Planner 
RE:  Pedestrian and Bicycle Counter Program Annual Report 
 

Background: 
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) purchased eight portable automated counters (four 
bicycle and four pedestrian) in March, 2015 for the purpose of collecting continuous volume 
count data throughout Solano County and the seven cities.  
 
Volume count data will be collected and used primarily for competitive grant applications, to 
collect before-data for funded projects, to collect after-data to help evaluate the effectiveness of 
implemented projects, and to assist the STA Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and the STA 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) in prioritizing future projects. Counters are available for 
use on a first-come-first-serve basis (see Attachment A. STA Automated Counter User 
Agreement). 

 
Discussion: 
STA staff has coordinated the installation of automated counters at eight locations and has 
counted people walking, biking, or rolling the past two years: 
 
 
Automated Pedestrian and/or Bicycle Volume Data Collected to Date 

Location Location Detail 

Data 
Collection 
Purpose Year 

 
Initiated 

By 

Count 
Data 
Days 

Ped 
ADT

* 

Bike 
ADT

* 

Ped / 
Bike 

ADT* 
Suisun 
City 

McCoy Creek Path, 
at Central County 
Bikeway 

ATP grant 
application 

2015 Suisun City 
Public 
Works 

366  n/a n/a 103  

Vallejo Bay Trail, between 
B and Hichborn 
Streets 

ATP grant 
application 

2015 STA 
Planning 

366  n/a  n/a  98 

County Suisun Valley 
Parkway, both 
sides, shoulders, 
south of Rockville 
Road 

ATP grant 
application 

2015 Solano 
Public 
Works 

9   n/a  49 n/a 

Vacaville East Main Street, 
both sides, 
sidewalks and 
roadway, between 
McClellan and 
Wilson Streets 

economic 
redevelopment 
project 

2016 Vacaville 
Economic 
Develop-

ment 

17  n/a 15   52 

Dixon 1st Street / SR-113, 
east side sidewalk, 
midblock between 
County Fair Drive 
and East Chestnut 
Street 

Event (May 
Fair) 

2016 Dixon 
Public 
Works 

11 n/a n/a 631 
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Location Location Detail 

Data 
Collection 
Purpose Year 

 
Initiated 

By 

Count 
Data 
Days 

Ped 
ADT

* 

Bike 
ADT

* 

Ped / 
Bike 

ADT* 
Vallejo Fairgrounds Drive, 

both sides, 
sidewalks and 
shoulders, at SR-37 

Redevelopment 
project / Transit 
Service Change 

2016 STA 
Projects 

83  n/a 22 135 

Benicia East 3rd Street 
tunnel, under I-780 

ATP SR2S 
Project 

2016 STA 
Projects 

42  n/a  n/a 87 

Benicia East 3rd Street, 
west side sidewalk, 
at Golden Slopes 
Court 

ATP SR2S 
Project 

2016 STA 
Projects 

42  n/a  n/a 246 

* Reported volume counts are raw data (not validated). ADT = Average Daily Traffic 
 
The following locations have been identified as potential locations for future bicycle and/or 
pedestrian volume data collection efforts. Proposed target dates may be revised if and when new 
projects and plans are developed and implemented which may require delaying previously 
planned deployments of automated counter equipment. 
 
Planned and Proposed Automated Pedestrian and/or Bicycle Volume Data Collection 

Location Location Detail 
Data Collection 
Purpose 

 
 
 

Count Status 

 
 

Target 
Date Counter Type 

Benicia Benicia-Martinez Bridge Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Proposed TBD  Bike 

Benicia Intermodal Station Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Proposed TBD  Ped/Bike 

County North Connector Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Proposed TBD  Ped/Bike 

County Pleasants Valley Road Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Proposed TBD  Bike 

Dixon West B Street 
undercrossing 

School activity; 
Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Planned Spring 
2017 

Ped/Bike 

Fairfield East Tabor Avenue 
Railroad Track Crossing 

Before data to 
compare to after 
project data 

Proposed TBD Ped/Bike 

Fairfield / 
Suisun City 

Pedestrian bridge, 
connecting Union Street to 
Main Street 

Before data to 
compare to after 
project data 

Proposed TBD Ped/Bike 

Fairfield Suisun Parkway Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Proposed TBD  Ped/Bike 

Suisun City Driftwood Drive School activity; 
Initial count, 
compare to 
future counts 

Proposed TBD Ped/Bike 

Vallejo Bay Trail Long-term 
tracking 

Proposed Spring 
2017 

Ped/Bike 
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Additionally, four counters were loaned to the Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA) 
for use in September 2015 to collect data that contributed to the National Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Documentation Project (see http://bikepeddocumentation.org/).  
 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 
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Agenda Item 8.C 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
DATE: February 8, 2017  
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Liz Niedziela, Transit Program Manager 
  Elizabeth Richards, STA Consultant 
RE: Solano Mobility Update Study for Solano Seniors and People with Disabilities 

Status 
 
 

Background: 
By 2050, people age 65 and older are expected to comprise 20% of the total U.S. population.  
In Solano County, people age 65 and older are expected to comprise 21% of the total Solano 
County population in 2040, ten years sooner than the U.S as a whole. It is important to 
maintain and improve their quality of life. Solano seniors and people with disabilities need 
mobility and access to community resources such as employment, retail, medical, services, 
recreational, spiritual as well as to congregate with family and friends.   
 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA) serves as the Congestion Management Agency for 
Solano County and is responsible for countywide transportation planning.  In September 
2014, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) designated STA as the Consolidated 
Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) for Solano County.  As a CTSA, STA works to 
identify and facilitate implementation of various Mobility Management Programs and 
Services to support Mobility for Solano County Seniors, People with Disabilities and Low 
Income. 
 
Two Seniors and People with Disabilities Transportation Studies were conducted by STA in 
the past fifteen years; these focused on outreaching to local communities to identify the 
transportation needs of Seniors and People with Disabilities followed by identifying and 
prioritizing solutions.  Many of the priority projects from these studies have been 
implemented. The 2011 Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities 
Plan led to the Solano Mobility Management Plan and the implementation of Solano 
Mobility Programs such as the Solano Mobility Call Center, Countywide In Person 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Assessment Program, Travel Training, Senior Safe 
Driving Information, Intercity Taxi Scrip Program and designation of the STA as a 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA). 
 
In May 2016, STA in collaboration with the Senior Coalition, Solano County and MTC 
conducted Solano Seniors and People with Disabilities Transportation Summit III.  The 
purpose for Summit III was to learn about the progress since the last two summits, identify 
new and continuing transportation gaps and develop next steps.  One of the next steps 
identified was to update the 2011 Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with 
Disabilities Plan.
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Discussion: 
In order to identify and address the mobility needs of the rapidly growing seniors and 
disabled population in Solano County, the STA Board has taken actions to update the 2011 
Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities Plan.  At the September 
2016 Board meeting, a Scope of Work was approved (Attachment A); this had been reviewed 
by the Consortium in August.  Following a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) process, in 
February, the STA Board approved two consultants to conduct Solano Mobility Update 
Study for Solano Seniors and People with Disabilities.  They will be introduced at the 
Consortium meeting and the study timeline will be discussed along with coordination with 
Consortium members.   
 
To gather input on the current and upcoming mobility challenges, extensive outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders throughout the county will be a key component of this Study 
update.    This will involve a significant effort to engage Solano County seniors, people with 
disabilities and organizations.   One of the strategies is to conduct seven (7) mini-Summits, 
one in each of the cities.   These mini-Summits would utilize the same tools used at the 
Senior Summit III: surveys, comment cards, live voting on priorities and open forum to 
present transportation issues and strategies.  A tentative schedule has been developed and is 
shown on Attachment B.  The first one is scheduled to be held in Rio Vista in March with 
mini-Summits held in all seven cities by the end of the year.  STA staff will be working with 
each STA Board member to plan the mini-Summit in their jurisdiction.  STA will also 
coordinate with transit operators to encourage an active role at each mini-Summit for the 
community or communities they serve. 
 
Outreach will be conducted beyond the mini-Summits through surveys and small group 
meetings and interviews.  Once community input has been received and existing services 
inventoried, strategies will be developed to address the identified priority needs.  A phasing 
plan to implement the strategies will be prepared.  The Consortium and other committees will 
be given updates and opportunities to give input as the study progresses.  The Plan is 
projected to be completed by the Summer of 2018. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
The Study will be funded with regional paratransit State Transit Assistance Fund (STAF) 
previously approved by the STA Board in an amount not to exceed $158,000.  
 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 
 
Attachments: 

A. Scope of Work for Solano Mobility Study Update for Seniors and People with 
Disabilities  

B. Draft schedule for Mini-Summits 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

DRAFT 
SCOPE OF WORK 

for 
Solano  

Solano Mobility Study Update  
for Seniors and People with Disabilities 

 
Purpose: 
To maintain and improve their quality of life, Solano seniors and people with disabilities need 
mobility and access to community resources such as employment, retail, medical, services, 
recreational, spiritual as well as to congregate with family and friends.  Through extensive 
outreach, this study will identify existing mobility resources, mobility challenges and gaps, 
identify and prioritize strategies to address them to create a short and long-term mobility plan for 
Solano Seniors and  People with Disabilities. 
 
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) is nearing completion of the most recent update of 
the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP).  The CTP provides the basis for a long 
range, multi-modal transportation plan for Highways and Local Roads, Transit, and Active 
Modes in Solano County.  One of the approved policies of the nearly completed CTP’s Transit 
Element is to update the Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities at 
least every six years.  As the last version of this study was completed in 2011, it is time to update 
it. 
 
An update of the Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities will also 
provide input for Solano County transit operators’ short and long-range transit plans, 
implementation plans for future paratransit and mobility services, and help prioritize new 
funding revenues and programs for senior and people with disabilities’ mobility services. 
 
Tasks: 

1. Confirm Project Goals and Finalize Scope of Services and Work Plan 
 

2. Identify Existing and Planned Mobility Services for Solano Seniors or People with 
Disabilities 
 Inventory existing public transit services (fixed-route, paratransit, taxi, and related 

programs) that serve Seniors and People with Disabilities and planned services as 
identified in Short Range Transit Plans and other planning documents as well as 
outreach to transit operators. 

 Inventory and survey non-profit and private organizations that offer mobility to 
Solano Seniors and People with disabilities such as senior centers, senior and 
people with disabilities programs, non-profit groups, volunteer programs, health 
groups, taxi services, private businesses, web-based services, and others. 

 Identify and analyze emerging technology and transportation services and their 
impact on mobility for Solano Seniors and People with Disabilities. 
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3. Identify Existing and Projected Mobility Needs of Senior and People with 

Disabilities through Quantitative and Qualitative Methods 
 Review and compile all current data concerning Solano seniors and people with 

disabilities including, but not limited to, the following:   the 2010 U.S. Census and 
follow-up survey data, regional transportation studies on seniors and people with 
disabilities needs, Solano Transit Ridership Surveys, Mobility Management 
Study, Short Range Transit Plans, Solano Senior Coalition studies, 2016 Senior 
Summit data, and other studies. 

 Summarize progress of implementation and resources available since the 2011 
Solano Transportation Study for Senior and People with Disabilities. 

 Partner and collect information from senior centers as well as public, private and 
non-profit organizations specializing in senior and disabled issues. 

 Conduct outreach throughout the county such as events, surveys and other 
methods to identify existing and projected mobility needs of Seniors and  People 
with Disabilities.  

 
4. Public Outreach 

 Develop and implement an outreach plan that will capture the diversity of 
Solano’s seniors and disabled communities in terms of socio-economics, 
ethnicity, veteran status, age and ability spectrum, etc. 

 Seek input from each city’s community members through surveys, interviews, 
meetings, on-line, and/or other means on the topics of mobility services used, 
transportation challenges and needs for seniors and people with disabilities.  

 Partner with other organizations to streamline the collection of input. 
 Seek input and present findings from approximately seven community events and 

/or mini Summits throughout Solano County (ideally in each city) that represent 
seniors and people with disabilities population.  

 Organize and facilitate public meetings and prepare meeting summaries 
 Seek input from and present findings to the STA’s Consolidated Transportation 

Services Agency (CTSA), Solano Senior and People with Disabilities 
Transportation Advisory Committee (SSPwDTAC), Paratransit Coordinating 
Committee (PCC), other STA committees and the STA Board. 

 
5. Prioritize Senior and People with Disabilities’ Mobility Needs and Strategies 

 Identify Seniors and People with Disabilities Stakeholders and create Stakeholder 
Working Group  

 Meet with Stakeholders and inform them of existing and projected demand for 
mobility services and existing and planned services 

 Identify potential solutions including those that may be traditional (transit service 
modifications, bus stop improvements, taxi services, etc.) and recently emerging 
(vehicle/van/bike sharing programs, travel training, smart-phone based mobility 
services, etc.) 

 Prioritize needs and preliminary potential solutions 
 Identify cost and implementation issues associated with solutions 
 Work with Stakeholders to create initial draft of re-prioritized needs and solutions 
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6.  Draft Study will be available for review on STA’s website and presented to CTSA, 

Solano Seniors and People with Disabilities Advisory Committee, Paratransit 
Coordinating Council, SolanoExpress Intercity Transit Consortium and STA 
Board. 
 Present the services inventory and demand data. 
 Present stakeholders and public outreach process 
 Present the prioritized mobility needs and strategies 
 Present the 25 year Implementation Plan, with five year increments which will 

include a funding plan 
 

7. Final Study 
 Finalize the report incorporating input from public review of draft study 
 Prepare the report for electronic and hard copy distribution.  
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Attachment B 

 

Solano Mobility Study Update for Seniors and People with Disabilities Study 

 

Mini-Summits Draft Schedule 

   

    April  Rio Vista 

    May  Benicia 

    July  Vallejo 

    September Dixon 

    October Suisun City 

    November Fairfield 

    December Vacaville 

 

The Mini-Summits will be planned approximately 6 weeks apart initially with the goal of 
completing all seven in 2017.  Additional stakeholder outreach will be conducted beyond the 
mini-Summits. 
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Agenda Item 8.D 
February 22, 2017 

 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  February 10, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Debbie McQuilkin, Transit Mobility Coordinator 
RE: Countywide In-Person American with Disabilities Act (ADA) Assessment Program 

Mid-Year Report for Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17 
 
 
Background: 
Since July 2012, STA, in its role as the Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (CTSA) for 
Solano County, has been working with consultants, the Solano Transit Operators, the Senior and 
People with Disabilities Advisory Committee and Paratransit Coordinating Council to develop a 
Mobility Management Plan for Solano County.  The development of a Mobility Management Plan 
was identified in the 2011 Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities as a 
priority strategy to assist seniors, people with disabilities, low income and transit dependent 
individuals with their transportation needs.  STA staff has been gathering information about existing 
services and programs, exploring potential partnerships, and analyzing how to address mobility 
needs in Solano County in a cost effective manner. 
 
The Solano Mobility Management Plan proposes to focus on four key elements that were also 
identified as strategies in the Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities, 
but staff will only be discussing the first element in the update: 

1. Countywide In-Person ADA Eligibility and Certification Program 
2. Travel Training 
3. Older Driver Safety Information 
4. One Stop Transportation Call Center 

 
Discussion: 
This update summarizes the Countywide In-Person ADA Eligibility activities of CARE Evaluators 
for FY 2016-17. 

Evaluations: Between July 1st and December 31st, there were 666 completed evaluations, 262 
cancellations and 103 no-shows countywide. 

New versus Recertification: There were 425 new applicants, 207 recertifications and 34 auto-
renewals.  This is a significant increase in recertifications over the previous FY (50%) and is the first 
year to reflect those applicants eligible for the auto-renewal process.  

Eligibility Results: Of the 666 assessments that took place from July 2016 through December 2016, 
566 were given unrestricted eligibility (85%), 54 (8%) were given conditional eligibility, 30 were 
given temporary eligibility, 13 were given trip by trip and 3 were denied.  The denial rate remains 
low, suggesting that applicants are self-selecting out of the evaluation process early and are better 
informed about the basic conditions of ADA eligibility. 
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Paratransit Usage: On average, 50% of all applicants’ utilized complementary paratransit service to 
and from their assessments. 

Comment Cards: There were a total of 11 ADA Comment Cards received in February.  Of those who 
completed comment cards, rating their assessment process and service 90% of clients were "highly 
satisfied" with 10% being “satisfied”.   

Eligibility Letters: The average duration between an applicant’s assessment and receipt of the 
eligibility determination letter was twelve (11) days.  In the 1st half of this FY, there were no 
violations of the 21-day assessment letter policy.  

Scheduling Assessments:  On average, the time between an applicant call to schedule an in-person 
assessment and the date of their assessment was approximately thirteen (13) business days. The 
program target is to schedule assessments within ten (10) business days of an applicant's call.   

 
Recommendation:  
Informational.  
 
Attachment:  

A. Countywide In-Person ADA Eligibility Program FY 2016-17 Mid-Year Report 
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 Countywide In-Person ADA Eligibility Program 
FY 2016-2017 Mid-Year Progress Report  

 
Applicant Volume by Month: CARE Evaluators completed 666 evaluations in Solano County in July 
1st - December 31st, 2016.  This was an increase of 71 complete applications from July-December 2015. 
The incompletion rate increased this year by 2%. 

Applicant Volume and Productivity by Location Mid-Year FY 2016-2017 
 Countywide 

7/1/15- 
12/31/15 

Countywide 
7/1/16- 

12/31/16 
Completed 595 666 

Cancellations 196 262 
No-Shows 98 103 

Incompletion 
Rate 33% 35% 
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New versus re-certification: Mid-Year FY 16-17, 409 (63%) of applicants were new, 207 (32%) were 
seeking recertification and 34 (5%) were auto-renewed. 

Countywide Eligibility Results by Application Type Mid-Year FY 16-17 

NEW Percent RECERTIFICATION Percent AUTO-RENEWAL Percent 

Unrestricted 339 83% Unrestricted 180 87% Unrestricted 34 100% 
Conditional 39 10% Conditional 14 7% Conditional     
Trip-by-trip 6 1% Trip-by-trip 7 3% Trip-by-trip     
Temporary 23 6% Temporary 5 2% Temporary     

Denied 2 0% Denied 1 0% Denied     
TOTAL 425 64% TOTAL 207 32% TOTAL 34 5% 

 

  

 

 

491, 
83%

104, 
17%

FY 15-16

New Recertification

425, 
64%

207, 
31%

34, 5%

FY 16-17

New Recertification

Auto-Renewal

96



3  

 

Eligibility determinations: Of the 666 completed assessments, 566 (83%) were given unrestricted 
eligibility, 30 (8%) were given conditional eligibility, 13 (2%) were given trip-by-trip eligibility, 30 
(5%) were given temporary eligibility and 3 (2%) were denied.  Similar to the first year of the program, 
the denial rate remains low, suggesting that applicants are self-selecting out of the evaluation process 
early and are educated about the basic conditions of eligibility.  

Eligibility Results By Service Area Mid-Year FY 15-16  
  Countywide Dixon 

Readi-Ride 
FAST Rio Vista 

Delta 
Breeze 

SolTrans Vacaville 
City 

Coach 
Unrestricted 566 16 209 3 207 131 
Conditional 54 1 25 0 22 6 
Trip-by-trip 13 1 5 0 5 2 
Temporary 30 3 10 0 8 9 

Denied 3 0 1 1 1 0 
Totals 666 21 250 4 243 148 
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5%

1% 9%

2%
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Trip-by-trip Temporary
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Impact on Paratransit:  Applicants are provided a complimentary trip on paratransit for themselves 
and their Personal Care Attendant (PCA) upon request.  On average, between July and December 2016, 
52% of all scheduled applicants requested a paratransit trip to the assessment site.  Complementary 
paratransit usage has increased slightly from the previous year.  

Complementary Paratransit Usage Mid-Year FY 16-17 

 Countywide Dixon 
Readi-Ride FAST 

Rio Vista 
Delta 

Breeze 
SolTrans Vacaville 

City Coach 

Own 
Transportation 321 5 121 2 121 72 

Complementary 
Paratransit 345 16 129 2 122 76 

Paratransit % 52% 76% 52% 50% 50% 51% 

 

 

 

 

 

49%

51%

FY 15-16 Mid Year
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48%

52%

FY 16-17 Mid Year
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Type of Disability: Many of the applicants who completed the in-person assessment presented more 
than one type of disability.  Nonetheless, the most common type of disability reported was a physical 
disability 597 (61%) followed by cognitive disability 239 (25%) and visual disability 104 (11%).   An 
auditory disability was the least commonly reported disability, with 28 (3%) of the total.  

Disability Type Countywide and by Service Area Mid-Year FY 16-17 

  Countywide Dixon Readi-
Ride FAST Rio Vista 

Delta Breeze SolTrans Vacaville City 
Coach 

              
Physical 597 15 226 1 226 129 
Cognitive 239 9 89 2 85 54 
Visual 104 1 42 0 35 26 
Audio 28 1 9 0 9 9 
Totals  968 26 366 3 355 218 
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Time to receipt of eligibility determination letter: On average, the time between the applicant’s 
assessment and the receipt of the eligibility determination letter was 10 days.  The longest an applicant 
had to wait for their determination letter was 18 days.  There is a requirement that all ADA 
determination letters are mailed to clients within 21 days of their evaluation.  There were no violations 
of the 21-day ADA policy between July and December 2016.  STA staff continues to work with CARE 
to monitor performance in order to ensure compliance with terms of the contract. 

Time (Days) from Evaluation to Letter Mid-Year FY 15-16  
Countywide Dixon 

Readi-Ride 
FAST Rio Vista 

Delta 
Breeze 

SolTrans Vacaville 
City Coach 

Average for 
Period 11 10 11 9 11 10 

Longest 18 14 17 12 18 17 
# of Clients Past 

21 Days 0 0 0 0 0 0 
 

Time to scheduled assessment: On average, the time between an applicant call to schedule an in-person 
assessment and the date of their assessment was approximately 13 days.  The longest amount of time 
applicants had to wait for an appointment in was 35 business days. Between July and December 2016, 
366 applicants waited more than 10 business days for their assessment. This number is in large part due 
to the holiday schedule that limited the number of days and times available for appointments.  The goal 
is for applicants to receive an appointment within 10 business days of their phone call.  STA staff will 
work with CARE and monitor performance in order to ensure applicants are receiving their appointment 
in a timely manner. 

Time (Days) from Scheduling to Appointment  
Countywide Dixon 

Readi-Ride 
FAST Rio Vista 

Delta 
Breeze 

SolTrans Vacaville 
City 

Coach 
Average for 
Period 13 19 11 21 19 8 
Longest 35 35 21 22 35 21 
Over 10 
Business days 366 15 124 2 198 27 

 

 

 

 

 

100



Agenda Item 8.E 
February 22, 2017 

 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  February 9, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Debbie McQuilkin, Transit Mobility Coordinator 
RE:  Solano Mobility Travel Training Mid-Year Report for FY 2016-17 
 
 
Background: 
The Solano County Mobility Management Program was established based on culmination of 
public input provided at two mobility summits held in 2009 and the 2011 Solano Transportation 
Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities and several STA led planning efforts. STA, in its 
role as the Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (CTSA) for Solano County, has been 
working with consultants, the Solano Transit Operators, the Paratransit Coordinating Council 
(PCC), and the Senior and People with Disabilities Transportation Advisory Committee since 
July 2012 to develop a Mobility Management Plan for Solano County. Mobility Management 
was identified as a priority strategy to address the transportation needs of seniors, people with 
disabilities, low income and transit dependent individuals in the 2011 Solano Transportation 
Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities. On April 9, 2014, the STA Board unanimously 
adopted the Solano County Mobility Management Plan. 
 
Countywide Travel Training was identified as one of four key elements in the Solano Mobility 
Management Plan and the Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities. 
The Countywide Travel Training Program consists of the following: 

1. Volunteer Travel Ambassador Program 
2. Transit Training Videos 
3. Transit Rider's Guide 
4. One-on-One Travel Training 

 
In March, 2014, Nelson Nygaard was retained by STA to develop the Volunteer Travel 
Training Program infrastructure, produce Transit Training Videos and Rider's Guides for 
Fairfield and Suisun Transit (FAST), SolTrans, Solano Express Intercity Bus, Dixon Readi-
Ride and Rio Vista Delta Breeze.  
 
Subsequently, STA contracted with Connections 4 Life and Independent Living Resource 
Center (ILRC) to provide One-on-One travel training services for Solano County residents.  
STA Board approved funding and partnership agreements with Connections 4 Life and ILRC 
on March 12, 2014.   
 
Discussion: 
Solano Mobility Call Center Referrals 
Between July 1, 2016 and December 31, 2016, a total of 13 travel training referrals were 
received by the Solano Mobility Call Center.  Two (2) of those resulted in a Group Travel 
Training Field trip taken from Rio Vista to the Suisun City Walmart on October 14th. 
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Volunteer Travel Ambassador Program 
Fairfield and Suisun Transit (FAST) has one travel ambassador, Chandra Daniels. Ms. Daniels 
has years of experience riding FAST and is familiar with all their transit routes. In the 1st and 
2nd Quarters of this Fiscal Year, Ms. Daniels volunteered 325 hours at the Fairfield 
Transportation Center and on the bus answering questions and providing materials to members 
of the community.   
 
SolTrans has one travel ambassador and continues community outreach to promote the Travel 
Training program. 
 
The Vacaville Transit Ambassador/Travel Training program continues successfully in the 
City of Vacaville.   Between January 2016 and November 2016, 60 Youth, 24 Adults (84 total) 
were trained in a total of 39.5 hours.  Of the 84 trained, 19 were students and 3 were teachers 
from the Vacaville High School students in the Workability Program.  The training can be on 
fixed route, paratransit, individual, group or classroom. 
 
The Transit Ambassador continues to work with other agencies to trip plan and train Vacaville 
residents 
 
One-on-One Travel Training 
Connections 4 Life has hired Karol Ann Yarrow as their new Travel Trainer, replacing Farnaz 
Feizi. Ms. Ms. Yarrow provides one-on-one travel training to residents of Solano County that 
have disabilities.  She also provides training to any Solano County residents seeking regional 
training, as well as Rio Vista residents seeking local training.   Ms. Yarrow will be organizing 
and conducting a group travel training session for Rio Vista residents to a location outside of the 
city.   
 
Independent Living Resources has one Travel Trainer, Cindy Hayes.  Cindy has continued to 
do extensive outreach around the County, with her main focus on students.  Cindy successfully 
organized and completed a group travel training for 6 residents of the Dixon Heritage Commons 
Senior Living facility.   
 
Both Connections 4 Life and Independent Living Resources are working with STA staff to bring 
innovative ideas and consistency in promotion of the Travel Training program. 
 
Outreach continues at various events such as the CHP Age Well Drive Smart Classes and 
presentations and meetings with cooperating agencies. Older Disabled Adult Services, as well as 
one on one meetings with the cooperating agencies. 
 
Recommendation:  
Informational.  
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Agenda Item 8.F 
February 22, 2017 

 
 

 
 
DATE:  February 13, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Drew Hart, Associate Planner 
RE: Summary of Funding Opportunities  
 
 
Discussion: 
Below is a list of funding opportunities that will be available to STA member agencies during the 
next few months, broken up by Federal, State, and Local.  Attachment A provides further details 
for each program. 
 

 FUND SOURCE AMOUNT 
AVAILABLE  

APPLICATION 
DEADLINE 

 Regional 

1.  Transportation Funds for Clean Air (TFCA) BAAQMD Approximately $95,500 April 29, 2017 

2.  Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management District Clean Air Funds Approximately 
$320,000 March 24, 2017 

3.  Carl Moyer Memorial Air Quality Standards Attainment 
Program (for San Francisco Bay Area) 

Approximately $15 
million 

Due On First-Come, First 
Served Basis 

4.  Carl Moyer Off-Road Equipment Replacement Program (for 
Sacramento Metropolitan Area) 

Approximately $10 
million  

Due On First-Come, 
First-Served Basis 

5.  Air Resources Board (ARB) Clean Vehicle Rebate Project 
(CVRP) 

Up to $2,500 rebate 
per light-duty vehicle 

Due On First-Come, 
First-Served Basis 
(Waitlist)  

6.  Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Hybrid 
Electric Vehicle Purchase Vouchers (HVIP) (for fleets)  

Approximately $10,000 
to $45,000 per 
qualified request 

Due On First-Come, 
First-Served Basis 

 State 

1.  5310 Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities $28 million  March 1, 2017 

 Federal 
*New funding opportunity 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
None. 
 

Recommendation: 
Informational.  
 
Attachment: 

A. Detailed Funding Opportunities Summary 
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ATTACHMENT A 

The following funding opportunities will be available to the STA member agencies during the next few months. Please distribute this information to 
the appropriate departments in your jurisdiction. 

Fund Source Application 
Contact** 

Application
Deadline/Eligibility 

Amount 
Available 

Program Description Proposed 
Submittal 

Additional Information 

Regional Grants1 
Transportation 
Funds for Clean 
Air (TFCA) 
BAAQMD 

Drew Hart, STA 
(707) 399-3214 
dhart@sta.ca.gov 

April 29, 2017 Approx. 
$95,500 

The purpose of the Program Manager Funds is to 
provide financial incentives for reducing emissions from 
the mobile sources of air pollution within the Bay Area 
Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). 

N/A Interested parties should 
contact STA staff for project 
submission instructions. 

Yolo-Solano Air 
Quality 
management 
District 
(YSAQMD) 
Clean Air 
Funds 

Jim Antone 
YSAQMD 
(530) 757-3653 
jantone@ysaqmd.org  
 

March 24, 2017 Approx. 
$320,000 

The purpose of the Clean Air Funds Program is to 
provide financial incentives for reducing emissions from 
the mobile sources of air pollution within the Yolo-
Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD). 

N/A  

Carl Moyer 
Memorial Air 
Quality 
Standards 
Attainment 
Program (for 
San Francisco 
Bay Area) 

Anthony Fournier 
Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District 
(415) 749-4961 
afournier@baaqmd.gov  

Ongoing. Application Due 
On First-Come, First 
Served Basis 
 
Eligible Project Sponsors: 
private non-profit 
organizations, state or 
local governmental 
authorities, and operators 
of public transportation 
services 

Approx. 
$15 million 

Carl Moyer Memorial Air Quality Standards Attainment 
Program provides incentive grants for cleaner-than-
required engines, equipment, and other sources of 
pollution providing early or extra emission reductions. 

N/A Eligible Projects: cleaner on-
road, off-road, marine, 
locomotive and stationary 
agricultural pump engines 
http://www.baaqmd.gov/Div
isions/Strategic-
Incentives/Funding-
Sources/Carl-Moyer-
Program.aspx  

Carl Moyer Off-
Road 
Equipment 
Replacement 
Program (for 
Sacramento 
Metropolitan 
Area) 

Gary A. Bailey 
Sacramento Metropolitan 
Air Quality Management 
District 
(916) 874-4893 
gbailey@airquality.org  
 
 

Ongoing. Application Due 
On First-Come, First-
Served Basis 
 
Eligible Project Sponsors: 
private non-profit 
organizations, state or 
local governmental 
authorities, and operators 
of public transportation 
services 

Approx. 
$10 
million, 
maximum 
per project 
is $4.5 
million 

The Off-Road Equipment Replacement Program 
(ERP), an extension of the Carl Moyer Program, 
provides grant funds to replace Tier 0, high-polluting 
off-road equipment with the cleanest available emission 
level equipment. 

N/A Eligible Projects: install 
particulate traps, replace 
older heavy-duty engines 
with newer and cleaner 
engines and add a particulate 
trap, purchase new vehicles 
or equipment, replace heavy-
duty equipment with electric 
equipment, install electric 
idling-reduction equipment 
http://www.airquality.org/m
obile/moyererp/index.shtml  

                                                 
1 Regional includes opportunities and programs administered by the Solano Transportation Authority and/or regionally in the San Francisco Bay Area and greater Sacramento 
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Fund Source Application 
Contact** 

Application
Deadline/Eligibility 

Amount 
Available 

Program Description Proposed 
Submittal 

Additional Information 

Regional Grants1 
Air Resources 
Board (ARB) 
Clean Vehicle 
Rebate Project 
(CVRP)* 

Graciela Garcia 
ARB 
(916) 323-2781 
ggarcia@arb.ca.gov  

Application Due On First-
Come, First-Served Basis 
(Currently applicants are 
put on waitlist) 

Up to 
$5,000 
rebate per 
light-duty 
vehicle 

The Zero-Emission and Plug-In Hybrid Light-Duty 
Vehicle (Clean Vehicle) Rebate Project is intended to 
encourage and accelerate zero-emission vehicle 
deployment and technology innovation.  Rebates for 
clean vehicles are now available through the Clean 
Vehicle Rebate Project (CVRP) funded by the Air 
Resources Board (ARB) and implemented statewide by 
the California Center for Sustainable Energy (CCSE). 

N/A Eligible Projects: 
Purchase or lease of zero-
emission and plug-in hybrid 
light-duty vehicles 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/mspr
og/aqip/cvrp.htm  

Bay Area Air 
Quality 
Management 
District 
(BAAQMD) 
Hybrid Electric 
Vehicle 
Purchase 
Vouchers 
(HVIP)* 

To learn more about how 
to request a voucher, 
contact:  
888-457-HVIP 
info@californiahvip.org  

Application Due On First-
Come, First-Served Basis 

Approx. 
$10,000 to 
$45,000 
per 
qualified 
request 

The California Air Resources Board (ARB) created the 
HVIP to speed the market introduction of low-emitting 
hybrid trucks and buses. It does this by reducing the 
cost of these vehicles for truck and bus fleets that 
purchase and operate the vehicles in the State of 
California. The HVIP voucher is intended to reduce 
about half the incremental costs of purchasing hybrid 
heavy-duty trucks and buses. 
 
 
 

N/A Eligible Projects: 
Purchase of low-emission 
hybrid trucks and buses 
http://www.californiahvip.o
rg/  

5310 Mobility of 
Seniors and 
Individuals with 
Disabilities 

1.888.472.6816 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/
MassTrans/5310.html  

March 1, 2017 $28 million Provide capital and operating assistance grants for 
projects that meet the transportation needs of seniors 
and individuals with disabilities: where public mass 
transportation services are otherwise unavailable, 
insufficient or inappropriate; that exceed the 
requirements of the ADA; that improve access to fixed-
route service; that provide alternatives to public 
transportation. 

  

*New Funding Opportunity 
**STA staff, Drew Hart, can be contacted directly at (707) 399-3214 or dhart@sta.ca.gov for assistance with finding more information about any of the funding opportunities listed in this report 
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Agenda Item 8.G 
February 22, 2017 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
DATE:  February 14, 2017 
TO:  STA TAC 
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board 
RE: Draft Meeting Minutes for STA Advisory Committees 
 
 
Attached are the most recent Draft Meeting Minutes of the STA Advisory Committees that 
may be of interest to the STA TAC. 
 
Attachments: 

A. Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Draft Meeting Minutes of January 19, 2017 
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ATTACHMENT A 

 
 

PCC 
SOLANO PARATRANSIT COORDINATING COUNCIL 

AGENDA 
Draft Minutes for the Meeting of 

January 19, 2017 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
Ernest Rogers called the meeting to order at 2:30 p.m. at the Dixon Senior Center. 
 
Voting Members Present: In Alphabetical Order by Last Name 

 Lyall Abbott   Member-at-Large 
 Richard Burnett  MTC PAC Representative 
 Rachel Ford   Social Service Provider 
 Lisa Hooks   Social Service Provider 
 Ernest Rogers  Chair, Transit User 
 James Williams Member-at-Large 
  
 Voting Members Not Present: In Alphabetical Order by Last Name 
 Kenneth Grover  Transit User 
 Judy Nash   Public Agency – Education 
 Anne Payne Vice-Chair, Social Services Provider – Senior Living Facility 
 Cynthia Tanksley  Transit User 
 Edith Thomas  Social Service Provider 
  
 Also Present: In Alphabetical Order by Last Name 
 Michael Abegg  SolTrans 
 Sheila Ernst   STA 
 Cindy Hayes   Independent Living Resources 
 Sean Hurley   STA 
 Vikki Jacobs   City of Dixon/Dixon Readi-Ride 
 Liz Niedziela   STA 
 Mandi Renshaw  SolTrans 
 Brandon Thomson  STA 
 Karol Ann Yarrow  Connections for Life 
  

2. CONFIRM QUORUM 
A quorum was confirmed. 
 

3. INTRODUCTIONS 
The group dispensed with self-introductions. 
 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
With a motion by James Williams and a second by Rachel Ford, the PCC approved the agenda. 
(6 Ayes, 5 Absent) 
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5. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 

6. COMMENTS FROM STAFF AND REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE PARATRANSIT 
COORDINATING COUNCIL 
 

1. Richard Burnett, MTC/PAC Representative provided an update to the committee 
members regarding various updates at the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC). He stated that MTC approved the Bay Area 2040 Plan. 
 

2. Edith Thomas, Seniors & People with Disabilities TAC Representative was not present to 
present to provide an update; Liz Niedziela stated that the Solano Seniors and People with 
Disabilities Transportation Advisory Committee (SSPWD-TAC) has not met since 
September 15, 2016. 
 

3. Ernest Rogers, Consolidated Transportation Services Agency Advisory Committee 
(CTSA-AC) Representative, announced that the next CTSA-AC meeting will be held on 
March 23, 2017. 

 
Liz Niedziela provided the current Brown Act Guidelines packet to the PCC members. 
 

7. PRESENTATIONS 
A. Dixon Readi-Ride Service 

Vicki Jacobs presented a Travel Training video on the Dixon Readi-Ride service. The video 
outlined local curb to curb service to get to work, school and other key places. The video 
discussed coupon books, service hours and steps to schedule a ride. The video also provided 
instructions on how to travel beyond Dixon and presented contact information for the Solano 
Mobility Call Center and how to access the Solano Mobility website. 
 

B. Solano Mobility Program 
Debbie McQuilkin provided a presentation on the Solano Mobility Program. She stated that 
Dixon Readi‐Ride offers service for ADA certified Dixon residents requiring wheelchair 
accessible service to and from Vacaville and Davis. Fare is $5.00 each way. Ms. McQuilkin 
explained that Route 30 serves Fairfield to Sacramento, with stops in Vacaville, Dixon, and 
Davis. She stated that from Davis you can access the Amtrak Station (Davis), Winters, 
Woodland, Sacramento, including the International Airport and many other destinations. 
 

8. CONSENT CALENDAR 
A. Minutes of the PCC Meeting of November 17, 2016. 

Recommendation: 
Approve the PCC minutes of November 17, 2016. 
 
With a motion by Rachel Ford and a second by Lyall Abbott, the PCC approved the 
recommendation. (4 Ayes, 5 Absent, 2 Abstained: James Williams and Lisa Hooks) 
 

9. ACTION ITEM 
A. Federal Transit Administration 5310 Grant Program 

Liz Niedziela explained that during the last call for projects, the STA applied for two 5310 
grants: (1) for the operation of the Solano Mobility Call Center and (2) on behalf of SolTrans 
for the development of the Countywide Travel Training Program. She explained that the STA 
staff plans to apply for funding for these programs again in order to sustain these programs. 
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Recommendation: 
Authorize the PCC Chair to write a letter of support to Caltrans for Solano Transportation 
Authority (STA) Solano Mobility Programs for the 5310 grant application. 
 
With a motion by Lyall Abbott and a second by Rachel Ford, the PCC approved the 
recommendation. (6 Ayes, 5 Absent) 
 

B. 2017 PCC Draft Work Plan & Outreach Plan Discussion 
Liz Niedziela explained that in preparation for 2017, STA staff was presented the 2017 PCC 
Draft Work Plan and the 2017 Draft Outreach Plan for discussion and that STA requested 
committee members to discuss, make comments, and give direction to STA staff on the 
development of a 2017 Work Plan and Outreach Plan. She stated that no comments were 
received. Ms. Niedziela explained that the PCC Work Plan is approved by the STA Board 
and the PCC Outreach Plan is approved by the PCC. She concluded that the Cities of Rio 
Vista and Fairfield will be included in the 2018 PCC Schedule. 
 
Recommendations: 

1. Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the 2017 PCC Work Plan. 
 
With a motion by James Williams and a second by Rachel Ford, the PCC approved the 
recommendation. (6 Ayes, 5 Absent) 

 
2. Approve the 2017 PCC Outreach Plan and 2017 Meeting Locations. 

 
With a motion by Lyall Abbott and a second by Rachel Ford, the PCC approved the 
recommendation. (6 Ayes, 5 Absent) 

 
10. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS - DISCUSSION 

A. PCC Membership Status Update 
Liz Niedziela provided a status update on the PCC membership. She explained that at the 
November 2016 PCC meeting, the PCC made two recommendation on PCC membership: (1) 
forward a recommendation to the STA Board to reassign Rachel Ford PCC representation 
from Social Service Provider to Public Agency to County Department of Health and Social 
Services; (2) forward a recommendation to the STA Board to appoint Lisa Hooks to the PCC 
for a three year term as a Social Service Provider. She stated that the STA Board approved 
both recommendations at the December 14, 2016 meeting and makes the PCC fully staffed. 
 
Rachel Ford requested that the word “handicapped” be switched to “disabled” in the PCC 
Bylaws under Voting Members (a-ii.). 
 

B. Corridor Study Implementation Update 
Philip Kamhi provided an update on the corridor study implementation. He explained that the 
STA is in a process of making significant revisions to the SolanoExpress route network and 
is returning with 4 draft schedules, along with related recommendations, for consideration. 
Mr. Kamhi outlined 3 draft schedules and explained the benefits to each of the Solano 
County communities that participate in regional bus service. Philip stated that there are 
certain key issues that need to be considered or resolved before establishing final plans and 
actual implementation dates. He discussed next steps for implementation of the revised 
SolanoExpress system. 
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Philip Kamhi stated that he will bring a more thorough status update to the PCC at a future 
meeting in a power point format once the corridor study has been implemented. 
 

C. Countywide In-Person American with Disabilities Act (ADA) Assessment Program 
Annual Report for Fiscal Year (FY) 2015-16 
Debbie McQuilkin provided an overview of the Countywide In-Person American with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) Assessment Program Annual Report for fiscal year 2015-16. She 
explained that the Solano Mobility Management Plan proposes to focus on four key elements 
that were also identified as strategies in the Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and 
People with Disabilities, but staff will only be discussing the first element in the update. Ms. 
McQuilkin concluded that between July 2015 and June 2016, CARE Evaluators scheduled 
1,990 ADA eligibility interviews and conducted 1,332 evaluations in Solano County and that 
the number of completed evaluations in FY 2015-16 decreased by 11% from FY 2014-15. 
 
James Williams excused himself from the meeting and thanked everyone for their updates. 
 

11. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS AND COUNCIL COMMENTS 
1. 5310 Update 
2. Travel Training Update 
3. Mid-Year Ridership Update 
4. First & Last Mile Shuttle 
5. Solano Mobility Outreach Update 
6. Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip Phase II Update 
 

12. TRANSIT OPERATOR UPDATES 
Dixon Readi-Ride: 
Vikki Jacobs provided an update on the Dixon Readi-Ride service. 
 
Fairfield and Suisun Transit: 
None. 
 
Rio Vista Delta Breeze: 
Philip Kamhi provided a brief update on the Rio Vista Delta Breeze service. 
 
SolTrans: 
Michael Abegg provided a brief update on the SolTrans service and promotions. Ms. Renshaw 
announce that the new Mare Island Shuttle is now going to the VA clinic, Touro and the Ferry. 
 
Vacaville City Coach: 
None. 
 
Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip Program Update: 
Brandon Thomson provided a brief update on the Solano Intercity Taxi Scrip program. 
 

13. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS – NO DISCUSSION 
A. 2017 PCC Meetings and Locations 
 

14. ADJOURNMENT 
The meeting adjourned at 4:24 p.m. The next regular meeting of the PCC has been confirmed to 
meet at 1:00 p.m., Thursday, March 16, 2017 at the Vacaville Ulatis Community Center, 
located at 1000 Ulatis Drive in Vacaville. 
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Agenda Item 8.H 
February 22, 2017 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
DATE:  February 14, 2017 
TO:  STA Board 
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board 
RE: STA Board and Advisory Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 2017 
 
 
Discussion: 
Attached is the STA Board and Advisory meeting schedule for STA Board and 
Advisory meeting schedule for Calendar Year 2017 that may be of interest to the 
STA TAC.  
 
Fiscal Impact: 
None. 
 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 
 
Attachment: 

A. STA Board and Advisory Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 2017 
 

113



STA	BOARD	AND	ADVISORY	
COMMITTEE	MEETING	SCHEDULE	
CALENDAR	YEAR	2017	

 
DATE	 TIME	 DESCRIPTION	 LOCATION	 STATUS	
	

Thurs.,	January	5	 6:30	p.m.	 Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	(BAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	January	11	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	January	19	 1:00	p.m.	 Paratransit	Coordinating	Council	(PCC)	 Solano	Community	College	 Tentative	
Tues.,	January	24	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	January	25	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
	

Thurs.,	February	2	 6:00	p.m.	 Pedestrian	Advisory	Committee	(PAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	February	8	 11:00	a.m.	 STA	Board	Workshop	 County	Event	Center	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	February	8	 2:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 County	Event	Center	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	February	15	 1:30	p.m.	 Safe	Routes	to	School	Advisory	(SR2S‐AC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Tues.,	February	21	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	February	22	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
	

Thurs.,	March	2	 6:30	p.m.	 Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	(BAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	March	8	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	March	16	 1:00	p.m.	 Paratransit	Coordinating	Council	(PCC)	 Ulatis	Community	Center	 Tentative	
Thurs.,	March	23	 9:30	a.m.	 Consolidated	Transportation	Svcs.	Agency	(CTSA)	 County	Event	Center	 Confirmed	
Tues.,	March	28	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	March	29	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	April	6	 6:00	p.m.	 Pedestrian	Advisory	Committee	(PAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	April	12	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Tues.,	April	25	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	April	26	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	May	4	 6:30	p.m.	 Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	(BAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	May	10	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	May	17	 1:30	p.m.	 Safe	Routes	to	School	Advisory	(SR2S‐AC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	May	18	 1:00	p.m.	 Paratransit	Coordinating	Council	(PCC)	 City	of	Benicia	 Tentative	
Tues.,	May	30	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	May	31	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	June	1	 6:00	p.m.	 Pedestrian	Advisory	Committee	(PAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Tentative	
Wed.,	June	14	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Tues.,	June	27	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	June	28	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	June	29	 9:30	a.m.	 Consolidated	Transportation	Services	Agency	(CTSA‐AC)	 TBD	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	July	6	 6:30	p.m.	 Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	(BAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	July	12	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	July	20	 1:00	p.m.	 Paratransit	Coordinating	Council	(PCC)	 The	KROC	Center	 Tentative	
July	26	(No	Meeting)	 SUMMER	

RECESS	
Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 N/A	 N/A	

July	27	(No	Meeting)	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 N/A	 N/A	

Thurs.,	August	3	 6:00	p.m.	 Pedestrian	Advisory	Committee	(PAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
August	10	(No	Meeting)	 SUMMER	

RECESS	
STA	Board	Meeting		 N/A	 N/A	

Wed.,	August	16	 1:30	p.m.	 Safe	Routes	to	School	Advisory	(SR2S‐AC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Tues.,	August	29	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	August	30	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	September	7	 6:30	p.m.	 Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	(BAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	September	13	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	September	21	 1:00	p.m.	 Paratransit	Coordinating	Council	(PCC)	 Solano	Community	College	 Tentative	
Tues.,	September	26	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	

Wed.,	September	27	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	September	28	 9:30	a.m.	 Consolidated	Transportation	Services	Agency	(CTSA‐AC)	 TBD	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	October	5	 6:00	p.m.	 Pedestrian	Advisory	Committee	(PAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	October	11	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
No	meeting	due	to	STA’s	Annual	Awards	
in	November	(No	STA	Board	Meeting)	

Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 N/A	 N/A	
Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 N/A	 N/A	

Thurs.,	November	2	 6:30	p.m.	 Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	(BAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	November	8	 6:00	p.m.	 STA’s	20th	Annual	Awards	 TBD		 Confirmed	
Wed.,	November	15	 11:30	a.m.	 Safe	Routes	to	School	Advisory	(SR2S‐AC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	November	16	 1:00	p.m.	 Paratransit	Coordinating	Council	(PCC)	 SolTrans	Operations	Facility	 Tentative	
Tues.,	November	28	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	November	29	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	

Thurs.,	December	7	 6:00	p.m.	 Pedestrian	Advisory	Committee	(PAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	December	13	 6:00	p.m.	 STA	Board	Meeting	 Suisun	City	Hall	 Confirmed	
Tues.,	December	19	 1:30	p.m.	 Intercity	Transit	Consortium	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Wed.,	December	20	 1:30	p.m.	 Technical	Advisory	Committee	(TAC)	 STA	Conference	Room	 Confirmed	
Thurs.,	December	28	 9:30	a.m.	 Consolidated	Transportation	Services	Agency	(CTSA‐AC)	 County	Multi‐purpose	Room	 Tentative	

	

STA	Board:	 	 Meets	2nd	Wednesday	of	Every	Month	
Consortium	 :	 Meets	Last	Tuesday	of	Every	Month	
TAC:	 	 Meets	Last	Wednesday	of	Every	Month	
BAC:	 	 Meets	1st	Thursday	of	every	Odd	Month	
PAC:	 	 Meets	1st	Thursday	of	every	Even	Month	
PCC:	 	 Meets	3rd	Thursday	of	every	Odd	Month	
SR2S‐AC Meets Quarterly (Begins Feb.) on the 3rd Wed.
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