CONTRA COSTA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CAC)
SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION AND ACTIONS

Meeting Date:
July 25, 2007

A. Convene CAC meeting: Vice Chair Storer convened the meeting at 6:35 p.m.
B. Public Comment: There was no public comment.
1. GENERAL BUSINESS (Attachments)

1.1 CAC Attendance Log

1.2 CCTA Meeting Calendar: For the months of Aug/Sept/Oct

1.3 CAC Roster

1.4 Summary of Actions: CAC meeting of June 27, 2007

ACTION: Accepted
2. MAJOR DISCUSSION ITEMS

2.1 Review of the City of Oakley’s Calendar Year 2004 & 2005 Growth Man-
agement Compliance Checklist (Attachment — Action)

DISCUSSION:

City of Oakley staff was not present to address the Committee regarding the City of Oakley
checklist. Dave Kurrent commended Qakley on the fact that since being incorporated in
1999, the City of Oakley has made substantial progress on their General Plan and meeting
their outlined %oals. Larry Wirick asked staff to invite staff from the City of Oakley to the
September 26" CAC meeting to respond to issues that CAC members might like to discuss.

ACTION: The CAC approved the checklist.

2.2 Review of the City of El Cerrito’s Calendar Year 2004 & 2005 Growth
Management Compliance Checklist (4¢ttachment — Action)

DISCUSSION:

Martin Engelmann introduced Bruce King, City of El Cerrito’s Maintenance and Engineer-
ing Services Supervisor, who responded to questions about the checklist submittal, and
other inquiries about the City of El Cerrito. Mr. King specifically answered questions re-
garding traffic congestion around the El Cerrito BART Station; El Cerrito’s progress in
meeting the Housing Element, and the City’s Zoning Ordinance revision. Mr. King agreed
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to send Martin Engelmann written correspondence regarding El Cerrito’s Zoning Ordi-
nance revision.

ACTION: The CAC approved the checklist contingent upon the receipt of documentation
regarding El Cerrito’s Zoning Ordinance revision.

2.3 Review of the City of Pittsburg’s Calendar Year 2004 & 2005 Growth
Management Compliance Checklist (Attachment — Action)

DISCUSSION:

Paul Reinders, Traffic Engineer, and Melissa Ayres, Director of Planning, for the City of
Pittsburg, responded to questions about the checklist submittal, and other inquiries about
the City of Pittsburg.

Dave Kurrent asked for an update on concerns that the committee raised during the 2005
GMP checklist review process regarding the traffic on Bailey Road. Ms. Ayres responded
that very little progress has been made because part of the land is habitat for the red-legged
frog and there was a condition of approval that required entering into agreement with U.S
Fish and Wildlife and the Fish and Game Department to set aside land for habitat conserva-
tion. Those contracts have not been finalized and the City of Pittsburg will not issue a
grading permit until the contract is in place.

Vice Chair Storer asked for clarification regarding sites L & O. Ms. Ayres explained that
the sites have to do with properties that were owned by the Pittsburg Unified School Dis-
trict; one at Range Road and Leland, where the School District is currently in the process of
building a middle school; the other property is located on the east side of Harbor Street,
where the School District is contemplating relocating their continuation school. Consistent
with the conditional approval by HCD, the City of Pittsburg has re-zoned other properties
as part of a Phase 1 Comprehensive Zoning Code Update, a 4-phase process. Ms. Ayres re-
ferred to an attached letter from HCD, confirming that the City of Pittsburg has complied
with the conditional provision and is still in compliance with the Housing Element law.

Dave Kurrent asked about the status of the Buchanan Road Bypass. Paul Reinders ex-
plained that the City of Pittsburg recently received approval to perform a project-specific
Environmental Impact Report and is currently conducting field studies.

ACTION: The CAC approved the checklist.

2.4  Local Transportation Issues. CAC members will provide a brief overview of the
local transportation issues in their jurisdictions. (Discussion)

DISCUSSION:

Doug Sibley of Martinez and Brian Krcelic of Walnut Creek discussed transportation
issues and concerns in their respective cities. Vice Chair Storer asked that this item be
included on future meeting agendas.

2.5 At-Large Membership. A letter of invitation for at-large membership was sent

out to the organizations as selected by the CAC at the June meeting. (Attach-
ment - Information)
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DISCUSSION:

Vice Chair Storer commended staff on the content of the at-large membership recruitment
letter. Martin Engelmann explained that the letter had been mailed out to the various or-
ganizations as directed by the committee and that staff would include updated information
on applications received in the September 26 CAC meeting packet. He also explained the
nomination/appointment process.

3. REPORTS

3.1 CCTA Committee Reports by CAC Member:

Administration & Projects Committee (APC)
Planning Committee (PC)
Full Board Meeting (CCTA)

4, CAC Member/Staff Comments:

Doug Sibley asked for clarification regarding “excused absences.” Martin
Engelmann reiterated that CAC bylaws do not include a provision for “excused
absences.” If a member is keeping the committee abreast, via email or through
staff, members will be noted as “excused absence.” Vice Chair Storer com-
mented that advance notice of absence would be helpful should there be issues
regarding whether or not there is a quorum.

Doug Sibley asked for clarification regarding calculation of mileage for reim-
bursement. Martin Engelmann explained that Mapquest® was used to calculate
reimbursement for all committee members, but staff would research guidelines
on whether or not a committee member could be reimbursed based on actual
mileage.

There was further discussion regarding traffic issues around the Del Norte
BART. Martin Engelmann noted the upcoming I-80 integrated corridor man-
agement (ICM) study to deploy ITS on the corridor and implement state-of-the-
art ramp metering and transit priority with flexible speed advisory signs. He
suggested that committee members who reside in West Contra Costa County
advocate the $24 million in local street improvement funds be allocated to the
ITS-related projects because of the $77 million needed for the project, only $53
million is slated to come from the initial congestion management bond measure
(CMIA) to fund the mainline improvements, and the additional $24 million
should come from local streets/ITS funding, which is a competitive funding
source. Local jurisdictions are not entitled to this funding; it is allocated to ju-
risdictions throughout the state, competitively. He noted that the project spon-
sor is the Alameda County CMA, and CCTA is the co-sponsor and that the pro-
ject covers from the Bay Bridge Toll Plaza to the Carquinez Bridge.

Dave Kurrent asked for contact information and Mr. Engelmann said that each
CAC member can influence the scope through their respective City/Town
Council. He also suggested that CAC members attend their respective council
meeting when the 1-80 ICM project is presented.
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