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LAW OFFICES OF JASON A. BEZIS
California State Bar No. 225641

3661-B Mosswood Drive

Lafayette, CA 94549-3509

(925) 708-7073 Jason@BezisLaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiffs-Petitioners

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

ALAMEDA COUNTY TAXPAYERS’
ASSOCIATION, INC., a California non-
profit corporation; MARCUS CRAWLEY;
MONTCLAIR VILLAGE HARDWARE;
and TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS
DEFENSE AND EDUCATION FUND, a
California nonprofit corporation;

Plaintiffs-Petitioners,
VS.

TRI-VALLEY-SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY
REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY
(AUTHORITY), a public entity; BOARD
OF DIRECTORS OF AUTHORITY, its
governing board; KEVIN SHERIDAN, in
his official capacity as Executive Director of
AUTHORITY; MICHAEL TREE, in his
official capacity as former Executive Direc-
tor of AUTHORITY; ALAMEDA COUN-
TY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
(ALAMEDA CTC), a joint powers agency;
COMMISSION OF ALAMEDA CTC, its
governing board; TESS LENGYEL, in her
official capacity as Executive Director of
ALAMEDA CTC; METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
(MTC), a local area planning agency;
COMMISSION OF MTC, its governing
board; BAY AREA TOLL AUTHORITY
(BATA), a public instrumentality;
THERESE W. McMILLAN, in her official
capacity as Executive Director of MTC and
BATA; and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive;

Defendants-Respondents.

Case No.: RG21110126

ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO
JUDGE Michael M. Markman
DEPARTMENT 1

PLAINTIFFS’ REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL
NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’
OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF FIRST
AMENDED VERIFIED TAXPAYER
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF
MANDATE (EIGHTH, NINTH, AND TENTH
CAUSES OF ACTION); SUPPORTING
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES; SUPPORTING
DECLARATION OF AUTHENTICITY;
EXHIBITS 14 THROUGH 21

Action filed: August 10, 2021
Merits hearing date: December 15, 2026

Merits hearing time: 10:00 a.m.
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PLAINTIFFS’ REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’
OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED TAXPAYER COMPLAINT
AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE
(EIGHTH., NINTH, AND TENTH CAUSES OF ACTION)

Evidence Code section 452 states in part, “Judicial notice may be taken of the following matters
to the extent that they are not embraced within Section 451: ... (b) Regulations and legislative
enactments issued by or under the authority of the United States or any public entity in the United
States. (¢) Official acts of the legislative, executive, and judicial departments of the United States and of]
any state of the United States.... (h) Facts and propositions that are not reasonably subject to dispute
and are capable of immediate and accurate determination by resort to sources of reasonably indisputable
accuracy.”

Plaintiffs hereby request that the Court take judicial notice of the following facts and documents
in support of their Opening Brief in support of the First Amended Verified Taxpayer Complaint and
Petition for Writ of Mandate (Eighth, Ninth, Tenth Causes of Action):

1. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452(b), (¢), and (h), of the chaptered version of 2003 SB 916
(Stats. 2003, Chapter 715). In support thereof, attached hereto as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of]
said document, as downloaded from the official “California Legislative Information” website.

2. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452(b), (¢), and (h), of the Assembly Floor Analysis of 2003 SB
916 dated September 5, 2003. In support thereof, attached hereto as Exhibit 15 is a true and correct
copy of said document, as downloaded from the official “California Legislative Information” website.
3. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452(b), (c), and (h), of the Senate Floor Analysis of 2003 SB 916
dated September 9, 2003. In support thereof, attached hereto as Exhibit 16 is a true and correct copy of
said document, as downloaded from the official “California Legislative Information” website.

4, Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452(b), (¢), and (h), of the Alameda County Transportation
Commission’s “2020 Comprehensive Investment Plan Fiscal Years 2019/20 to 2023/24” (June 17,
2019). In support thereof, Exhibit 17 is a true and correct copy of said document, as downloaded from
the official Alameda County Transportation Commission website. (Exhibit 17 is a portion of the
Administrative Record for the Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh Causes of Action, Bates Nos. ACTC_AR0676-
0717.)
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5. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452(b), (c¢), and (h), of the Alameda County Transportation
Commission’s “2020 Comprehensive Investment Plan Update Fiscal Years 2019/20 to 2023/24” (May
2020). In support thereof, Exhibit 18 is a true and correct copy of said document, as downloaded from
the official Alameda County Transportation Commission website. (Exhibit 18 is a portion of the
Administrative Record for the Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh Causes of Action, Bates Nos. ACTC_AR0915-
1096.)

6. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452 (c) and (h), of the Bay Area Toll Authority (BATA) report
titled “Toll Increases for BATA Bridges” dated October 23, 2024 (25 pp.). In support thereof, attached
hereto as Exhibit 19 is a true and correct copy of said document, as downloaded from the official BATA
website.

7. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452 (¢) and (h), of the MTC report about MTC Resolution No.
3914, Revised, by Andrew Fremier ($3 million allocation of AB 1171 funds for Valley Link Project)
dated October 9, 2024. In support thereof, attached hereto as Exhibit 20 is a true and correct copy of
said document, as downloaded from the official MTC website.

8. Pursuant to Evidence Code §§ 452 (c) and (h), of the meeting agenda packet for MTC Resolution|
No. 3914, Revised, ($4 million allocation of AB 1171 funds for Valley Link Project) for the August 12,
2026 MTC meeting (Item No. 8b). In support thereof, attached hereto as Exhibit 21 is a true and correct

copy of said document, as downloaded from the official MTC website.

Respectfully submitted,
/s/ Jason A. Bezis

Dated: October 13, 2026

JASON A. BEZIS
Attorney for Plaintiffs
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SUPPORTING MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
ALL EXHIBITS ARE PROPERLY SUBJECT TO JUDICIAL NOTICE.

As explained below, each of the documents or facts for which judicial notice is requested is
properly subject to judicial notice.

Exhibits 14 through 16 are official acts of the legislative department of the State of California.
(County of Los Angeles v. Los Angeles County Employee Relations Com. (2013) 56 Cal.4th 905, 923, fn.
16.)

The summary digests of Legislative Counsel (as in Exhibit 14) are properly considered by an
appellate court without the need for judicial notice because the digests are published. (Merced Irrigation
Dist. v. Superior Court (2017) 7 Cal.App.5th 916, 933, tn. 15.)

Exhibit 15 is an Assembly Floor Analysis of 2003 SB 916. Exhibit 16 is a Senate Floor Analysis
0f 2003 SB 916. The Third Appellate District has directly held that a Senate Floor Analysis is a
document constituting cognizable legislative history. (Kaufman & Broad Communities, Inc. v.
Performance Plastering, Inc. (2005) 133 Cal.App.4th 26, 37.)

Exhibit 17 is an Alameda County Transportation Commission report approved by the legislative
body as Agenda Item No. 6.7 at its June 17, 2019 meeting. It is subject to judicial notice as a legislative
enactment. (Evans v. City of Berkeley (2006) 38 Cal.4th 1, 9, fn. 5.)

Exhibit 18 is an Alameda County Transportation Commission report approved by the legislative
body as Agenda Item No. 6.8 at its May 28, 2020 meeting. It is subject to judicial notice as a legislative
enactment. (Evans v. City of Berkeley (2006) 38 Cal.4th 1, 9, fn. 5.)

Exhibit 19 is a BATA report that was part of the agenda packet for the October 23, 2024 BATA
meeting (Item No. 4a).

Exhibit 20 is an MTC report that was part of the agenda packet for the October 23, 2024 MTC
meeting (Item No. 8d).

Exhibit 21 is the meeting agenda packet for MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised, ($4 million
allocation of AB 1171 funds for Valley Link Project) for the August 12, 2026 MTC meeting (Item No.
8b).
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Exhibits 14 through 16 are relevant to demonstrate the legislative history of 2003 SB 916, which
authorized Regional Measure 2 (RM2) on the March 2004 ballot in seven San Francisco Bay Area
counties, and included the RM2 projects and their sponsors, including in Streets and Highways Code
section 30914, subdivision (c).

Exhibits 17 and 18 are relevant to demonstrate which projects were in the Alameda County
Transportation Commission’s “Comprehensive Investment Plan” at the time of MTC’s AB 1171 funding
allocations to the RAIL AUTHORITY for the Valley Link Project in 2020. This, in turn, is relevant to
evaluating compliance with MTC’s Resolution No. 3636.

Exhibit 19 is relevant to demonstrate that BATA did not have “excess” bridge toll revenues as of
2024, when BATA authorized a bridge toll increase (“Additional funding needed for bridge preservation
and operations,” p. 4).

Exhibits 20 and 21 are relevant to demonstrate that MTC has an ongoing practice of making AB
1171 funding allocations (through MTC Res. No. 3914), including additional AB 1171 funding
allocations in 2024 and 2026.

Respectfully submitted,
/s/ Jason A. Bezis

Dated: October 13, 2026

JASON A. BEZIS, Attorney for Plaintiffs
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DECLARATION OF AUTHENTICITY - DECLARATION OF JASON A. BEZIS

I, Jason A. Bezis, declare as follows:
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in the State of California. I am attorney for Petitioners in
this case. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this declaration and am competent to testify
as to them if called as a witness.
2. The attached Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of the chaptered version of 2003 SB 916
(Stats. 2003, Chapter 715), that I personally downloaded in electronic form from the California State
Legislature’s “California Legislative Information” website at:

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill id=200320040SB916

3. The attached Exhibit 15 is a true and correct copy of Assembly Floor Analysis for 2003 SB 916
dated September 5, 2003 that I personally downloaded in electronic form from the California State

Legislature’s “California Legislative Information” website at:

https://www.leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billAnalysisClient.xhtml?bill id=200320040SB916

4. The attached Exhibit 16 is a true and correct copy of Senate Floor Analysis for 2003 SB 916
dated September 9, 2003 that I personally downloaded in electronic form from the California State
Legislature’s “California Legislative Information” website at:

https://www.leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billAnalysisClient.xhtml?bill id=200320040SB916

5. Exhibit 17 is a true and correct copy of the “2020 Comprehensive Investment Plan Fiscal Years
2019/20 to 2023/24” (June 17, 2019) that I personally downloaded in electronic form from the Alameda

County Transportation Commission’s website at: https://www.alamedactc.org/wp-

content/uploads/2019/06/2020_CIP_20190617.pdf

6. Exhibit 18 is a true and correct copy of the Alameda County Transportation Commission’s “2020)
Comprehensive Investment Plan Update Fiscal Years 2019/20 to 2023/24” (May 2020) that I personally
downloaded in electronic form from the Alameda County Transportation Commission’s website at:

https://www.alamedactc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/2020_CIP_Update FINAL 20200528.pdf

7. Exhibit 19 is a true and correct copy of the BATA report titled “Toll Increases for BATA
Bridges” dated October 23, 2024 that I personally downloaded in electronic form from BATA’s website

at:
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https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/meetings/attachments/6123/4a 24 1322 2 Toll Increase BATA

Bridges_accessible 5.pdf?cb=8d08962d

8. Exhibit 20 is a true and correct copy of the MTC report about MTC Resolution No. 3914,
Revised, by Andrew Fremier dated October 9, 2024 that I personally downloaded in electronic form
from three files on MTC’s website at:

https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/meetings/attachments/6130/2d 24 1010 _1_Summary_Sheet MTC

Resolution No 3914 Revised docx.pdf

9. Exhibit 21 is a true and correct copy of three documents in the meeting agenda packet for MTC
Resolution No. 3914, Revised, ($4 million allocation of AB 1171 funds for Valley Link Project) for the
August 12, 2026 MTC meeting (Item No. 8b) that I personally downloaded in electronic form from
MTC’s website at:

https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=15798614&GUID=347EE853-0693-4DA5-9BF5-

B4D9760100B7

https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=15798615&GUID=6718FB19-B371-4454-BF9B-
FDD137C6A7C9

https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=15798613&GUID=3FD2B85D-CE51-471B-AEQ7-

68007874421A

I declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct. Executed on this 13% day of October, 2026, at Lafayette, California.

/s/ Jason A. Bezis

JASON A. BEZIS
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SB-916 Toll bridge revenues: Treasure Island Development Authority. (2003-2004)

SHARE THIS: n X

Senate Bill No. 916

CHAPTER 715

An act to amend Section 14531 of the Government Code, to amend Sections 182.5, 188.3, 188.4,
188.10, 30101, 30101.8, 30113, 30600, 30601, 30604, 30606, 30750, 30751, 30760, 30761, 30791,
30884, 30885, 30887, 30889.3, 30891, 30894, 30910, 30912, 30913, 30915, 30916, 30918, 30919,

30920, 30950, 30950.1, 30950.2, 30950.3, 30950.4, 30953, 30958, 30960, 30961, 31000, 31010, and
31071 of, to amend and renumber Section 188.10 of, to add Sections 188.53, 30881, 30910.5, 30914.5,
and 30922 to, and to repeal Sections 30603, 30605, 30608.2, 30752, 30753, 30754, 30755, 30756,

30757, 30762, 30762.5, 30763, 30764, 30764.5, 30765, 30766, 30767, 30791.7, 30792, 30792.2,
30793, 30794, 30795, 30886, 30888, 30889, 30896, and 30956 of, to repeal Article 5 (commencing
with Section 30200) and Article 7 (commencing with Section 30350) of Chapter 1 of Division 17 of, to
repeal and add Sections 30102.5, 30890, 30911, 30914, 30917, 30921, and 30951 of, the Streets and
Highways Code, and to amend Section 5205.5 of the Vehicle Code, and to amend Section 5 of Chapter

898 of the Statutes of 1997 relating to transportation, and making an appropriation therefor.

[ Filed with Secretary of State October 09, 2003. Approved by Governor
October 08, 2003. ]

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

SB 916, Perata. Toll bridge revenues: Treasure Island Development Authority.

Existing law generally makes the California Transportation Commission responsible for establishing the rates
charged vehicles for crossing the state-owned toll bridges. Under existing law, the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) is authorized to adopt a toll schedule in lieu of the one adopted by the California
Transportation Commission for the state-owned toll bridges in the San Francisco Bay Area. Existing law makes
the MTC and the Bay Area Toll Authority (BATA), which is defined as the same body as the MTC, responsible for
the programming, administration, and allocation of the revenue from the base toll charge collected from these
bridges. Under existing law, a portion of this revenue is continuously appropriated to the Controller who is
required to disburse these funds to the MTC to expend for purposes that reduce vehicular congestion on the
bridges.

This bill would define the BATA as a separate entity governed by the same governing board as the MTC. The bill
would make the BATA responsible for the programming, administration, and allocation of toll revenues from the
state-owned toll bridges in the San Francisco Bay Area and would authorize it to perform these functions with
respect to the seismic retrofit surcharge once those projects are completed and provision is made for payment of
the bonds issued for those purposes.
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The bill would require the City and County of San Francisco and specified counties in the San Francisco Bay Area
to conduct a special election on a proposed increase of $1 in the amount of the base toll rate charged on the
state-owned toll bridges in that area, and would identify the purposes for which revenues from the toll increase
would be used. The bill would specify that, except to meet its bond obligations, the toll schedule adopted
pursuant to the results of this election may not be changed without the statutory authorization of the
Legislature. The bill would require the BATA to reimburse from toll revenues, as specified, the counties and the
City and County of San Francisco for the cost of submitting the measure to the voters. By requiring this election,
the bill would impose a state-mandated local program. Because the bill would specify that the revenue resulting
from the increased toll charge would be continuously appropriated to the MTC for expenditure on specified
projects, it would make an appropriation.

The bill would require the allocation of toll revenues for the operation and maintenance of the transbay transit
terminal under specified conditions.

The bill additionally would make related changes and would repeal obsolete provisions relating to the operation
of toll facilities.

The Treasure Island Conversion Act of 1997 authorizes the City and County of San Francisco to designate the
Treasure Island Development Authority as a redevelopment agency under state law for purposes related to the
Naval Station Treasure Island. Under these provisions, the employees of this authority are subject to the same
civil service provisions as employees of the City and County of San Francisco.

This bill would provide that the director and deputy of this authority are not subject to these civil service
provisions. The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local agencies and school districts for
certain costs mandated by the state. Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement.

This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act for a specified reason.

Appropriation: yes
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1. Section 14531 of the Government Code is amended to read:

14531. (a) The commission may amend the state transportation improvement program if the amendment meets
both of the following conditions:

(1) The request for the amendment is made by the entity that submitted the project or projects that are in the
program and are to be changed by the amendment.

(2) The total amount programmed in each county for regional improvements does not exceed the county’s
share prior to the amendment, or the total amount programmed in each county is treated as an adjustment to
the share pursuant to Section 188.11 of the Streets and Highways Code.

(b) Public notice of the proposed amendments to the program or the plan shall be made at least 30 days before
the commission takes formal action on the proposed amendments. The notice shall include the text and complete
description of the proposed amendments.

SEC. 2. Section 182.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

182.5. (a) It is the intent of the Legislature that the transition to the new programs and procedures established in
the bill enacting this section shall be fair and equitable and minimize disruptions in the delivery of projects. With
specific reference to the transition from county minimums to county shares for regional improvement, no project
should be counted twice, no project that would be counted under either the old or new procedures should escape
being counted in the transition, shares should be sufficient to fund projects programmed in the 1996 State
Transportation Improvement Program for the same period, no incentive or reward should be provided for
delaying a project, and no incentive or reward should be provided for allocating funds to a project earlier than
the year in which the funds are needed for the project.

(b) At the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1998, the county minimums and county minimum deficits shall
be recalculated under the law as it existed prior to the enactment of the bill adding this section.
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(c) Notwithstanding Section 164, there shall be set aside sufficient funding for every project that is included in
the 1996 State Transportation Improvement Program. This funding shall be set aside in the fund estimate prior
to and in addition to the distribution of funding between programs pursuant to Section 164.

(d) The amount of the cumulative county minimum deficit calculated for any county pursuant to subdivision (b)
shall be carried forward as a county share for the 1998 State Transportation Improvement Program, prior to and
in addition to the computation of county shares pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 188.8.

(e) The commission shall not allocate funds for any project unless the commission has programmed the state
transportation improvement program in a manner that complies with the requirements of Sections 188, 188.8,
and 188.11.

(f) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), for a county within the region defined by Section 66502 of the Government
Code where funds were traded in the 1996 State Transportation Improvement Program to another county in that
region, the county share for that county for the 1998 State Transportation Improvement Program shall be
increased by the amount of the trade in the 1996 State Transportation Improvement Program, as if the share
were a county minimum deficit under subdivision (d).

(g) In adopting the 1998 State Transportation Improvement Program, the commission shall, at a minimum, fund
all intercity rail projects that are included in the adopted 1996 State Transportation Improvement Program. The
amount of funds programmed for each project shall not be less than the amount in the 1996 State
Transportation Improvement Program.

(h) The commission, after consulting with the department and the regional planning agencies, shall adopt interim
guidelines and procedures relative to fund estimates and project selection in a manner that the first state
transportation improvement program, pursuant to the provisions of the act adding this section, is adopted not
later than June 1, 1998.

SEC. 3. Section 188.3 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

188.3. The cost of maintenance of all toll bridges under the jurisdiction of the commission shall be paid out of
money in the State Highway Account.

SEC. 4. Section 188.4 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

188.4. (a) Maintenance expenditures on all toll facilities owned by the state shall, for accounting purposes, be
classified as Category A or Category B expenditures. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the cost of
maintenance of toll facilities in the geographic jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall be
paid in accordance with the following:

(1) Category A maintenance shall be paid from the State Highway Account and shall include all normal highway
maintenance which would be performed by the state according to state procedures as if the facility was a toll-
free state facility.

(2) Category B maintenance shall be paid from toll revenues and shall include all maintenance and
reconstruction work of those facilities such as toll facility administration buildings and toll booths which are
constructed primarily for the purpose of collecting tolls.

(b) In no event shall the Category A maintenance expenditures for the toll bridges in the geographic jurisdiction
of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission be funded at a lower percentage than was established in
accordance with procedures for funding Category A maintenance of the toll bridges during the 1986-87 fiscal
year.

SEC. 4.1. Section 188.10 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

188.10. (a) The Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account is hereby created in the State Transportation Fund. The
money in the account is hereby appropriated, without regard to fiscal years, to the department for the purpose
of funding seismic retrofit or replacement of the bridges listed in Section 188.5. Notwithstanding Section 11012
of the Government Code, the department, in consultation with the Department of Finance and the Office of the
State Treasurer, may authorize the investment of bond proceeds or commercial paper proceeds deposited into
the account in obligations permitted by the Treasurer. Those invested amounts may be held by a trustee who is
either the Treasurer or who is selected by the Treasurer. Authorized investments made pursuant to this section
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shall be included as cash balance for purposes of reporting the condition of the account in the Governor’s
proposed budget or pursuant to the reporting requirement contained in subdivision (b) of Section 14556.9 of the
Government Code.

(b) The Department of Finance shall provide notification to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee and to the
transportation policy committee in each house in the form of a financing plan or pro forma at least 60 days prior
to the initial issuance of any commercial paper or the issuance of any bonds for purposes of the toll bridge
seismic retrofit program. The financing plan or pro forma shall include all of the following components:

(1) The amount and form of the debt issuance or issuances, the term of the issuance or issuances, repayment
and security provisions, the amount and structure of any reserve funds, and all other details of the proposed
financing.

(2) All necessary information with respect to the sources and uses of funds to construct the projects identified
in the toll bridge seismic retrofit program and the timing of expenditures by each fund source by fiscal year.

(3) An assessment of funding available for the Bay Area Toll Authority for authorized projects as a result of the
financing.

(c) The Department of Finance is not required to provide additional notification to the Legislature after meeting
the requirements of subdivision (b) unless additional bonds are issued or changes are made to existing bonds
that alter the content of the financing plan it submitted under subdivision (b). The Department of Finance shall
notify the Legislature within 60 days of the closing of a refunding or an advance refunding of an existing bond
but is not required to include this information in its report under subdivision (b).

(d) No interest income earned as a result of investments made pursuant to subdivision (a), or from reserve
funds created to support the financing, shall be used to pay project costs that are in excess of four billion six
hundred thirty-seven million dollars ($4,637,000,000). No reserve funds, other than a required debt service
reserve fund, shall be in place subsequent to the completion of the seismic retrofit projects.

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Department of Finance may establish the accounting and
reporting system used to determine the expenditures, cash needs, and balance of the account.

SEC. 5. Section 188.10 of the Streets and Highways Code, as amended by Chapter 596 of the Statutes of 1998,
is amended and renumbered to read:

188.11. (a) The commission, with assistance from the department and regional agencies, shall maintain a long-
term balance of shares, shortfalls, and surpluses for regional improvement programs.

(b) The balance shall include all of the following:

(1) Shares from the fund estimate for each state transportation improvement program pursuant to Section
14525 of the Government Code.

(2) Amounts programmed in each state transportation improvement program pursuant to Section 14529 of the
Government Code.

(3) Surpluses or shortfalls due to reservations or advancements pursuant to subdivision (j) of Section 188.8.

(4) Amounts deducted or added because of changes in project development costs or a cost increase or savings
in the final engineering estimate or the final right-of-way certification estimate at the time of allocation for
construction, pursuant to subdivisions (d) and (e) of Section 188.8.

(5) Any supplemental project allocations during or following construction.

(6) Amounts deducted or added because of amendments to the state transportation improvement program
that add, delete, or change the scope and cost of regional improvement projects, pursuant to Section 14531 of
the Government Code.

(c) The balance through the preceding fiscal year shall be made available for review by all regional agencies at
the time of each fund estimate, and by not later than August 15 of each year.

(d) The commission, through the fund estimate, shall restore for the next state transportation improvement
program the interregional improvement program level specified in subdivision (a) of Section 164.
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SEC. 5.1. Section 188.53 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

188.53. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, it is the intent of the Legislature that the programming
authorization described in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (8) of subdivision (b) of Section 188.5 is available for
any and all state-owned toll bridge retrofit projects identified in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section
188.5.

SEC. 6. Section 30101 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30101. Except as otherwise provided by statute for the commission and the Bay Area Toll Authority, the
commission shall fix the rates of toll and other charges for all toll bridges, tubes, or other toll highway crossings
acquired or built pursuant to this chapter. Notwithstanding this section or any other provision of law, neither the
commission nor the Bay Area Toll Authority may change the seismic retrofit surcharge described in Section
31010.

SEC. 7. Section 30101.8 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30101.8. (a) The commission may grant toll-free and reduced-rate passage on all toll bridges under its jurisdiction
to class I vehicles occupied by three or more persons, including the driver, and to buses. For bridges within the
area under the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the Bay Area Toll Authority may grant
toll-free and reduced-rate passage.

(b) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), tolls on the bridges shall be maintained at rates sufficient to meet any
obligation to the holders of bonds secured by a pledge of bridge toll revenues, as set forth in any bond
resolution, indenture, or covenants, and the commission shall revise or eliminate any toll-free or reduced-rate
toll schedule adopted pursuant to subdivision (a) as necessary to ensure compliance with those obligations.

(c) If the commission grants toll-free and reduced-rate passage pursuant to subdivision (a), the commission
shall also grant the same toll-free and reduced-rate passage to class I vehicles designed by the manufacturer to
be occupied by no more than two persons, including the driver, if these vehicles are occupied by two persons,
including the driver.

SEC. 8. Section 30102.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 9. Section 30102.5 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30102.5. Consistent with Section 30918, the Bay Area Toll Authority shall fix the rates of the toll charge, except as
provided in Section 30921, and may grant reduced-rate and toll-free passage on the state-owned toll bridges
within the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

SEC. 10. Section 30113 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30113. (a) The commission may utilize net revenues from toll bridges in order to finance research on high
technology motion control devices to be used on the bridges.

(b) If the Metropolitan Transportation Commission allocates toll bridge net revenues as defined in Section 30884,
it may utilize net revenues from the bridges under its jurisdiction to finance the research referred to in
subdivision (a).

SEC. 11. Article 5 (commencing with Section 30200) of Chapter 1 of Division 17 of the Streets and Highways
Code is repealed.

SEC. 12. Article 7 (commencing with Section 30350) of Chapter 1 of Division 17 of the Streets and Highways
Code is repealed.

SEC. 13. Section 30600 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30600. As used in this article, the following definitions apply:

(a) “Authority” means the Bay Area Toll Authority created pursuant to Chapter 4.3 (commencing with Section
30950).
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(b) “Toll bridge” means that certain bridge across San Francisco Bay known as the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge and the approaches thereto.

SEC. 14. Section 30601 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30601. The toll bridge and the approaches to it are a primary state highway. No law providing that state highways
shall be free highways affects the power or duty of the authority to fix the rates of toll for the toll bridge or the
power and duty of the department to collect the tolls so fixed by the authority for the use of the toll bridge.

SEC. 15. Section 30603 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 16. Section 30604 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30604. The department shall at all times cause the toll bridge to comply with all lawful orders of the United States
Secretary of Defense, the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, and of any other governmental agency
or authority having jurisdiction thereof.

SEC. 17. Section 30605 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 18. Section 30606 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30606. The cost of operating and maintaining the architectural lights on the toll bridge shall be paid by the
department from toll bridge revenue funds available for the operation of the toll bridge.

SEC. 19. Section 30608.2 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 20. Section 30750 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30750. As used in this article:

(a) “Carquinez Bridge” means those certain bridge spans on Interstate Route 80 across the Carquinez Straits
near Crockett, together with any existing or new and additional approaches thereto, necessary or desirable to
connect with the present spans or any additional spans and the toll collection facilities to serve both the existing
bridge span and any additional spans.

(b) “Benicia-Martinez Bridge” means the toll bridge across the Carquinez Straits on Interstate Route 680
connecting the Cities of Benicia and Martinez, together with any existing or new and additional approaches
thereto, necessary or desirable with respect to the present span or any spans and toll collection facilities for the
bridge and any additional spans.

SEC. 21. Section 30751 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30751. The department is authorized to lay out, acquire, and construct the Carquinez Bridge and the Benicia-
Martinez Bridge and to make any modification, improvement, and reconstruction of the bridges as is necessary
to adequately handle anticipated traffic and permit the collection of tolls.

SEC. 22. Section 30752 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 23. Section 30753 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 24. Section 30754 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 25. Section 30755 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 26. Section 30756 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 27. Section 30757 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 28. Section 30760 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30760. As used in this article, "Antioch Bridge” means the high-level fixed-span bridge across the San Joaquin
River near Antioch together with the approaches thereto and the toll collection facilities for the bridge.
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SEC. 29. Section 30761 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

necessary to adequately handle anticipated traffic and permit the collection of tolls.

SEC. 30. Section 30762 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 31. Section 30762.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 32. Section 30763 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 33. Section 30764 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 34. Section 30764.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 35. Section 30765 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 36. Section 30766 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 37. Section 30767 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 38. Section 30791 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

collection of tolls.

SEC. 39. Section 30791.7 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 40. Section 30792 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 41. Section 30792.2 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 42. Section 30793 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 43. Section 30794 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 44. Section 30795 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 45. Section 30881 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:
30881. “Authority” means the Bay Area Toll Authority.

SEC. 46. Section 30884 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

Dumbarton Bridge.
(b) The net transit revenues are subordinate to all of the following:

(1) The obligation to pay necessary costs of toll collection operation.

by the authority.

preliminary to the financing of any toll bridge project.

SEC. 47. Section 30885 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:
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30791. The department is authorized to modify, improve, reconstruct, and remodel the San Mateo-Hayward
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30884. (a) “Net transit revenues” means those revenues of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, the San
Mateo-Hayward Bridge, and the Dumbarton Bridge determined by the authority as derived from the toll increase
instituted by the commission in 1977. The calculation of the amount of the net transit revenues is equal to 16
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(2) The obligations of the authority under any bond resolution or indenture applicable to the toll bridges issued

(3) The obligation to repay any advances made to the department from any other source for studies and work
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30885. “Toll bridge” means any state-owned bridge, including the approaches to the toll bridge from the nearest
highway that is not for the exclusive use of toll bridge traffic, located within the region under the jurisdiction of
the commission.

SEC. 48. Section 30886 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 49. Section 30887 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30887. The authority may increase the toll rates specified in the adopted toll schedule only if this is necessary in
order to enable the authority to meet its obligations under any bond resolution or indenture.

SEC. 50. Section 30888 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.
SEC. 51. Section 30889 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 52. Section 30889.3 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30889.3. (a) The authority may grant toll-free passage or may adopt a reduced-rate schedule of tolls for vehicles
occupied by three or more persons, including the driver, and for buses crossing the bridges. The reduced-rate toll
for those vehicles shall be determined by the authority in consultation with the department, and may consist of
reduced daily tolls or payment in lieu of daily tolls. If the authority grants toll-free passage or adopts a reduced-
rate toll schedule under this subdivision, it shall grant toll-free passage or adopt the same schedule for class I
vehicles designed by the manufacturer to be occupied by not more than two persons, including the driver, if
these vehicles are occupied by two persons, including the driver.

(b) Tolls on the bridges shall be maintained at rates sufficient to meet any obligations to the holders of bonds
secured by the bridge toll revenues, as set forth in any bond resolution or indenture or obligation contained in
bonds issued pursuant to the bond resolution or indenture, and the authority shall revise or eliminate the
reduced-rate toll schedule adopted pursuant to subdivision (@) as necessary to ensure compliance with those
obligations.

(c) The authority may also vary, as it deems advisable, the toll rates applicable to a vehicle operated on the
bridges for the carriage of passengers by any municipal or public corporation, transit district, public utility
district, political subdivision, or by a transportation company operating under a certificate of public convenience
and necessity. The authority shall consult with the affected operators prior to adopting any toll rate pursuant to
this subdivision.

SEC. 53. Section 30890 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 54. Section 30890 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30890. The authority shall transfer the net transit revenues, as defined in Section 30884, to the commission on a
regularly scheduled basis as set forth in the authority’s annual budget resolution.

SEC. 55. Section 30891 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30891. The commission may retain, for its cost in administering this article, an amount not to exceed one-quarter
of 1 percent of the revenues allocated by it pursuant to Section 30892 and of the revenues allocated by it
pursuant to Sections 30913 and 30914.

SEC. 56. Section 30894 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30894. The commission shall adopt and distribute procedures for the submission of applications for funding and
allocation of funds. Only those applications for projects that will implement the commission’s transportation
planning objectives in the vicinity of toll bridges as set forth in its adopted regional transportation plan or the
commission’s objectives with respect to ferry systems shall be approved.

SEC. 57. Section 30896 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 58. Section 30910 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:
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30910. (a) The state-owned toll bridges within the geographic jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission are the following bridges:

(1) Antioch Bridge.

(2) Benicia-Martinez Bridge.

(3) Carquinez Bridges.

(4) Dumbarton Bridge.

(5) Richmond-San Rafael Bridge.

(6) San Mateo-Hayward Bridge.

(7) San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge.

(b) The Antioch Bridge, the Benicia-Martinez Bridge, the Carquinez Bridges, and the Richmond-San Rafael Bridge
are at times classified as the northern bridge unit, and the Dumbarton Bridge, the San Mateo-Hayward Bridge,
and the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge are at times classified as the southern bridge unit. For purposes of
operation, rehabilitation, maintenance, and financing, all of the bridges are classified as a single enterprise.

SEC. 58.5. Section 30910.5 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:
30910.5. "Authority” means the Bay Area Toll Authority.

SEC. 59. Section 30911 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 60. Section 30911 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30911. (a) The authority shall control and maintain the Bay Area Toll Account and other subaccounts it deems
necessary and appropriate to document toll revenue and operating expenditures in accordance with generally
accepted accounting principles.

(b) (1) After the requirements of any bond resolution or indenture of the authority for any outstanding revenue
bonds have been met, the authority shall transfer on a regularly scheduled basis as set forth in the authority’s
annual budget resolution, the revenues defined in subdivision (b) of Section 30913 and Section 30914 to the
commission. The funds transferred are continuously appropriated to the commission to expend for the purposes
specified in subdivision (b) of Section 30913 and Section 30914.

(2) For the purposes of paragraph (1), the revenues defined in subdivision (b) of Section 30913 and
subdivision (a) of Section 30914 include all revenues accruing since January 1, 1989.

SEC. 61. Section 30912 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30912. (a) Revenue derived from tolls on all bridges may be expended, subject to the adopted annual budget of
the authority, for any of the following purposes:

(1) Safety and operational costs, including toll collection.

(2) Costs of bridge construction and improvement projects, including debt service and sinking fund payments
on bonds issued by the authority for those projects. The repayment of any advances from other state funds
may be made from the toll revenue or bond proceeds.

(b) The revenue determined by the authority as derived from the toll increase approved in 1988, and authorized
by Section 30917 for class I vehicles on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge shall be used, to the extent
specified in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 30914, for the construction of rail extensions specified in
Section 30914 or for payment of the principal of, and interest on, bonds issued for those projects, including
payments into a sinking fund maintained for that purpose.

(c) Maintenance of the bridges specified in Section 30910 shall be funded in accordance with procedures for
funding maintenance of the southern bridge unit during the 1986-87 fiscal year.

SEC. 62. Section 30913 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:
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30913. (a) In addition to any other authorized expenditure of toll bridge revenues, the following major projects
may be funded from toll revenues:

(1) Benicia-Martinez Bridge: Widening of the existing bridge.
(2) Benicia-Martinez Bridge: Construction of an additional span parallel to the existing bridge.
(3) Carquinez Bridge: Replacement of the existing western span.

(4) Richmond-San Rafael Bridge: Major rehabilitation of the bridge, and development of a new easterly
approach between the toll plaza and Route 80, near Pinole, known as the Richmond Parkway.

(b) The toll increase approved in 1988, which authorized a uniform toll of one dollar ($1) for two-axle vehicles on
the bridges and corresponding increases for multi-axle vehicles, resulted in the following toll increases for two-
axle vehicles on the bridges:

Bridge 1988 Increase
(Two-axle vehicles)

Antioch Bridge $0.50
Benicia-Martinez Bridge .60
Carquinez Bridge .60
Dumbarton Bridge .25
Richmond-San Rafael Bridge .00

San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge .25

San Mateo-Hayward Bridge .25

Portions of the 1988 toll increase were dedicated to transit purposes, and these amounts shall be calculated as
up to 2 percent of the revenue generated each year by the collection on all bridges of the base toll at the level
established by the 1988 toll increase. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall allocate two-thirds of
these amounts for transportation projects, other than those specified in Sections 30912 and 30913 and in
subdivision (a) of Section 30914, which are designed to reduce vehicular traffic congestion and improve bridge
operations on any bridge, including, but not limited to, bicycle facilities and for the planning, construction,
operation, and acquisition of rapid water transit systems. The commission shall allocate the remaining one-third
solely for the planning, construction, operation, and acquisition of rapid water transit systems. The plans for the
projects may also be funded by these moneys.

(c) The department shall not include, in the plans for the new Benicia-Martinez Bridge, toll plazas, highways, or
other facilities leading to or from the Benicia-Martinez Bridge, any construction that would result in the net loss
of any wetland acreage.

(d) With respect to the Benicia-Martinez and Carquinez Bridges, the department shall consider the potential for
rail transit as part of the plans for the new structures specified in paragraphs (2) and (3) of subdivision (a).

(e) At the time the first of the new bridges specified in paragraphs (2) and (3) of subdivision (a) is opened to the
public, there shall be a lane for the exclusive use of pedestrians and bicycles available on at least, but not limited
to, the original span at Benicia or Carquinez, or the additional or replacement spans planned for those bridges.
The design of these bridges shall not preclude the subsequent addition of a lane for the exclusive use of
pedestrians and bicycles.

SEC. 63. Section 30914 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 64. Section 30914 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30914. (a) In addition to any other authorized expenditures of toll bridge revenues, the following major projects
may be funded from toll revenues of all bridges:

(1) Dumbarton Bridge: Improvement of the western approaches from Route 101 if affected local governments
are involved in the planning.
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(2) San Mateo-Hayward Bridge and approaches: Widening of the bridge to six lanes, construction of rail transit
capital improvements on the bridge structure, and improvements to the Route 92/Route 880 interchange.

(3) Construction of West Grand connector or an alternate project designed to provide comparable benefit by
reducing vehicular traffic congestion on the eastern approaches to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge.
Affected local governments shall be involved in the planning.

(4) Not less than 90 percent of the revenues determined by the authority as derived from the toll increase
approved in 1988 for class I vehicles on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge authorized by Section 30917
shall be used exclusively for rail transit capital improvements designed to reduce vehicular traffic congestion on
that bridge. This amount shall be calculated as 21 percent of the revenue generated each year by the
collection of the base toll at the level established by the 1988 increase on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge.

(b) Notwithstanding any funding request for the transbay bus terminal pursuant to Section 31015, the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall allocate toll bridge revenues in an annual amount not to exceed
three million dollars ($3,000,000), plus a 3.5-percent annual increase, to the department or to the Transbay
Joint Powers Authority after the department transfers the title of the Transbay Terminal Building to that entity, for
operation and maintenance expenditures. This allocation shall be payable from funds transferred by the Bay Area
Toll Authority. This transfer of funds is subordinate to any obligations of the authority, now or hereafter existing,
having a statutory or first priority lien against the toll bridge revenues. The first annual 3.5 percent increase shall
be made on July 1, 2004. The transfer is further subject to annual certification by the department or the
Transbay Joint Powers Authority that the total Transbay Terminal Building operating revenue is insufficient to pay
the cost of operation and maintenance without the requested funding.

(c) If the voters approve a toll increase in 2004 pursuant to Section 30921, the authority shall, consistent with
the provisions of subdivisions (d) and (f), fund the projects described in this subdivision and in subdivision (d)
that shall collectively be known as the Regional Traffic Relief Plan by bonding or transfers to the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission. These projects have been determined to reduce congestion or to make
improvements to travel in the toll bridge corridors, from toll revenues of all bridges:

(1) BART/MUNI Connection at Embarcadero and Civic Center Stations. Provide direct access from the BART
platform to the MUNI platform at the above stations and equip new fare gates that are TransLink ready. Three
million dollars ($3,000,000). The project sponsor is BART.

(2) MUNI Metro Third Street Light Rail Line. Provide funding for the surface and light rail transit and
maintenance facility to support MUNI Metro Third Street Light Rail service connecting to Caltrain stations and
the E-Line waterfront line. Thirty million dollars ($30,000,000). The project sponsor is MUNI.

(3) MUNI Waterfront Historic Streetcar Expansion. Provide funding to rehabilitate historic street cars and
construct trackage and terminal facilities to support service from the Caltrain Terminal, the Transbay Terminal,
and the Ferry Building, and connecting the Fisherman’s Wharf and northern waterfront. Ten million dollars
($10,000,000). The project sponsor is MUNI.

(4) East to West Bay Commuter Rail Service over the Dumbarton Rail Bridge. Provide funding for the necessary
track and station improvements and rolling stock to interconnect the BART and Capitol Corridor at Union City
with Caltrain service over the Dumbarton Rail Bridge, and interconnect and provide track improvements for the
ACE line with the same Caltrain service at Centerville. Provide a new station at Sun Microsystems in Menlo
Park. One hundred thirty-five million dollars ($135,000,000). The project is jointly sponsored by the San Mateo
County Transportation Authority, Capitol Corridor, the Alameda County Congestion Management Agency, and
the Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority.

(5) Vallejo Station. Construct intermodal transportation hub for bus and ferry service, including parking
structure, at site of Vallejo’s current ferry terminal. Twenty-eight million dollars ($28,000,000). The project
sponsor is the City of Vallejo.

(6) Solano County Express Bus Intermodal Facilities. Provide competitive grant fund source, to be administered
by BATA. Eligible projects are Curtola Park and Ride, Benicia Intermodal Facility, Fairfield Transportation Center
and Vacaville Intermodal Station. Priority to be given to projects that are fully funded, ready for construction,
and serving transit service that operates primarily on existing or fully funded high-occupancy vehicle lanes.
Twenty million dollars ($20,000,000). The project sponsor is Solano Transportation Authority.
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(7) Solano County Corridor Improvements near Interstate 80/Interstate 680 Interchange. Provide funding for
improved mobility in corridor based on recommendations of joint study conducted by the Department of
Transportation and the Solano Transportation Authority. Cost-effective transit infrastructure investment or
service identified in the study shall be considered a high priority. One hundred million dollars ($100,000,000).
The project sponsor is Solano Transportation Authority.

(8) Interstate 80: Eastbound High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane Extension from Route 4 to Carquinez Bridge.
Construct HOV-lane extension. Fifty million dollars ($50,000,000). The project sponsor is the Department of
Transportation.

(9) Richmond Parkway Transit Center. Construct parking structure and associated improvements to expand bus
capacity. Sixteen million dollars ($16,000,000). The project sponsor is Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District,
in coordination with West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee, Western Contra Costa Transit
Authority, City of Richmond, and the Department of Transportation.

(10) Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District (SMART) Extension to Larkspur or San Quentin. Extend rail line
from San Rafael to a ferry terminal at Larkspur or San Quentin. Thirty-five million dollars ($35,000,000). Up to
five million dollars ($5,000,000) may be used to study, in collaboration with the Water Transit Authority, the
potential use of San Quentin property as an intermodal water transit terminal. The project sponsor is SMART.

(11) Greenbrae Interchange/Larkspur Ferry Access Improvements. Provide enhanced regional and local access
around the Greenbrae Interchange to reduce traffic congestion and provide multimodal access to the
Richmond-San Rafael Bridge and Larkspur Ferry Terminal by constructing a new full service diamond
interchange at Wornum Drive south of the Greenbrae Interchange, extending a multiuse pathway from the new
interchange at Wornum Drive to East Sir Francis Drake Boulevard and the Cal Park Hill rail right-of-way, adding
a new lane to East Sir Francis Drake Boulevard and rehabilitating the Cal Park Hill Rail Tunnel and right-of-way
approaches for bicycle and pedestrian access to connect the San Rafael Transit Center with the Larkspur Ferry
Terminal. Sixty-five million dollars ($65,000,000). The project sponsor is Marin County Congestion
Management Agency.

(12) Direct High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane connector from Interstate 680 to the Pleasant Hill or Walnut
Creek BART stations or in close proximity to either station or as an extension of the southbound Interstate 680
High-Occupancy Vehicle Lane through the Interstate 680/State Highway Route 4 interchange from North Main
in Walnut Creek to Livorna Road. The County Connection shall utilize up to one million dollars ($1,000,000) of
the funds described in this paragraph to develop options and recommendations for providing express bus
service on the Interstate 680 High-Occupancy Vehicle Lane south of the Benicia Bridge in order to connect to
BART. Upon completion of the plan, the Contra Costa Transportation Authority shall adopt a preferred
alternative provided by the County Connection plan for future funding. Following adoption of the preferred
alternative, the remaining funds may be expended either to fund the preferred alternative or to extend the
high-occupancy vehicle lane as described in this paragraph. Fifteen million dollars ($15,000,000). The project
is sponsored by the Contra Costa Transportation Authority.

(13) Rail Extension to East Contra Costa/E-BART. Extend BART from Pittsburg/Bay Point Station to Byron in
East Contra Costa County. Ninety-six million dollars ($96,000,000). Project funds may only be used if the
project is in compliance with adopted BART policies with respect to appropriate land use zoning in vicinity of
proposed stations. The project is jointly sponsored by BART and Contra Costa Transportation Authority.

(14) Capital Corridor Improvements in Interstate 80/Interstate 680 Corridor. Fund track and station
improvements, including the Suisun Third Main Track and new Fairfield Station. Twenty-five million dollars
($25,000,000). The project sponsor is Capital Corridor Joint Powers Authority and the Solano Transportation
Authority.

(15) Central Contra Costa Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) Crossover. Add new track before Pleasant Hill BART
Station to permit BART trains to cross to return track towards San Francisco. Twenty-five million dollars
($25,000,000). The project sponsor is BART.

(16) Benicia-Martinez Bridge: New Span. Provide partial funding for completion of new five-lane span between
Benicia and Martinez to significantly increase capacity in the I-680 corridor. Fifty million dollars ($50,000,000).
The project sponsor is the Bay Area Toll Authority.

(17) Regional Express Bus North. Competitive grant program for bus service in Richmond-San Rafael Bridge,
Carquinez, Benicia-Martinez and Antioch Bridge corridors. Provide funding for park and ride lots, infrastructure
improvements, and rolling stock. Eligible recipients include Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Tra?)slg‘?lr\tlastgcm
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District, Vallejo Transit, Napa VINE, Fairfield-Suisun Transit, Western Contra Costa Transit Authority, Eastern
Contra Costa Transit Authority, and Central Contra Costa Transit Authority. The Golden Gate Bridge Highway
and Transportation District shall receive a minimum of one million six hundred thousand dollars ($1,600,000).
Napa VINE shall receive a minimum of two million four hundred thousand dollars ($2,400,000). Twenty million
dollars ($20,000,000). The project sponsor is the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

(18) TransLink. Integrate the bay area’s regional smart card technology, TransLink, with operator fare
collection equipment and expand system to new transit services. Twenty-two million dollars ($22,000,000).
The project sponsor is the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

(19) Real-Time Transit Information. Provide a competitive grant program for transit operators for assistance
with implementation of high-technology systems to provide real-time transit information to riders at transit
stops or via telephone, wireless, or Internet communication. Priority shall be given to projects identified in the
commission’s connectivity plan adopted pursuant to subdivision (d) of Section 30914.5. Twenty million dollars
($20,000,000). The funds shall be administered by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

(20) Safe Routes to Transit: Plan and construct bicycle and pedestrian access improvements in close proximity
to transit facilities. Priority shall be given to those projects that best provide access to regional transit services.
Twenty-two million five hundred thousand dollars ($22,500,000). City Car Share shall receive two million five
hundred thousand dollars ($2,500,000) to expand its program within approximately one-quarter mile of
transbay regional transit terminals or stations. The project is jointly sponsored by the East Bay Bicycle
Coalition and the Transportation and Land Use Coalition. These sponsors must identify a public agency
cosponsor for purposes of specific project fund allocations.

(21) BART Tube Seismic Strengthening. Add seismic capacity to existing BART tube connecting the east bay
with San Francisco. One hundred forty-three million dollars ($143,000,000). The project sponsor is BART.

(22) Transbay Terminal/Downtown Caltrain Extension. A new Transbay Terminal at First and Mission Streets in
San Francisco providing added capacity for transbay, regional, local, and intercity bus services, the extension
of Caltrain rail services into the terminal, and accommodation of a future high speed passenger rail line to the
terminal and eventual rail connection to the east bay. Eligible expenses include project planning, design and
engineering, construction of a new terminal and its associated ramps and tunnels, demolition of existing
structures, design and development of a temporary terminal, property and right-of-way acquisitions required
for the project, and associated project-related administrative expenses. A bus- and train-ready terminal
facility, including purchase and acquisition of necessary rights-of-way for the terminal, ramps, and rail
extension, is the first priority for toll funds for the Transbay Terminal/Downtown Caltrain Extension Project. The
temporary terminal operation shall not exceed five years. One hundred fifty million dollars ($150,000,000).
The project sponsor is the Transbay Joint Powers Authority.

(23) Oakland Airport Connector. New transit connection to link BART, Capitol Corridor and AC Transit with
Oakland Airport. The Port of Oakland shall provide a full funding plan for the connector. Thirty million dollars
($30,000,000). The project sponsors are the Port of Oakland and BART.

(24) AC Transit Enhanced Bus-Phase 1 on Telegraph Avenue, International Boulevard, and East 14th Street
(Berkeley-Oakland-San Leandro). Develop enhanced bus service on these corridors, including bus bulbs, signal
prioritization, new buses, and other improvements. Priority of investment shall improve the AC connection to
BART on these corridors. Sixty-five million dollars ($65,000,000). The project sponsor is AC Transit.

(25) Commute Ferry Service for Alameda/Oakland/Harbor Bay. Purchase two vessels for ferry services between
Alameda and Oakland areas and San Francisco. Second vessel funds to be released upon demonstration of
appropriate terminal locations, new transit oriented development, adequate parking, and sufficient landside
feeder connections to support ridership projections. Twelve million dollars ($12,000,000). The project sponsor
is Water Transit Authority. If the Water Transit Authority demonstrates to the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission that it has secured alternative funding for the two vessel purchases described in this paragraph,
the funds may be used for terminal improvements.

(26) Commute Ferry Service for Berkeley/Albany. Purchase two vessels for ferry services between the
Berkeley/Albany Terminal and San Francisco. Parking access and landside feeder connections must be sufficient
to support ridership projections. Twelve million dollars ($12,000,000). The project sponsor is Water Transit
Authority. If the Water Transit Authority demonstrates to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission that it
has secured alternative funding for the two vessel purchases described in this paragraph, the funds may be
used for terminal improvements. If the Water Transit Authority does not have an entitled terminal site within
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the Berkeley/Albany catchment area by 2010 that meets its requirements, the funds described in this
paragraph and the operating funds described in paragraph (7) of subdivision (d) shall be transferred to another
site in the east bay. The City of Richmond shall be given first priority to receive this transfer of funds if it has
met the planning milestones identified in its special study developed pursuant to paragraph (28).

(27) Commute Ferry Service for South San Francisco. Purchase two vessels for ferry services to the peninsula.
Parking access and landside feeder connections must be sufficient to support ridership projections. Twelve
million dollars ($12,000,000). The project sponsor is Water Transit Authority. If the Water Transit Authority
demonstrates to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission that it has secured alternative funding for the
two vessel purchases described in this paragraph, the funds may be used for terminal improvements.

(28) Water Transit Facility Improvements, Spare Vessels, and Environmental Review Costs. Provide two backup
vessels for Water Transit Authority services, expand berthing capacity at the Port of San Francisco, and expand
environmental studies and design for eligible locations. Forty-eight million dollars ($48,000,000). The project
sponsor is Water Transit Authority. Up to one million dollars ($1,000,000) of the funds described in this
paragraph shall be made available for the Water Transit Authority to study accelerating development and other
milestones that would potentially increase ridership at the City of Richmond ferry terminal.

(29) Regional Express Bus Service for San Mateo, Dumbarton, and Bay Bridge Corridors. Expand park and ride
lots, improve HOV access, construct ramp improvements, and purchase rolling stock. Twenty-two million
dollars ($22,000,000). The project sponsors are AC Transit and Alameda County Congestion Management
Agency.

(30) I-880 North Safety Improvements. Reconfigure various ramps on I-880 and provide appropriate
mitigations between 29th Avenue and 16th Avenue. Ten million dollars ($10,000,000). The project sponsors
are Alameda County Congestion Management Agency, City of Oakland, and Department of Transportation.

(31) BART Warm Springs Extension . Extension of the existing BART system from Fremont to Warm Springs in
southern Alameda County. Ninety-five million dollars ($95,000,000). Up to ten million dollars ($10,000,000)
shall be used for grade separation work in the City of Fremont necessary to extend BART. The project would
facilitate a future rail service extension to the Silicon Valley. The project sponsor is BART.

(32) I-580 (Tri Valley) Rapid Transit Corridor Improvements. Provide rail or High-Occupancy Vehicle lane direct
connector to Dublin BART and other improvements on I-580 in Alameda County for use by express buses.
Sixty-five million dollars ($65,000,000). The project sponsor is Alameda County Congestion Management
Agency.

(33) Regional Rail Master Plan. Provide planning funds for integrated regional rail study pursuant to subdivision
(f) of Section 30914.5. Six million five hundred thousand dollars ($6,500,000). The project sponsors are
Caltrain and BART.

(34) Integrated Fare Structure Program. Provide planning funds for the development of zonal monthly transit
passes pursuant to subdivision (e) of Section 30914.5. One million five hundred thousand dollars
($1,500,000). The project sponsor is the Translink Consortium.

(35) Transit Commuter Benefits Promotion. Marketing program to promote tax-saving opportunities for
employers and employees as specified in Section 132(f)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code. Goal is to increase
the participation rate of employers offering employees a tax-free benefit to commute to work by transit. The
project sponsor is the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. Five million dollars ($5,000,000).

(36) Caldecott Tunnel Improvements. Provide funds to plan and construct a fourth bore at the Caldecott Tunnel
between Contra Costa and Alameda Counties. The fourth bore will be a two-lane bore with a shoulder or
shoulders north of the current three bores. The County Connection shall study all feasible alternatives to
increase transit capacity in the westbound corridor of State Highway Route 24 between State Highway Route
680 and the Caldecott Tunnel, including the study of the use of an express lane, high-occupancy vehicle lane,
and an auxiliary lane. The cost of the study shall not exceed five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) and
shall be completed not later than January 15, 2006. Fifty million five hundred thousand dollars ($50,500,000).
The project sponsor is the Contra Costa Transportation Authority.

(d) Not more than 38 percent of the revenues generated from the toll increase shall be made available annually
for the purpose of providing operating assistance for transit services as set forth in the authority’s annual budget
resolution. The funds shall be made available to the provider of the transit services subject to the performance
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measures described in Section 30914.5. If the funds cannot be obligated for operating assistance consistent with
the performance measures, these funds shall be obligated for other operations consistent with this chapter.

Except for operating programs that do not have planned funding increases and subject to the 38-percent limit on
total operating cost funding in any single year, following the first year of scheduled operations, an escalation
factor, not to exceed 1.5 percent per year, shall be added to the operating cost funding through fiscal year 2015-
16, to partially offset increased operating costs. The escalation factors shall be contained in the operating
agreements described in Section 30914.5. Subject to the limitations of this paragraph, the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission may annually fund the following operating programs as another component of the
Regional Traffic Relief Plan:

(1) Golden Gate Express Bus Service over the Richmond Bridge (Route 40). Two million one hundred thousand
dollars ($2,100,000).

(2) Napa Vine Service terminating at the Vallejo Intermodal Terminal. Three hundred ninety thousand dollars
($390,000).

(3) Regional Express Bus North Pool serving the Carquinez and Benicia Bridge Corridors. Three million four
hundred thousand dollars ($3,400,000).

(4) Regional Express Bus South Pool serving the Bay Bridge, San Mateo Bridge, and Dumbarton Bridge
Corridors. Six million five hundred thousand dollars ($6,500,000).

(5) Dumbarton Rail. Five million five hundred thousand ($5,500,000).

(6) Water Transit Authority, Alameda/Oakland/Harbor Bay. A portion of the operating funds may be dedicated
to landside transit operations. Six million four hundred thousand dollars ($6,400,000).

(7) Water Transit Authority, Berkeley/Albany. A portion of the operating funds may be dedicated to landside
transit operations. Three million two hundred thousand dollars ($3,200,000).

(8) Water Transit Authority, South San Francisco. A portion of the operating funds may be dedicated to
landside operations. Three million dollars ($3,000,000).

(9) Vallejo Ferry. Two million seven hundred thousand dollars ($2,700,000).
(10) Owl Bus Service on BART Corridor. One million eight hundred thousand dollars ($1,800,000).

(11) MUNI Metro Third Street Light Rail Line. Two million five hundred thousand dollars ($2,500,000) without
escalation.

(12) AC Transit Enhanced Bus Service on Telegraph Avenue, International Boulevard, and East 14th Street in
Berkeley-Oakland-San Leandro. Three million dollars ($3,000,000) without escalation.

(13) TransLink, three-year operating program. Twenty million dollars ($20,000,000) without escalation.

(14) Water Transit Authority, regional planning and operations. Three million dollars ($3,000,000) without
escalation.

(e) For all projects authorized under subdivision (c), the project sponsor shall submit an initial project report to
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission before July 1, 2004. This report shall include all information required
to describe the project in detail, including the status of any environmental documents relevant to the project,
additional funds required to fully fund the project, the amount, if any, of funds expended to date, and a summary
of any impediments to the completion of the project. This report, or an updated report, shall include a detailed
financial plan and shall notify the commission if the project sponsor will request toll revenue within the
subsequent 12 months. The project sponsor shall update this report as needed or requested by the commission.
No funds shall be allocated by the commission for any project authorized by subdivision (c) until the project
sponsor submits the initial project report, and the report is reviewed and approved by the commission.

If multiple project sponsors are listed for projects listed in subdivision (c), the commission shall identify a lead
sponsor in coordination with all identified sponsors, for purposes of allocating funds. For any projects authorized
under subdivision (c), the commission shall have the option of requiring a memorandum of understanding
between itself and the project sponsor or sponsors that shall include any specific requirements that must be met
prior to the allocation of funds provided under subdivision (c).

https://www.leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200320040SB916 P 536 15/26



10/13/26, 12:46 PM Bill Text - SB-916 Toll bridge revenues: Treasure Island Development Authority.

(f) The Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall annually assess the status of programs and projects and
shall allocate a portion of funding made available under Section 30921 or 30958 for public information and
advertising to support the services and projects identified in subdivisions (c) and (d). If an operating program or
project cannot achieve its performance objectives described in subdivision (a) of Section 30914.5 or if a program
or project cannot be completed or cannot continue due to delivery or financing obstacles making the completion
or continuation of the program or project unrealistic, the commission shall consult with the program or the
project sponsor. After consulting with the sponsor, the commission shall hold a public hearing concerning the
project. After the hearing, the commission may vote to modify the program or the project’s scope, decrease its
level of funding, or to reassign all of the funds to another or an additional regional transit program or project
within the same corridor. If a program or project does not meet the required performance measures, the
commission shall give the sponsor a time certain to achieve the performance measures or have its funding
reassigned.

(g) If the voters approve a toll increase pursuant to Section 30921, the authority shall within 24 months of the
election date, include the projects in a long-range plan that are consistent with the commission’s findings
required by this section and Section 30914.5. The authority shall update its long-range plan as required to
maintain its viability as a strategic plan for funding projects authorized by this section. The authority shall by
January 1, 2007, submit its updated long-range plan to the transportation policy committee of each house of the
Legislature for review.

(h) If the voters approve a toll increase pursuant to Section 30921, and if additional funds from this toll increase
are available following the funding obligations of subdivisions (c) and (d), the authority may set aside a reserve
to fund future rolling stock replacement to enhance the sustainability of the services enumerated in subdivision
(d). The authority shall, by January 1, 2020, submit a 20-year toll bridge expenditure plan to the Legislature for
adoption. This expenditure plan shall have, as its highest priority, replacement of transit vehicles purchased
pursuant to subdivision (c).

SEC. 65. Section 30914.5 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30914.5. (a) Prior to the allocation of revenue for transit operating assistance under subdivision (d) of Section
30914, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall adopt performance measures related to fare-box
recovery, ridership, and other performance measures as needed. The performance measures shall be developed
in consultation with the affected transit operators and the commission’s advisory council.

(b) The Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall execute an operating agreement with the sponsors of the
projects described in subdivision (d) of Section 30914. This agreement shall include, at a minimum, a fully
funded operating plan that conforms to and is consistent with the adopted performance measures. The
agreement shall also include a schedule of projected fare revenues or other operating revenues to indicate that
the service is viable in the near-term and is expected to meet the adopted performance measures in future
years. For any individual project sponsor, this operating agreement may include additional requirements, as
determined by the commission, to be met prior to the allocation of transit assistance under subdivision (d) of
Section 30914.

(c) Prior to the annual allocation of transit operating assistance funds by the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission pursuant to subdivision (d) of Section 30914, project sponsors shall present an audited annual
report to the commission that contains audited financial information, including an opinion of the independent
auditors on the status and cost of the project and its compliance with the approved performance measures.

(d) The Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall adopt a regional transit connectivity plan by December 1,
2005. The connectivity plan shall be incorporated into the commission’s Transit Coordination Implementation
Plan pursuant to Section 66516.5 of the Government Code. The connectivity plan shall require operators to
comply with the plan utilizing commission authority pursuant to Section 66516.5 of the Government Code. The
commission shall consult with the Partnership Transit Coordination Council in developing a plan that identifies
and evaluates opportunities for improving transit connectivity and shall include, but not be limited to, the
following components:

(1) A network of key transit hubs connecting regional rapid transit services to one another, and to feeder
transit services. “Regional rapid transit” means long-haul transit service that crosses county lines, and operates
mostly in dedicated rights-of-way, including freeway high-occupancy vehicle lanes, crossing a bridge, or on the
bay. The identified transit hubs shall operate either as a timed transfer network or as pulsed hub connections,
providing regularly scheduled connections between two or more transit lines.
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(2) Physical infrastructure and right-of-way improvements necessary to improve system reliability and
connections at transit hubs. Physical infrastructure improvements may include, but are not limited to,
improved rail-to-rail transfer facilities, including cross-platform transfers, and intermodal transit improvements
that facilitate rail-to-bus, rail-to-ferry, ferry-to-ferry, ferry-to bus, and bus-to-bus transfers. Capital
improvements identified in the plan shall be eligible for funding in the commission’s regional transportation
plan.

(3) Regional standards and procedures to ensure maximum coordination of schedule connections to minimize
transfer times between transit lines at key transit hubs, including, but not limited to, the following:

(A) Policies and procedures for improved fare collection.

(B) Enhanced trip-planning services, including Internet-based programs, telephone information systems,
and printed schedules.

(C) Enhanced schedule coordination through the implementation of real-time transit-vehicle location
systems that facilitate communication between systems and result in improved timed transfers between
routes.

(D) Performance measures and data collection to monitor the performance of the connectivity plan.

The connectivity plan shall focus on, but not be limited to, feeder transit lines connecting to regional rapid transit
services, and the connection of regional rapid transit services to one another. The connectivity plan shall be
adopted following a Metropolitan Transportation Commission public hearing at least 60 days prior to adoption.
The commission shall adopt performance measures and collect appropriate data to monitor the performance of
the connectivity plan. The plan shall be evaluated every three years by the commission as part of the update to
its regional transportation plan. No agency shall be eligible to receive funds under this section unless the agency
is a participant operator in the commission’s regional transit connectivity plan.

The provisions of this subdivision shall only be effective if the voters approve the toll increase as set forth in
Section 30921, and the expenditures incurred by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission up to five hundred
thousand dollars ($500,000) that are related to the requirements of this subdivision, including any study, shall
be reimbursed from toll revenues identified in paragraph (33) of subdivision (c) of Section 30914.

(e) The TransLink Consortium, per the TransLink Interagency Participation Agreement, shall by July 1, 2007,
develop a plan for an integrated fare program covering all regional rapid transit trips funded in full or in part by
this section. “Regional rapid transit” means long-haul transit services that cross county lines, and operate mostly
in dedicated rights-of-way, including freeway high-occupancy vehicle lanes, crossing a bridge, or on the bay.
Interregional rail services, originating or terminating from outside the bay area, shall not be considered regional
rapid transit. The purpose of the integrated fare program is to encourage greater use of the region’s transit
network by making it easier and less costly for transit riders whose regular commute involves multizonal travel
and may involve the transfer between two or more transit agencies, including regional-to-regional and regional-
to-local transfers. The integrated fare program shall include a zonal fare system for the sole purpose of creating
a monthly zonal pass (monthly pass), allowing for unlimited or discounted fares for transit riders making a
minimum number of monthly transit trips between two or more zones. The number of minimum trips shall be
established by the plan. The integrated fare program shall not apply to fare structures that are not purchased on
a monthly basis. For the purposes of these zonal fares, geographic zones shall be created in the bay area. To the
extent practical, zone boundaries for overlapping systems shall be in the same places and shall correspond to the
boundaries of the local transit service areas. A regional rapid transit zone may cover more than one local service
area, or may subdivide an existing local service area. The monthly pass shall be created in at least the following
two forms:

(1) For the use of interzonal regional rapid transit trips without local transit discounts.

(2) For the use of interzonal regional rapid transit trips with local transit discounts. The plan may recommend
the elimination of existing transit pass arrangements to simplify the marketing of the monthly pass. The
integrated fare program shall establish a monitoring program to evaluate the impact of the integrated fare
program on the operating finances of the participating agencies. The integrated fare program shall be adjusted
as necessary to ensure that the program does not jeopardize the viability of local or regional rapid transit
routes impacted by the program, and to the extent feasible, provide an equitable revenue sharing arrangement
among the participating agencies. This subdivision shall only be effective if the voters approve the toll increase
as set forth in Section 30921, and any expenditures related to the implementation of this subdivision incurred
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by the TransLink Consortium shall be reimbursed by toll revenues designated in paragraph (35) of subdivision
(c) of Section 30914.

(f) The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) shall, by July 1, 2006, adopt a Bay Area Regional Rail
Plan (plan) for the development of passenger rail services in the San Francisco Bay area over the short, medium,
and long term. The plan shall formulate strategies to integrate passenger rail systems, improve interfaces with
connecting services, expand the regional rapid transit network, and coordinate investments with transit-
supportive land use. The plan shall be governed by a steering committee consisting of appointees from the
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART), Caltrain, the
National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak), the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority, the Altamont
Commuter Express, the California High-Speed Rail Authority, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC),
the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District (SMART), the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, the Solano
Transportation Authority, and the owners of standard gauge rail. Congestion management agencies and other
agencies as determined by the steering committee shall be invited as nonvoting members. Under policy guidance
from the steering committee and with input from bay area transit agencies, Caltrain and BART shall provide day-
to-day management and technical support for the development of this plan. The plan proposals shall be
evaluated using performance criteria, including, but not limited to, transit-supportive land use and access,
ridership, cost-effectiveness, regional network connectivity, and capital and operating financial stability.
Additional performance criteria shall be developed as necessary. The plan shall include, but not be limited to, all
of the following:

(1) Identification of issues in connectivity, access, capacity, operations and cost-effectiveness.

(2) Identification of opportunities to enhance rail connectivity and to maximize passenger convenience when
transferring between systems. Up to five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) of the funds described in
paragraph (33) of subdivision (c) of Section 30914 may be expended by BART or Caltrain, or by both, to study
the feasibility and construction of, an intermodal transfer hub at the Niles (Shinn Street) Junction.

(3) Recommendation of improvements to the interface with shuttles, buses, other rail systems, and other
feeder modes.

(4) Identification of potential impacts on capacity constraints and operations on existing passenger and freight
carriers.

(5) Identification of bottlenecks where added capacity could cost-effectively increase performance.

(6) Recommendation of potential efficiency improvements through economies of scale, such as through joint
vehicle procurement and maintenance facilities.

(7) Recommendation of strategies to acquire right-of-way and station property to preserve future service
options.

(8) Identification of potential capital and operating funding sources for proposed actions.

(9) Identification of locations where the presence of passenger rail could stimulate redevelopment and thereby
direct growth to the urban core.

(10) Recommendation of technology-appropriate service expansion in specific corridors. Technologies to be
considered include conventional rail transit modes, bus rapid transit, and emerging rail technologies. Identify
phasing strategies for the implementation of rail services where appropriate.

(11) Examination of how recommendations would integrate with proposed high-speed rail to the Central Valley
and southern California. Up to two million five hundred thousand dollars ($2,500,000) of the funds described in
paragraph (33) of subdivision (c) of Section 30914 may be expended by BART or Caltrain, or by both, to study
bay area access to the high-speed rail system. The High-Speed Rail Authority, or its successor, shall collaborate
with the steering committee established in this subdivision in conducting this study, if funds are expended for
the study pursuant to this paragraph.

(12) Recommendation of a governance strategy to implement and operate future regional rapid transit
services.

This subdivision shall only be effective if the voters approve the toll increase as set forth in Section 30921. Any
expenditures incurred by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission or the project sponsors identified in
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paragraph (33) of subdivision (c) of Section 30914 related to the requirements of this subdivision, including any
study and administration, shall be appropriate charges against toll revenue to be reimbursed from toll revenues.

SEC. 66. Section 30915 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30915. With respect to all construction and improvement projects specified in Sections 30913 and 30914, project
sponsors and the department shall seek funding from all other potential sources, including, but not limited to,
the State Highway Account and federal matching funds. The project sponsors and department shall report to the
authority concerning the funds obtained under this section.

SEC. 67. Section 30916 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30916. (a) The base toll rate for vehicles crossing the state-owned toll bridges within the geographic jurisdiction
of the commission as of January 1, 2003, is as follows:

Number of Axles Toll ‘
Two axles $1.00
Three axles 3.00
Four axles 5.25
Five axles 8.25
Six axles 9.00

Seven axles & more 10.50

(b) If the voters approve a toll increase, pursuant to Section 30921, commencing July 1, 2004, the base toll rate
for vehicles crossing the bridges described in subdivision (a) is as follows:

Number of axles Toll ‘
Two axles $ 2.00
Three axles 4.00
Four axles 6.25
Five axles 9.25
Six axles 10.00

Seven axles & more 11.50

(¢) The authority shall increase the amount of the toll only if required to meet its obligations on any bonds or to
satisfy its covenants under any bond resolution or indenture. The authority shall hold a public hearing before
adopting a toll schedule reflecting the increased toll charge.

(d) Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit the adoption of either a discounted commute rate for
two-axle vehicles or of special provisions for high-occupancy vehicles under terms and conditions prescribed by
the authority in consultation with the department.

SEC. 68. Section 30917 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 69. Section 30917 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30917. Pursuant to a special election in 1988 held in the City and County of San Francisco and the Counties of
Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo, Santa Clara, and Solano, the voters approved a uniform toll charge of
one dollar ($1) for class I vehicles crossing the state-owned toll bridges within the geographic jurisdiction of the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission. Except as provided in Section 30914, the revenue derived from that toll
increase shall be used to finance capital outlay for bridge construction and major bridge improvements as is
fiscally practicable.

SEC. 70. Section 30918 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:
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30918. It is the intention of the Legislature to maintain tolls on all of the bridges specified in Section 30910 at
rates sufficient to meet any obligation to the holders of bonds secured by the bridge toll revenues. The authority
shall retain authority to set the toll schedule as may be necessary to meet those bond obligations. The authority
shall provide at least 30 days’ notice to the transportation policy committee of each house of the Legislature and
shall hold a public hearing before adopting a toll schedule reflecting the increased toll rate.

SEC. 71. Section 30919 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30919. (a) Consistent with its adopted regional transportation plan, after the requirements for debt service on the
outstanding toll bridge revenue bonds have been met, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall allocate
the revenues identified in subdivision (b) of Section 30913 to eligible public entities and to the department.

(b) The revenues expended pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 30914 shall be expended on
rail extension and improvement projects designed to reduce vehicular traffic congestion on the San Francisco-
Oakland Bay Bridge. Seventy percent of the revenues shall be expended on rail extensions and improvement
projects in the Counties of Alameda and Contra Costa, including, but not limited to, extending the regional rail
system in the Concord-Antioch, Fremont-San Jose, and the Bayfair-Livermore rail transit corridors. The
remaining 30 percent shall be expended on rail extensions and improvement projects in the City and County of
San Francisco and the Counties of San Mateo and Santa Clara.

(c) The Metropolitan Transportation Commission may commit to multiyear allocations and expenditures for
projects over extended time periods to maximize funding opportunities and project progress.

SEC. 72. Section 30920 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30920. The authority may issue toll bridge revenue bonds to finance any or all of the projects, including those
specified in Sections 30913 and 30914, if the issuance of the bonds does not adversely affect the minimum
amount of toll revenue proceeds designated in Section 30913 and in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of, and
subdivision (b) of, Section 30914 for rail extension and improvement projects and transit projects to reduce
vehicular traffic. A determination of the authority that a specific project or projects shall have no adverse effect
will be binding and conclusive in all respects.

SEC. 73. Section 30921 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 74. Section 30921 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30921. (a) The toll rate for vehicles crossing the bridges described in Section 30916 shall not be increased to the
rate described in subdivision (b) of Section 30916 prior to the availability of the results of a special election to be
held in the City and County of San Francisco and the Counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo,
Santa Clara, and Solano to determine whether the residents of those counties and of the City and County of San
Francisco approve a toll increase in the amount of one dollar ($1) per vehicle. The revenue derived from this toll
increase shall be used to finance capital outlay for construction improvements, the acquisition of transit vehicles,
transit operating assistance, and other improvement projects to reduce congestion and to improve travel options
on the bridge corridors as is fiscally practicable.

(b) Notwithstanding any provision of the Elections Code, the board of supervisors of the City and County of San
Francisco and of each of the counties described in subdivision (a) shall call a special election to be conducted in
the City and County of San Francisco and in each of the counties that shall be consolidated with the March 2,
2004, primary election. The following question shall be submitted to the voters as Regional Measure 2 and stated
separately in the ballot from state and local measures: “Shall voters authorize a Regional Traffic Relief Plan that
does the following:

(1) Directs revenues generated through the collection of bridge tolls to provide the following projects:
(A) Expand and extend BART.
(B) New transbay commuter rail crossing south of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge.
(C) Comprehensive Regional Express bus network.

(D) New expanded ferry service.

(E) Better connections between BART, buses, ferries, and rail. PRIN541
https://www.leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200320040SB916 20/26



10/13/26, 12:46 PM Bill Text - SB-916 Toll bridge revenues: Treasure Island Development Authority.

(2) Approves a one dollar ($1) toll increase effective July 1, 2004, on all toll bridges in the bay area, except
the Golden Gate Bridge?”

(c) The ballot pamphlet for the special election described in subdivision (b) shall include a detailed description of
the Regional Traffic Relief Plan detailing the projects, services, and planning requirements set forth in
subdivisions (c) and (d) of Section 30914 and subdivisions (d), (e), and (f) of Section 30914.5. The Metropolitan
Transportation Commission shall prepare this description of the Regional Traffic Relief Plan.

(d) The county clerks shall report the results of the special election to the authority. If a majority of all voters
voting on the question at the special election vote affirmatively, the authority shall adopt the increased toll
schedule to be effective July 1, 2004.

(e) If a majority of all the voters voting on the question at the special election do not approve the toll increase,
the authority may by resolution resubmit the measure to the voters at a subsequent general election. If a
majority of all of the voters vote affirmatively on the measure, the authority may adopt the toll increase and
establish its effective date and establish the completion dates for all reports and studies required by Sections
30914, 30914.5, and 30950.3.

(f) The authority shall reimburse each county and city and county participating in the election for the incremental
cost of submitting the measure to the voters. These costs shall be reimbursed from revenues derived from the
tolls if the measure is approved by the voters, or, if the measure is not approved, from any bridge toll revenues
administered by the authority.

(g) Except as provided in Section 30918, the toll rates contained in a toll schedule adopted by the authority
pursuant to this section shall not be changed without statutory authorization by the Legislature.

SEC. 75. Section 30922 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30922. Any action or proceeding to contest, question, or deny the validity of the toll increase provided for in this
chapter, the financing of the transportation program contemplated by this chapter, the issuance of any bonds
secured by those tolls, or any of the proceedings in relation thereto, shall be commenced within 60 days from
the date of the election at which the toll increase is approved. After that date, the financing of the program, the
issuance of the bonds, and all proceedings in relation thereto, including the adoption, approval, and collection of
the toll increase, shall be held valid and incontestable in every respect.

SEC. 76. Section 30950 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30950. For the purposes of this chapter, Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 30910), and Chapter 4.5
(commencing with Section 31000), “the authority” is the Bay Area Toll Authority, which is hereby created. The
authority is a public instrumentality governed by the same board as that governing the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission. The authority is, however, a separate entity from the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission.

SEC. 77. Section 30950.1 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30950.1. The authority shall adopt an annual budget. The members of the authority shall be compensated as
determined by the authority and shall be reimbursed for necessary and reasonable expenses incurred in
connection with performing authority duties. The authority shall pay all costs required by this section.

SEC. 78. Section 30950.2 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30950.2. The authority is responsible for the programming, administration, and allocation of all toll revenues,
except revenues from the seismic retrofit surcharge, from state-owned toll bridges within the geographic
jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. After completion of the seismic projects and payment
or provision for the payment of all bonds issued for the seismic projects, the authority may assume responsibility
for the programming, administration, and allocation of the revenue derived from the seismic retrofit surcharge,
at which time those revenues shall be deposited in the Bay Area Toll Account.

SEC. 79. Section 30950.3 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:
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30950.3. (a) The authority shall prepare, adopt, and from time to time revise, a long-range plan for the
completion of all projects within its jurisdiction, including those of the Regional Traffic Relief Plan.

(b) The authority shall give first priority to projects and expenditures that are deemed necessary by the
department to preserve and protect the bridge structures.

SEC. 80. Section 30950.4 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30950.4. All authority of the California Transportation Commission as to the bay area bridges is transferred to the
authority.

SEC. 81. Section 30951 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 82. Section 30951 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

30951. The authority is authorized in its own name to do all acts necessary or convenient for the exercise of its
powers under this division and the financing of projects, including, but not limited to, the following:

(a) To make and enter into contracts.

(b) To employ agents or employees.

(c) To acquire, construct, manage, maintain, lease, or operate any public facility or improvements.
(d) To sue and be sued in its own name.

(e) To issue bonds and otherwise to incur debts, liabilities, or obligations.

(f) To apply for, accept, receive, and disburse grants, loans, and other assistance from any agency of the United
States of America or of the State of California.

(g) To invest any money not required for the immediate necessities of the authority, as the authority determines
is advisable.

(h) To apply for letters of credit or other forms of financial guarantees in order to secure the repayment of bonds
and to enter into agreements in connection with those letters of credit or financial guarantees.

SEC. 83. Section 30953 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30953. Except for the revenues from the seismic retrofit surcharge, toll revenues and all other income derived
from bridges pursuant to Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 30910) shall be deposited in the Bay Area Toll
Account, which is hereby created.

SEC. 84. Section 30956 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed.

SEC. 85. Section 30958 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30958. After payments for debt service on outstanding bonds, and the costs for the operation and maintenance
expenses set forth in Section 30952 are provided for, and after all direct operating costs of the authority are
provided for, the authority may retain, for its cost in administering this article, an amount not to exceed 1
percent of the gross annual bridge revenues.

SEC. 86. Section 30960 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30960. (a) The authority may issue both defeasance and future capital project bonds payable from the revenues
of the tolls imposed on the bridges described in Section 30910. The bonds or commercial paper may be issued
by the authority at any time, and from time to time, payable from the revenues from the tolls. The bonds or
commercial paper shall be referred to as “toll bridge revenue bonds.”

(b) The revenues from the tolls on the bridges described in Section 30910 shall be subject to a statutory lien in
favor of the bondholders to secure all amounts due on the bonds and in favor of any provider of credit
enhancement for the bonds to secure all amounts due to that provider with respect to those bonds, and the lien
shall immediately attach to those toll revenues and be effective, binding, and enforceable against the authority,
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its successors, creditors, and all others asserting rights therein, irrespective of whether those parties have notice
of the lien and without the need for any physical delivery, recordation, filing, or further act, and the toll revenues
shall remain subject to that lien until all bonds are paid in full or provision made therefor, and the bridges shall
not become toll-free prior to that time.

(c) The liens on toll revenues created by this chapter shall be subject to expenditures for operation and
maintenance of the bridges, including toll collection, unless those expenditures are otherwise provided for by
statute.

(d) Interest on any bonds issued pursuant to this chapter shall at all times be free from state personal income
tax and corporate income tax.

SEC. 87. Section 30961 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

30961. Toll bridge revenue bonds shall be issued pursuant to a resolution adopted at any time, and from time to
time, by the authority by a majority vote of all members of the authority.

(@) The authority may from time to time issue bonds in accordance with the Revenue Bond Law of 1941 (Chapter
6 (commencing with Section 54300) of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the Government Code), for the purpose of
constructing, improving, or equipping any of the bridges or for any of the purposes authorized by this chapter,
Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 30910), or Chapter 4.5 (commencing with Section 31000). Operation of the
bridges or any grouping or units thereof shall constitute an “enterprise” within the meaning of Section 54309 of
the Government Code, and the authority shall constitute a “local agency” within the meaning of Section 54307 of
the Government Code. Article 3 (commencing with Section 54380) of Chapter 6 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5
of the Government Code shall not apply to the issuance and sale of bonds pursuant to this chapter. Instead, the
authority shall authorize the issuance of bonds by resolution, and that resolution shall specify all of the following:

(1) The purposes for which the bonds are to be issued.
(2) The maximum principal amount of the bonds.
(3) The maximum term for the bonds or commercial paper.

(4) The maximum rate of interest to be payable upon the bonds or commercial paper. That interest rate shall
not exceed the maximum rate specified in Section 53531 of the Government Code. The rate may be either
fixed or variable and shall be payable at the times and in the manner specified in the resolution.

(b) The authority shall keep full and complete accounts for toll revenues and expenses of the toll bridges and
shall annually prepare balance sheets showing the financial condition of the entire toll bridge enterprise as well
as toll revenues and operating costs for each toll bridge. The accounts and related reports shall be maintained
and prepared in accordance with generally accepted accounting practices and shall be subject to an annual audit
conducted by an independent certified public accountancy firm licensed to practice in the state.

SEC. 88. Section 31000 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

31000. The following definitions apply for purposes of this chapter:
(a) “Account” means the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account created pursuant to Section 188.10.
(b) "Amenities” means any of the following:
(1) A cable suspension bridge.
(2) A bicycle facility.
(3) A transbay terminal.
(c) “Authority” means the Bay Area Toll Authority.

(d) “Bay area bridges” means the state-owned toll bridges within the area of the geographic jurisdiction of the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

(e) “Department” means the Department of Transportation.
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(f) “Seismic retrofit” means all work completed by the department on the bay area bridges relating to the
planning, design, and construction of improvements to, or replacement of, those bridges for the purpose of
withstanding seismic forces, including, but not limited to, any environmental or traffic mitigation necessary for
that work.

(g) “Surcharge” means the seismic retrofit surcharge imposed pursuant to Section 31010.
SEC. 89. Section 31010 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

31010. (a) There is hereby imposed a seismic retrofit surcharge equal to one dollar ($1) per vehicle for passage
on the bay area bridges, except for vehicles that are authorized toll-free passage on these bridges.

(b) Funds generated by subdivision (a) may not be used to repay nontoll revenues committed to fund projects
identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 188.5. Following the date of the submission of the final
report required in subdivision (d) of Section 188.5, funds generated pursuant to subdivision (a) that are in
excess of those needed to meet the toll commitment as specified by paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) of Section
188.5, including annual debt service payments, if any, required to support the commitment, and other elements
required to meet the obligations of the department’s financing plan, shall be available to the authority for
funding, consistent with Sections 30913 and 30914, the purposes and projects described in those sections. The
department shall transfer to the authority on an annual basis the funds made available to the authority under
this subdivision.

(c) (1) There shall be no increase in the seismic retrofit surcharge beyond the level identified in subdivision (a)
for the purposes identified in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 188.5, except that the department shall
have the authority to increase the seismic retrofit surcharge for debt service purposes only if the bank finds and
the Department of Finance confirms that both of the following apply:

(A) Circumstances exist that have resulted in a reduction in the funds generated by subdivision (a) so as to
jeopardize the payment of debt service for which toll revenues are authorized.

(B) Bonds issued under Chapter 4.3 (commencing with Section 30950) shall not be impaired solely by
action taken under this section, as evidenced by confirmation of the then existing ratings on those bonds,
by the rating agencies then rating the bonds.

(2) The requirement for the funding described in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1) shall not apply if the
voters approve an increase in the toll rate pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 30921.

(d) The term of the financing plan developed by the department under Section 31071, for the purposes of
funding the projects described in Sections 30913 and 30914, is extended for a period of 30 years commencing
on January 1, 2008.

(e) This section shall remain in effect only until the date that the California Transportation Commission notifies
the Secretary of State that sufficient funds have been generated to meet the obligations identified in paragraph
(4) of subdivision (b) of Section 188.5, and repayment of any outstanding debt secured by tolls, and as of that
date is repealed. The California Transportation Commission shall provide the notice described in this subdivision
upon making the determination set forth in this subdivision.

SEC. 90. Section 31071 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

31071. (a) The department may enter into financing agreements with the bank for the purpose of borrowing
funds to finance or refinance the seismic retrofit project costs identified in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of
Section 188.5. The bank may issue bonds for this purpose, pursuant to the authority granted to it under Chapter
5 (commencing with Section 63070) of Chapter 2 of Division 1 of Title 6.7 of the Government Code, and deposit
the proceeds from the bonds into the account. The amount of borrowing may be increased to fund necessary
reserves, capitalized interest, interim bonds, including, but not limited to, commercial paper, costs of issuance,
and administrative, financial legal and incidental services related to the bonds. The department shall pursue the
most cost-effective and efficient financing plan for the bridge work identified in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a)
of Section 188.5.

(b) To the extent provided in the governing documents, each of the bonds issued under this section shall be
payable from, and secured by, all or a portion of the toll surcharge revenue in the account and the assets in that
account.
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(c) Prior to the issuance of bonds payable from the toll surcharge, the bank shall confirm that bonds issued
under Chapter 4.3 (commencing with Section 30950) shall not be impaired solely by action taken under this
section, as evidenced by confirmation of the then existing ratings on these bonds, by the rating agencies then
rating the bonds. This requirement shall not apply if the voters approve an increase in the toll rate pursuant to
subdivision (b) of Section 30921.

SEC. 91. Section 5205.5 of the Vehicle Code is amended to read:

5205.5. (a) For the purposes of implementing Section 21655.9, beginning July 1, 2000, and through December
31, 2003, the department, in consultation with the Department of the California Highway Patrol, shall make
available for issuance, for a fee determined by the department to be sufficient to reimburse the department for
actual costs incurred pursuant to this section, distinctive decals, labels, or other identifiers for vehicles that meet
California’s ultra-low emission vehicle (ULEV) standard for exhaust emissions and the federal ILEV evaporative
emission standard, as defined in Part 88 (commencing with Section 88.101-94) of Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, in @ manner that clearly distinguishes them from other vehicles.

(b) For the purposes of implementing Section 21655.9, beginning January 1, 2004, and through December 31,
2007, the department shall make available for issuance, for a fee determined by the department to be sufficient
to reimburse the department for actual costs incurred pursuant to this section, distinctive decals, labels, and
other identifiers for vehicles that meet California’s super ultra-low emission vehicle (SULEV) standard for exhaust
emissions and the federal inherently low-emission vehicle (ILEV) evaporative emission standard, as defined in
Part 88 (commencing with Section 88.101-94) of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, in a manner that
clearly distinguishes them from other vehicles.

(c) The department shall include a summary of the provisions of this section on each motor vehicle registration
renewal notice, or on a separate insert, if space is available and the summary can be included without incurring
additional printing or postage costs.

(d) The Governor may remove individual high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, or portions of those lanes, during
periods of peak congestion from the ILEV access provisions provided in subdivisions (a) and (b), following a
finding by the Department of Transportation as follows:

(1) The lane, or portion thereof, exceeds a level of service C, as discussed in subdivision (b) of Section 65089
of the Government Code.

(2) The operation or projected operation of the vehicles described in subdivisions (a) and (b) in these lanes, or
portions thereof, will significantly increase congestion.

The finding also shall demonstrate the infeasibility of alleviating the congestion by other means, including, but
not limited to, reducing the use of the lane by noneligible vehicles, further increasing vehicle occupancy, or
adding additional capacity.

(e) For purposes of subdivisions (a) and (b), the Department of the California Highway Patrol shall design and
specify the placement of the decal, label, or other identifier on the vehicle. Each decal, label, or other identifier
issued for a vehicle shall display a unique number, which number shall be printed on, or affixed to, the vehicle
registration.

(f) If the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, serving as the Bay Area Toll Authority, grants toll-free and
reduced-rate passage on toll bridges under its jurisdiction to any vehicle pursuant to Section 30102.5 of the
Streets and Highways Code, it shall also grant the same toll-free and reduced-rate passage to vehicles displaying
a valid ULEV or SULEV identifier issued by the department pursuant to subdivisions (a) and (b).

(g) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2008, and as of that date is repealed, unless a later
enacted statute, that is enacted before January 1, 2008, deletes or extends that date.

SEC. 92. Section 5 of Chapter 898 of the Statutes of 1997 is amended to read:

Sec. 5. (a) Notwithstanding Article 2 (commencing with Section 33110) of Chapter 2 of Part 1 of Division 24 of
the Health and Safety Code, the legislative body of the City and County of San Francisco may, by resolution,
designate the authority or any successor entity or agency of the authority as the redevelopment agency with all
of the rights, powers, privileges, immunities, authorities, and duties granted to a redevelopment agency
pursuant to Part 1 (commencing with Section 33000) of Division 24 of the Health and Safety Code, for the

https://www.leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200320040SB916 P 546 25/26




10/13/26, 12:46 PM Bill Text - SB-916 Toll bridge revenues: Treasure Island Development Authority.

purpose of acquiring, using, operating, maintaining, converting, and redeveloping the property. Upon adoption of
that resolution, the authority shall be considered a redevelopment agency for all purposes under state law,
including, but not limited to, the purposes of Section 21090 of the Public Resources Code.

(b) Notwithstanding any state or local law, including, without limitation, Section 33111 of the Health and Safety
Code, the board of directors of the authority may include individuals who are officers or employees of the City
and County of San Francisco or of the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency and those individuals are not
precluded, solely by virtue of their status as officers or employees of the City and County of San Francisco or the
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency, from participating in decisions as members of the board of directors.

(c) Notwithstanding Section 1090 of the Government Code and Section C8.105 of Appendix C of the San
Francisco Charter, officers and employees of the City and County of San Francisco or the San Francisco
Redevelopment Agency are not precluded, solely by virtue of their services as members of the board of directors,
from participating in any decisions in their capacities as officers or employees of the City and County of San
Francisco or the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency.

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the authority’s employees, except the director and the deputy
director, are subject to the same civil service provisions as the employees of the City and County of San
Francisco.

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the authority shall follow the same competitive bidding
procedures applicable to redevelopment agencies in California.

(f) Prior to the board of supervisor’s approval of a redevelopment plan for the property, any contract to which the
authority is a party worth more than one million dollars ($1,000,000) or with a term of 10 or more years shall
require the approval of the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco.

SEC. 93. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIIIB of the California
Constitution because this act provides for offsetting savings to local agencies or school districts that result in no
net costs to the local agencies or school districts, within the meaning of Section 17556 of the Government Code.

https://www.leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200320040SB916 PRINS47 26/26



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Exhibit 15

Exhibit 15

PRINS548




SB 916
Page 1

SENATE THIRD READING

SB 916 (Perata)

As Amended September 4, 2003
Majority vote

SENATE VOTE :23-14

TRANSPORTATION 11-5 APPROPRIATIONS 15-8

|Ayes: |Dutra, Berg, Chan, Chu, Ayes: |Steinberg, Berg,

| |Kehoe, Liu, Longville, |Ccalderon, Corbett, Diaz,
| |Nakano, Parra, Pavley, |Goldberg, Leno, Nation,
| |Salinas |Negrete McLeod, Nunez,

| |Pavley, Ridley-Thomas,

| |Simitian, Wiggins, Yee

|

Nays: |Houston, Bates, Benoit, Nays:|Bates, Correa, Daucher,
La Suer, Mountjoy |Haynes, Maldonado,
|Pacheco, Runner,
| Samuelian

|
|
|
|
| |
| |
|----- - dee--- e
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |

SUMMARY : Authorizes a special election to be held in seven
specified counties in the San Francisco Bay Area to determine
whether a $1 increase in vehicle tolls on state-owned bridges in
those counties should take effect. Revenues would be used to
fund a comprehensive program to reduce congestion and improve
travel options in the bridge corridors and approaches.

Overhauls and revises existing statutes regarding toll bridges,
tolls, and the powers and functions of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC), in its capacity as the Bay Area
Toll Authority (BATA), a separate entity with specific fiduciary
and other administrative responsibilities for those facilities.
Specifically, _this bill :

1)Establishes BATA in its own right, with standard public agency
operating powers and duties in addition to numerous duties and
responsibilities related to the administration of revenues
from Bay Area bridge tolls. Currently, BATA exists as a form
of MTC with the same membership for the two bodies. BATA and
MTC would continue to be governed by the same board under this
bill, but BATA would be a separate legal entity.
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2)Requires the supervisors of the Counties of San Francisco,
Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo, Santa Clara, and
Solano to call a special election in March 2004 on "Regional
Measure 2 (RM2)" authorizing a comprehensive Regional Traffic
Relief Plan (RTRP). 1If approved by the voters in those
counties, this bill would authorize a $1 toll surcharge and
direct the new revenue to be used for specified transportation
projects, programs and purposes. This bill also provides
specific revenue bond authority to fund the plan.

3) Requires BATA to increase all Bay Area bridge toll rates by
$1 per vehicle, effective on July 1, 2004, if a majority of
voters approve the RM2 ballot question described in #2 above.

The toll would continue in perpetuity unless changed or
ended by statute, after any bond or other financial
commitments outstanding against the revenues were completed.

4) Authorizes BATA to further increase the amount of the
adopted toll schedule only if required to meet its
obligations on any bonds or to satisfy any bond covenants.
BATA would be required to provide the Senate and Assembly
Transportation policy committees at least 30 days notice and
hold public meetings prior to any increase in tolls. This
bill specifies, with specified exceptions, that the toll
schedule adopted by BATA shall not be changed without
statutory authorization by the Legislature.

5) Specifies that the toll increase shall not go into effect if
voters defeated RM2, but this bill would authorize BATA to

submit the RM2 proposal to the voters at a subsequent general
election.

6)Specifies that the revenue from the toll increase shall be
used to finance capital outlay for construction improvements,
acquisition of transit vehicles, transit operating assistance,
and other projects to reduce congestion and improve travel
options in the bridge corridors.

7)Authorizes BATA to provide funding for 35 projects deemed to
reduce congestion or improve travel within identified bridge
corridors or throughout the region. This bill specifies the
dollar amounts and lead agency or project sponsor for each
project:
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a) BART/MUNI Connection at Embarcadero and Civic Center
Stations. ($3 million);

b) MUNI Metro Third Street Light Rail Line. ($30 million);

c) MUNI Waterfront Historic Streetcar Service Expansion.
($10 million);

d) Commuter Rail Service over the Dumbarton Rail Bridge.
($135 million);

e) Vallejo Station for bus and ferry service hub. ($28
million)

f) Solano County Express Bus Intermodal Facilities. ($20
million);

g) Solano County Corridor Improvements near I1-80/I-680
Interchange. ($100 million);

h) I-80 Carpool Lane Extension in Contra Costa County.
($50 million);

i) Richmond Parkway Transit Center. ($16 million);

j) Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit Extension to Larkspur or
San Quentin. ($35 million). ;

aa) Greenbrae/Larkspur Ferry Access Improvements in Marin
County. ($65 million);

bb) BART/I-680 Carpool Lane Connector in Pleasant
Hill/Walnut Creek. ($15 million);

cc) BART Extension from Pittsburg to Byron in Contra Costa
County. ($96 million);

dd) Capital Corridor Rail Improvements in Fairfield/Suisun
area. ($25 million);

ee) BART Crossover track near Pleasant Hill station. ($25
million);

ff) New five-lane span for Benicia-Martinez Bridge. ($50
million),
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gg) Express Bus Service for northern bridges. ($20
million);

hh) TransLink integrating bay area's smart card technology.
($22 million);

ii) Real-Time Transit Information for riders. ($20
million);

jj) Safe Routes to Transit for bicyclists and pedestrians.
($22.5 million), with $2.5 million of this amount to City

Car Share for expansion of their current program to provide

service within one quarter mile of transbay transit
stations or terminals;

aaa) BART Tube Seismic Strengthening. ($143 million);

bbb) Transbay Terminal/Downtown SF Caltrain Extension. ($150

million);

ccc) Transit Connections to Oakland Airport. ($30 million);

ddd) AC Transit Enhanced Bus Service in Berkeley, Oakland and

San Leandro. ($65 million);

eee) Commute Ferry Service between Alameda/Oakland and San
Francisco. ($12 million);

fff) Commute Ferry Service between Berkeley/Albany and San
Francisco. ($12 million);

ggg) Commute Ferry Service for South San Francisco. ($12
million);

hhh) Water Transit Facility Improvements. ($48 million);

iii) Expanded Express Bus Service for southern bridges. ($22
million);

jjj) I-880 North Safety Improvements in Oakland area. ($10
million);

2aaa)BART Warm Springs Extension in southern Alameda County.
($95 million). Up to $10 million of this amount shall be
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used for grade separation work in the City of Fremont that
is necessary to extend BART;

bbbb)I-580 Rapid Transit Corridor Improvements in eastern
Alameda County. ($65 million);

cccc)Regional Rail Master Plan. ($6.5 million);
dddd)Integrated Fare Structure Program. ($1.5 million);
eeee)Transit Commuter Benefits Promotion. ($5 million); and,

ffff)Fourth Bore at the Highway 24 Caledecott Tunnel. ($50.5
million).

8)Requires that not more than 38% of the new toll revenues shall
be made available annually for transit operating assistance,
subject to specified performance measures, which would be
developed in consultation with the affected transit operators.
This bill identifies the recipient transit agencies and
dollar amount of each operating subsidy, with an escalation
factor of up to 1.5% to be added to each amount each year.
This bill also requires the lead sponsor to submit a project
report and detailed financial plan before any such funds could
be allocated by BATA:

a) Golden Gate Express Bus Service over the Richmond
Bridge. ($2.1 million);

b) Napa Vine Service to Vallejo Intermodal Terminal.
($390,000);

c) Regional Express Bus Service over Carquinez and Benicia
Bridge Corridors. ($3.4 million);

d) Regional Express Bus Service over southern bridge
corridors. ($6.5 million);

e) Dumbarton Rail Service. ($5.5 million);

f) Water Transit Authority (WTA) - Alameda/Oakland to SF.
($6.4 million);

g) WTA - Berkeley/Albany to SF. ($3.2 million);
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h) WTA - South San Francisco. ($3 million);
i) Vallejo Ferry. ($2.7 million);

j)  Owl Bus Service in SF on the BART Corridor. ($1.8
million);

aa) MUNI Metro Third Street Light Rail Line. ($2.5
million);

bb) AC Transit Enhanced Bus Service - Berkeley, Oakland, San
Leandro. ($3 million);

cc) TransLink operating program (no escalation factor).
($20 million); and,

dd) WTA - regional planning and operations. ($3 million).

9)Allows a reserve fund to be established for the purchase of
future rolling stock (transit vehicles and equipment)
replacement for the new transit services, if the project and
operating assistance commitments above have been met.

10)Requires transit operating assistance claimants to enter into
operating agreements consistent with performance measures to
be adopted by MTC. The performance measures would be related
to fare-box recovery ratios, ridership, and other factors.

11)Requires MTC to adopt a regional transit connectivity plan by
December 1, 2005. The plan would focus on feeder transit
lines connecting to regional rapid transit services and
include the following specific components:

a) A network of key transit hubs;
b) Infrastructure and right-of-way improvements; and,

c) Regional standards and procedures for the coordination
of schedules and connections.

12)Requires the existing Translink Consortium to develop a plan
for an integrated fare program by July 1, 2007, covering rapid
transit trips funded under this bill and new toll revenues,
including a zonal fare system.
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13)Provides that MTC shall adopt a specified Bay Area regional
Rail Plan by July 1, 2006 for passenger rail services in the
Bay Area. It would include strategies to integrate rail
systems, improve service connections, expand the rapid transit
network, and coordinate investments with transit-supportive
land use. Staff from the San Francisco Peninsula Joint Powers
Board (Caltrain) and the Bay Area Rapid Transit District
(BART) would be required to provide technical support for the
plan's development.

14)Enacts comprehensive revisions to a suite of statutory
provisions (many of them outdated) related to the financing,
operation, and administration of toll bridges, especially with
regard to references to the former California Toll Bridge
Authority, the California Transportation Commission (CTC),
MTC, and BATA. Specifically, this bill deletes obsolete and
outdated references and consolidates and updates certain other
provisions. For example:

a) This bill revises current law to re-group all Bay Area
toll bridges as a single enterprise with regard to
financial matters, rather than the current separation of
the bridges into north and south groups; and,

b) This bill converts statutory references to base toll
(first $1) revenue amounts to percentages to facilitate the
administration and budgeting of transit moneys (these are
revenue neutral changes).

15)Requires MTC to allocate toll bridge revenues in an annual
amount of not more than $3 million, plus a 3.5% annual
increase, to the Department of Transportation (Caltrans), or
to the Transbay Joint Powers Authority (TBJPA), after Caltrans
transfers the title of the Transbay Terminal Building to that
entity. Allocations under this bill could used for operation
and maintenance expenditures. This bill specifies that the
TBJPA would be eligible for those allocations, notwithstanding
any separate funding request for the transbay bus terminal
pursuant to the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program. This
bill also specifies that this allocation shall be subordinate
to any current or future obligations of BATA, having a
statutory or first priority lien against the toll bridge
revenues. The allocation is further subject to annual
certification by Caltrans or the TBJPSA that the total
Transbay Terminal Building operating revenue is insufficient
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to pay the cost of operation and maintenance without the
requested funding.

16)Directs BATA, if the proposed toll increase is approved by
the voters, to update its long-range plan in order assure
viability and provide funding for projects authorized by this
bill. MTC would be required to submit an updated version of
that plan to the transportation policy committee in each house
of the Legislature for review by January 1, 2007. This bill
would also require BATA to submit a 20-year toll bridge
expenditure plan to the Legislature by January 1, 2020.

17)Declares the Legislature's intent that the $448 million in
programming funds that have been set aside in current law as a
contingency for additional cost overruns in the seismic
retrofit program on state-owned toll bridges are available for
any and all projects in the seismic retrofit program.

18)Relieves the Department of Finance (DOF) from the requirement
to provide additional notification to the Legislature after
submitting their original financing plan as required under
current law unless additional bonds are issued or changes are
made to existing bonds that alter the content of the original
financing plan. The bill requires DOF to notify the
Legislature within 60 days following the closing of a
refunding or an advance refunding of an existing bond, but not
as part of the original notice.

19)Prohibits MTC and BATA from changing the seismic retrofit
surcharge that is authorized in current law. The bill also
revises current law to specify that the current tolls shall be
maintained at levels that are sufficient to meet bond
obligations, rather than obligations and covenants.

20)Clarifies that applications which are submitted for funding
under the capital program element of SB 916 shall only be
valid if they are for projects that will implement MTC's
transportation (rather than transit) planning objectives.
The bill also specifies that if MTC exercises its authority
under the bill to shift funding from a currently listed
project or program to a substitute project in the same
corridor, the agency must identify a substitution that is part
of its regional transit program.

21)Provides up to $500,000 from regional rail planning funds
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allocated in the bill, to study the feasibility and

construction of an intermodal transfer hub at the Niles (Shinn

Street) Junction in the City of Fremont.

22)Provides up to $2.5 million from regional rail planning funds

allocated in the bill, to study Bay Area access to the

high-speed rail system. The bill requires the high-speed rail

authority, upon receiving an expenditure of these funds, to
coordinate with other rail transit agencies in the region in
conducting the study.

23)Clarifies the conditions that would trigger an increase in
tolls for the purpose of maintaining the commitment to pay
debt service on currently authorized seismic retrofit bonds.
Under the amendments, if voters in the Bay Area approve the
proposed toll increase, DOF would not have to comply with
requirements in current law to protect against potential

negative impacts to the rating of previous bonds issued by MTC

under the Regional Measure 1 Program.

24)Exempts the Director and the Deputy Director of the Treasure
Island Development Authority (TIDA) from current civil servic
terms of employment in the City and County of San Francisco.

EXISTING LAW

1)Generally makes CTC responsible for establishing the rates
charged vehicles for crossing the state-owned toll bridges.

2)Authorizes MTC to adopt a toll schedule in lieu of the one
adopted by CTC for the state-owned toll bridges in the San
Francisco Bay Area.

3)Designates MTC and BATA, which is defined as the same body as
MTC, with responsibility for the programming, administration,
and allocation of the revenue from the base toll charge
collected from these bridges. Under existing law, a portion
of this revenue is continuously appropriated to the State
Controller who is required to disburse these funds to MTC to
expend for purposes that reduce vehicular congestion on the
bridges.

FISCAL EFFECT : According to the Assembly Appropriations
Committee analysis, moderate one-time costs, perhaps $1 million
in fiscal year (FY) 2003-04 fiscal year, to the seven bay area

e
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counties to place the proposed $1 toll increase on the March
2004 ballot; these costs are reimbursed by BATA and are not
reimbursable from the state. Also substantial potential
revenue, in the range of $110 million to $125 million annually,
starting in FY 2004-05. This revenue would be generated by the
$1 increase in the tolls imposed on the state-owned toll bridges
of the San Francisco Bay Area and is earmarked to finance, via
the issuance of revenue bonds, projects and programs designed to
reduce traffic congestion and improve travel options. (Bay Area
Toll Account.)

COMMENTS : Following the Loma Prieta Earthquake in 1989,
Caltrans conducted an assessment of the vulnerability of
state-owned toll bridges and other transportation structures to
seismic (earthquake) activity and began a program of seismic
retrofit throughout the state. Seismic retrofit work on toll
bridges languished, however. In 1997, the Legislature enacted
SB 60 (Kopp), Chapter 327, and SB 226 (Kopp), Chapter 328, which
established a plan and the financing mechanisms for the retrofit
of the state's toll bridges, using funds from previously
authorized bonds, the State Highway Account (SHA), the Public
Transportation Account (PTA) and the revenue from a
$1-per-vehicle toll surcharge on Bay Area toll bridges (the
second $1 of the current $2 toll).

The current $2 toll is charged for two-axle vehicles crossing
toll bridges in the Bay Area and $3 is charged for three-axle
vehicles, continuing up to $10.50 for vehicles with seven or
more axles. The first $1 of the $2 toll was standardized as a
uniform toll after the passage of Regional Measure 1 in 1988 by
Bay Area voters. Portions of that toll were dedicated to
transit purposes serving bridge corridors as well as bicycle,
pedestrian, and water transit (ferry) system uses.

In 2001, the Legislature enacted AB 1171 (Dutra), Chapter 907
for the purpose of financing cost overruns on the seismic
retrofit work on toll bridges. Among other provisions, AB 1171
authorized an extension of the seismic retrofit toll surcharge
for 30 years beyond the original sunset date for the surcharge
(January 1, 2008), or until sufficient revenues were collected
for the retrofit work. This bill also required the annual
transfer to BATA of any annual excess toll revenues beyond the
amount needed for financing and debt service of the retrofit
work, to be used for Bay Area transportation purposes and other
toll bridge improvements.
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SB 916 is a comprehensive measure that increases tolls on Bay
Area toll bridges by $1 per vehicle, if voters in the region
approve a "Regional Traffic Relief Plan" in a special election
consolidated with the March 2003 statewide primary election. It
enacts requirements for the use and administration of such
funds, specifies agency and institutional duties in this regard,
establishes numerous performance measure requirements and other
funding criteria, and requires several transit plans and
coordinating activities to be completed. This bill does the
following, in addition to other related provisions and details:

According to the author's office, this bill is a product of
hearings of the Senate Select Committee on Bay Area
Transportation which focused on worsening traffic congestion,
transportation and land use planning in the Bay area. The
hearings also included discussions on raising toll bridge
revenues and dedicating the new revenues to new and regional

expenditure plan governed by four principles: new regional
transit services, a connection to bridge toll payers, splitting
expenditures between operating and capital subsidies, and
selecting projects using performance measures.

The author also indicates that this bill was developed in
consultation with an advisory committee (transit and congestion
management agencies, Caltrans, various private and institutional
stakeholders, etc.) and was staffed by MTC and legislative
staff. Public meetings were conducted (18 total). The
resulting plan is intended to expand transportation capacity in
the Bay Area using regional transit systems and facilities. The
proposal's main strategies are BART service improvements, an
expanded express bus and high-occupancy vehicle lane system,
commuter rail connectivity, water transit expansion, and
developing the Transbay Terminal project.

The author's office and proponents note the following: 1) this
bill would not affect the current toll bridge seismic retrofit
plan and financing; 2) there are 26 transit agencies operating
in the Bay Area, often in duplicative and uncoordinated ways; 3)
a change in federal law would be needed to use bridge tolls for
operating expenses, but such an exemption already was granted to
the Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District
(GGHTD), and efforts are currently underway to secure the
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additional congressional approval needed; 4) the toll increase
would continue indefinitely to sustain the proposed
transportation improvements; and, 5) only seven of the nine Bay
Area counties would vote on the Regional Traffic Relief Plan
because they are the counties with toll bridge landings.

Analysis Prepared by : Andrew Antwih / TRANS. / (916) 319-2093

FN: 0003636
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DIGEST : This bill requires that a special election be
held in seven specified Bay Area counties to determine
whether a Regional Traffic Relief Plan should take effect,
which in turn would trigger a $1 increase in the vehicle
tolls on Bay Area toll bridges. The additional revenues
would be used for Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) expansion,
expanded rail and bus networks, expanded ferry services,
transit linkages, highway construction, the Transbay
Terminal project, new bridges, transit operations, bicycle
and pedestrian improvements, transit vehicles, and a host
of other transit and transportation services and projects
in the Bay Area.

This bill distinguishes the Bay Area Toll Authority as a
separate entity from the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission and articulates the authority's
responsibilities, sets project and operational performance
measures as conditions of receiving toll revenue funding,
requires several regional transit, rail, and fare plans and
programs to be developed, and adds other provisions
intended to reduce congestion in the greater Bay Area and
generally improve travel within bridge corridors.

This bill overhauls existing statutory provisions regarding
toll bridges, tolls, and agencies' authorities for the
purpose of eliminating obsolete provisions and
consolidating and updating other provisions with respect to
toll operations.

Assembly Amendments (1) add provisions relative to meets
and boundaries for the Greenbrae Interchange/Larkspur Ferry
Access Improvements, as well as the Direct High-Occupancy
Vehicle (HOV) lane connectors and earmarked specified
dollar amounts for same, (2) require the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission to annually assess the status of
projects for public information, and (3) provide that the
director and deputy of the Treasure Island Development
Authority are not subject to the same civil service
provisions as employees of the City and County of San
Francisco, (4) add co-authors, and (5) make clarifying and
conforming changes.

ANALYSIS : Existing law generally makes the California
Transportation Commission (CTC) responsible for
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establishing the rates charged vehicles for crossing the
state-owned toll bridges. Under existing law, the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is authorized
to adopt a toll schedule in lieu of the one adopted by the
CTC for the state-owned toll bridges in the San Francisco
Bay Area. Existing law makes MTC and the Bay Area Toll
Authority (BATA), which is defined as the same body as the
MTC, responsible for the programming, administration, and
allocation of the revenue from the base toll charge
collected from these bridges. Under existing law, a
portion of this revenue is continuously appropriated to the
State Controller, who is required to disburse these funds
to MTC to expend for purposes that reduce vehicular
congestion on the bridges.

Under existing law, a $2 toll is charged for two-axle
vehicles crossing toll bridges in the Bay Area and $3 is
charged for three-axle vehicles, continuing up to $10.50
for vehicles with seven or more axles. The first $1 of the
$2 toll was standardized as a uniform toll after the
passage of Regional Measure 1 in 1988 by Bay Area voters.
Portions of that toll were dedicated to transit purposes
serving bridge corridors as well as bicycle, pedestrian,
and water transit (ferry) system uses.

Following the Loma Prieta Earthquake in 1989, the State
Department of Transportation (DOT) conducted an assessment
of the vulnerability of state-owned toll bridges and other
transportation structures to seismic (earthquake) activity
and began a program of seismic retrofit throughout the
state. Seismic retrofit work on toll bridges languished,
however. 1In 1997, the Legislature enacted SB 60 (Kopp) and
SB 226 (Kopp) which established a plan and the financing
mechanisms for the retrofit of the state's toll bridges,
using bond funds, State Highway Account funds, Public
Transportation Account funds and the revenue from a
$1-per-vehicle toll surcharge on Bay Area toll bridges (the
second $1 of the current $2 toll).

In 2001, the Legislature enacted AB 1171 (Dutra) for the
purpose of financing cost overruns on the seismic retrofit
work on toll bridges. Among other provisions, AB 1171
authorized an extension of the seismic retrofit toll
surcharge beyond January 1, 2008 until sufficient revenues
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were collected for the retrofit work. The bill also
required the annual transfer to BATA of any annual excess
toll revenues beyond the amount needed for financing and
debt service of the retrofit work, to be used for Bay Area
transportation purposes and other toll bridge improvements.

This bill is a comprehensive measure that increases tolls
on Bay Area toll bridges by $1 per vehicle, if voters in
the region approve a "Regional Traffic Relief Plan" in a
special election consolidated with the 3/2/04 statewide
primary election. It enacts requirements for the use and
administration of such funds, specifies agency and
institutional duties in this regard, establishes numerous
performance measure requirements and other funding
criteria, and requires several transit plans and
coordinating activities to be completed. This bill does
the following, in addition to other related provisions and
details:

1. Establishes BATA in its own right, with standard public
agency operating powers and duties in addition to
numerous duties and responsibilities related to the
administration of revenues from Bay Area bridge tolls.
Currently, BATA exists as a form of MTC with the same
membership for the two bodies. BATA and MTC would
continue to be governed by the same board under this
bill, but BATA would be a separate legal entity.

2. Requires the supervisors of the Counties of San
Francisco, Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo,
Santa Clara, and Solano to call a special election on
3/2/04 on "Regional Measure 2," authorizing a
comprehensive Regional Traffic Relief Plan directing
revenues from new bridge tolls to be used for specified
transportation projects, programs and purposes, and
authorizing a $1 toll surcharge and revenue bond
authority to fund the plan.

3. Requires BATA to increase all Bay Area bridge toll rates
by $1 per vehicle, effective on 7/1/04, if a majority of
voters approve the Regional Measure 2 (RM2) ballot
question described in #2 above. The toll would continue
in perpetuity unless changed or ended by statute, after
any bond or other financial commitments outstanding
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against the revenues were completed.

In addition, BATA would be authorized to further
increase the amount of the adopted toll schedule only if
required to meet its obligations on any bonds or to
satisfy any bond covenants. The Authority would be
required to provide the Senate and Assembly
Transportation policy committees at least 30 days notice
and hold public meetings prior to any increase in tolls.
This bill specifies, with specified exceptions, that
the toll schedule adopted by the Authority shall not be
charged without statutory authorization by the
Legislature.

The toll increase would not go into effect if voters
defeated RM2, but BATA could resubmit the measure to the
voters at a subsequent general election.

. Specifies that the revenue from the toll increase shall
be used to finance capital outlay for construction
improvements, acquisition of transit vehicles, transit
operating assistance, and other projects to reduce
congestion and improve travel options in the bridge
corridors.

BATA would be authorized to fund 36 specified projects
deemed to reduce congestion or improve travel. This
bill specifies the dollar amounts and lead agency or
project sponsor for each project.

Requires that not more than 38 percent of the new toll
revenues shall be made available annually for transit
operating assistance, subject to specified performance
measures. This bill identifies the recipient transit
agencies and dollar amount of each operating subsidy,
with an escalation factor of up to 1.5 percent to be
added to each amount each year.

A project report and detailed financial plan would have
to be submitted by the lead sponsor before any such
funds could be allocated by BATA.

. Allows a reserve fund to be established to fund future

rolling stock (transit vehicles and equipment)
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replacement for the new transit services, if the project
and operating assistance commitments above have been
met.

This bill requires MTC to submit a 20-year toll bridge
expenditure plan to the Legislature by 1/1/2@.

Requires transit operating assistance claimants to enter
into operating agreements consistent with performance
measures to be adopted by MTC. The performance
measures would be related to fare-box recovery ratios,
ridership, and other factors.

Requires MTC to adopt a regional transit connectivity
plan by 12/1/05, which would include components for (a)
a network of key transit hubs, (b) infrastructure and
right-of-way improvements, and (c) regional standards
and procedures for the coordination of schedules and
connections. The plan would focus on feeder transit
lines connecting to regional rapid transit services.

Requires the existing Translink Consortium to develop a
plan for an integrated fare program by 7/1/07, covering
rapid transit trips funded under the bill and new toll
revenues, including a zonal fare system.

Provides that MTC shall adopt a specified Bay Area
regional Rail Plan by 7/1/06 for passenger rail services
in the Bay Area. It would include strategies to
integrate rail systems, improve service connections,
expand the rapid transit network, and coordinate
investments with transit-supportive land use. Caltrain
and BART would be required to provide technical support
for the plan's development.

Updates, revises, and consolidates statutory provisions
related to the financing, operation, and administration
of toll bridges, especially with regard to references to
the former California Toll Bridge Authority, the CTC,
MTC, and BATA. It deletes obsolete and outdated
references and provisions.

This bill treats all Bay Area toll bridges as a single
enterprise with regard to financial matters, rather than

SB 916
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the current separation of the bridges into north and
south bridge groups.

This bill converts statutory references to base toll
(first $1) revenue amounts to percentages to facilitate
the administration and budgeting of transit moneys
(these are revenue neutral changes).

Provides that notwithstanding any funding request for
the transbay bus terminal pursuant to Section 31015, the
Bay Area Toll Authority shall allocate toll bridge
revenues in an annual amount not exceed $3,000,000, plus
a 3.5 percent annual increase, to DOT or to the Transbay
Joint Powers Authority after DOT transfers the title of
the Transbay Terminal Building to that entity, for
operation and maintenance expenditures. This allocation
shall be subordinate to any obligations of the
authority, now or hereafter existing, having a statutory
or first priority lien against the toll bridge revenues.
The allocation is further subject to annual
certification by DOT or the Transbay Joint Powers
Authority that the total Transbay Terminal Building
operating revenue is insufficient to pay the cost of
operation and maintenance without the requested funding.

Requires the Authority, by 1/1/07, to submit an updated
language plan to the transportation policy committee in
each house of the Legislature for review.

The Treasure Island Conversion Act of 1997 authorizes the
City and County of San Francisco to designate the Treasure
Island Development Authority as a redevelopment agency
under state law for purposes related to the Naval Station
Treasure Island. Under these provisions, the employees of
this authority are subject to the same civil service
provisions as employees of the City and County of San
Francisco.

This bill provides that the director and deputy of this
authority are not subject to these civil service
provisions.

FISCAL EFFECT : Appropriation: Yes Fiscal Com.: Yes

Local: Yes

SB 916
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According to the Senate Appropriations Committee:

Fiscal Impact (in thousands)

Major Provisions 2003-04 2004 -05
2005-06 Fund
Election $500-1,000 costs

Local/GF

Toll bridge increase $125 million annual
revenue gain Local

SUPPORT _ : (Verified 6/3/03)

Amalgamated Transit Union

Bay Area Bioscience Center

Bay Planning Coalition

Berkeley Ferry Committee

Bluewater Network

California Teamsters

City of Alameda

City of Berkeley

City of Hercules

City of Martinez

City of Oakland

City of Redwood City

City of Richmond

City of South San Francisco

City of Vallejo

Friends of Albany Ferry

Genentech

Hines Corporation

Inlandboatmen's Union of the Pacific
Oracle Corporation

San Francisco Bar Pilots

San Francisco Chamber of Commerce

San Mateo County Building and Construction Trades Council
San Mateo County Harbor District

San Mateo County Transit District
Sequoia National Bank

Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit

South San Francisco Chamber of Commerce
South San Francisco Sunset Scavenger Company

SB 916
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Transportation and Land Use Coalition
Water Transit Advocates for San Mateo County

ARGUMENTS IN SUPPORT : The author's office states that
this bill originates from hearings of the Senate Select
Committee on Bay Area Transportation that focused on
worsening traffic congestion, transportation and land use
planning in the Bay area. The hearings also included
discussions on raising toll bridge revenues and dedicating
the new revenues to new and regional transit services. The
Select Committee focused on a revenue expenditure plan
governed by four principles: new regional transit
services, a connection to bridge toll payers, splitting
expenditures between operating and capital subsidies, and
selecting projects using performance measures.

According to the author, the plan embodied in the current
bill was developed in consultation with an advisory
committee (transit and congestion management agencies, DOT,
various private and institutional stakeholders, etc.) and
was staffed by MTC and legislative staff. Public meetings
were conducted (18 total). The resulting plan is intended
to expand transportation capacity in the Bay Area using
regional transit systems and facilities. The proposal's
main strategies are BART service improvements, an expanded
express bus and high-occupancy vehicle lane system,
commuter rail connectivity, water transit expansion, and
developing the Transbay Terminal project.

The author's office and proponents also note the following:

(1) this bill would not affect the current toll bridge
seismic retrofit plan and financing, (2) there are 26
transit agencies operating in the Bay Area, often in
duplicative and uncoordinated ways, (3) a change in federal
law would be needed to use bridge tolls for operating
expenses, but such an exemption already was granted to the
Golden Gate Bridge, Highway and Transportation District,
and efforts are currently underway to secure the additional
congressional approval needed, (4) the toll increase would
continue indefinitely to sustain the proposed
transportation improvements, and (5) only seven of the nine
Bay Area counties would vote on the Regional Traffic Relief
Plan because they are the counties with toll bridge
landings.

SB 916

Page
10
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ASSEMBLY FLOOR

AYES: Berg, Bermudez, Calderon, Canciamilla, Chavez, Chu,
Cohn, Corbett, Diaz, Dutra, Dymally, Goldberg, Jerome
Horton, Jackson, Kehoe, Koretz, Laird, Leno, Levine,
Lieber, Liu, Longville, Lowenthal, Montanez, Mullin,
Nakano, Nation, Negrete McLeod, Nunez, Oropeza, Parra,
Pavley, Ridley-Thomas, Salinas, Simitian, Steinberg,
Vargas, Wiggins, Wolk, Yee, Wesson

NOES: Aghazarian, Bates, Benoit, Bogh, Campbell, Cogdill,
Correa, Cox, Daucher, Dutton, Garcia, Harman, Haynes,
Shirley Horton, Keene, La Malfa, La Suer, Leslie, Maddox,
Maldonado, Matthews, Maze, McCarthy, Mountjoy, Nakanishi,
Pacheco, Plescia, Richman, Runner, Samuelian, Spitzer,
Strickland, Wyland

RJG:mel 9/9/63  Senate Floor Analyses

SUPPORT/OPPOSITION: SEE ABOVE
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Exhibit 17

Incorporated by reference: portion of the Administrative Record
for the Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh Causes of Action, Bates Nos.
ACTC_AR0676-0717

Alameda County Transportation Commission’s “2020
Comprehensive Investment Plan Fiscal Years 2019/20 to
2023/24” (June 17, 2019)

Exhibit 17
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Exhibit 18

Incorporated by reference: portion of the Administrative Record
for the Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh Causes of Action, Bates Nos.

ACTC_AR0915-1096

Alameda County Transportation Commission’s “2020
Comprehensive Investment Plan Update Fiscal Years 2019/20 to

2023/24” (May 2020)

Exhibit 18
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Recap and
today’s goal

Today’s goal is to address
feedback and obtain input
on a proposal for one or
more toll increases
beginning in January 2026,
prior to releasing the
proposal in November for
public comment

Toll Increase: In April, July, and September 2024,
staff presented on the need for additional revenue to
preserve BATA toll bridges. Staff also addressed

Commissioner feedback on timing of a future toll
increase and impact on bridge users, including:

« Needfora toll increase now

« Qutcomes for bridge users

« Understanding who uses the bridges

* Importance of a toll differential to increase

FasTrak usage

« Agency efforts to support equity

SAY AREA TOLL

BAY AREA TOLL AUTHORITY AUTHORITY
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Additional funding needed for bridge
preservation and operations

- BATA s required under state law to
fund projects to preserve and protect
the bridge structures

« BATAs adopted TenYear Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) is $1.9B

« Construction costs will likely continue
to rise faster than inflation, making it
harder to “catch up” each year

* Preliminary Asset Management results
show increased needs in both the CIP
horizon and for ongoing preservation

- BATA s currently borrowing to fund
bridge preservation

Photos courtesy of CalTrans
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Bridge preservation projects to address critical needs

San Francisco-Oakland Bay San Mateo-Hayward Bridge Richmond-San Rafael
Bridge fender repair over water concrete repair paint

SAY AREA TOLL
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Revenue and bridge preservation costs
are diverging

Toll Revenues
« BATAis collecting less 1,400

toll revenue each year

1,300 .
' 2019 Pro Forma Adjusted
than would have been o RM3 Tolls
expected pre-COVID 1,200
(>$200M less in FY 10
2023) 5
Z 1,000
« Since 2010, $4 of toll .
200 Actuals (in year collected)
ilable for on-bridge it ’
avalla 9 2024 Unaudited & 2024 Pro
purposes — worth $2.80 800 Forma
today 500
* Construction costs up 600

Fy 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031

30-40% since 2020

SAY AREA TOLL
AUTHORITY
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Delaying a toll increase imposes significant costs

Debt Service

* BATA currently borrows to fund 650
= Assumed New Qutstandin
bridge rehab expenses ($560M 400 Seumed fe putstancing -
since 2021) cco Repayment

50

(@)

« Each year without a toll increase
requires additional borrowing

N
Ul
o

N
o
o

$ in millions

« Debt financing $600M in projects

. 35
over the next five years would

(@)

||“‘||| ||||||||||||“‘m

AP S (T (B (52 18 (3 T 0 (o P o (T o™ 97 (B2 5

result in approximately $690M in 300
additional interest cost over the 250
life of the financing 200

Fiscal Year

EAY AREA TOLL

BAY AREA TOLL AUTHORITY AUTHORITY




2

Bridge Usage
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Oct 2023 Toll Crossings

. Total Toll Crossings
B rl d g e u sa g e by Individual Account Type _
EPC customers :

AM

Individual in Region
OM
1.8 M

68%
Census tract analysis of Individual in Region EPC
October 2023 data more
accurately reflects EPC Oct 2023 Customers

CUStomerS Total Customers 2.0 M

» EPC customers represent
Individual Account Type

14% of all customers 0%
« EPCtoll crossings are 17% Individual in Region
69%

of total crossings

Individual in Region EPC
14%

Data from Oct 2023; locations based on census tracts associated with FasTrak or
invoice accounts from the regional customer service center; EPC classification based
on Plan Bay Area 2050; Individual accounts exclude commercial/business accounts
and FasTrak accounts that have more than 5 vehicles associated with the account.

EAY AREA TOLL
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° o o Customers by Number of Toll Crossings (Individual Accounts)
Most individual y o

account customers o
11-22 3%

are infrequent BATA
bridge users

In October 2023:
« 40% made 1 toll crossing
« 79% made 5 or fewer crossings

* 89% made 10 or fewer crossings

Data from Oct 2023; locations based on census tracts associated with FasTrak or invoice
accounts from the regional customer service center; individual accounts exclude
commercial/business accounts and FasTrak accounts that have more than 5 vehicles
associated with the account.
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(UPDATED)

Customers from EPCs have higher relative usage

than non-EPC customers

EPC Customers by Number of Toll Crossings
(Individual Accounts) October 2023

11-22 23+

34K 18K
12% 6%
Total EPC
customers:
284K 6-10
37K
13%

1-5
195K
69%

Total
Non-EPC
customers:
1.1M

Non-EPC Customers by Number of Toll Crossings
(Individual Accounts) October 2023

11-22 23+
101K 36K
9% 3%

6-10
115K
11%

1-5
820K
77%

Data from Oct 2023; locations based on census tracts associated with FasTrak or invoice accounts from the regional customer service center;
individual accounts exclude commercial/business accounts and FasTrak accounts that have more than 5 vehicles associated with the account.

T BAYREATOLL
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Supporting Equity
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How do people get FasTrak?

« Multiple channels « $5 tag deposit; $0 if setting up
. Website — available 24/7 automatic reload with credit card

« Call center — weekdays 8am-6pm . . . .
* Invoices and violation notices

«  Walk-in center — weekdays 8am-6pm promote FasTrak

« Costco and select Walgreens locations
* Regular campaigns and outreach

* Support for a wide range of to encourage FasTrak use

languages

SAY AREA TOLL
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Future opportunities for meeting customers
where they are

What else can we do to make FasTrak more accessible
and attractive — especially in EPCs?

« Expand access to tags
* Reduce burden to open and maintain account
* Provide incentives to open and maintain a FasTrak account

* Increase other options for paying bridge tolls

SAY AREA TOLL
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BATA has taken
numerous actions
aligned with
MTC's Equity
Platform

Increased access to tags
Expanded language accessibility

Increased options for making
payments with cash, including
no-fee cash payment network

Reduced requirements for setting
up and maintaining FasTrak
accounts

Introduced additional support for
invoice customers with more time
to pay and no penalty if violation
paid promptly

SAY AREA TOLL
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FasTrak: More accessible and attractive

By By
February 1 January 1

2025 2026

* Consider and implement * Seek more retail locations - Explore incentive programs
FasTrak business rule changes (continuing) .
(eortinuing] | « Consider more payment
» Explore improved cash payment options
* Pursue enhanced community options

Assess potential partnerships

* Pursue community outreach and with DMV or other state agencies
partnering with community-
based organizations for tag
distribution (continuing)

outreach and partnering with
county agencies to encourage
tag adoption (continuing)

Modify business rules and
technical design that limits
participation

SAY AREA TOLL
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Opportunity to
double down on
affordability programs

 Build partnerships with other
programs to increase uptake
(e.g., CalFresh, Medi-Cal,
county programs)

e Actions to streamline
enrollment in both programs

(Fall 2024)

17

START »

Clipper START offers 50% discount on
22 transit operators

CLIPPER

 Pilot program in operation for 4 years

EXPRESS LANES

START

« Express Lanes START pilot offers 50%
discount on 1-880 Express Lane tolls

* Pilot program in operation for 18 months

EAY AREA TOLL
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Proposal for Toll Increase

18
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Proposal: Phased in toll increase

« 5-year toll increase plan

Date 2-Axle Vehicle* 3+ Multi-Axle Vehicles
January 1,2026 $0.50 $0.50 per axle
LRI 1y A0 Introd ucei?).lllsgiﬁerential |ntr0cj;l?c.i(’)cc?||ecrii?°;(elfentia|
January 1,2028 $0.50 $0.50 per axle
January 1,2029 $0.50 $0.50 per axle
January 1,2030 $0.50 $0.50 per axle

* Multi-year plan of toll increases provides revenue necessary
to fund maintenance of bridges in a state of good repair

« Mitigates impact of toll increases in any single year

*Ca rpoolis 50% of the FasTrak rate, 2-axle only

EAY AREA TOLL
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Revenue projections — $2.50 phased toll increase

Toll Revenues

1,400
2019 Pro Forma Adjusted
1[300 fOI’ RM3 TO“S, 2031
o Assumes Annual $0.50
1,200 Toll Increases 1/1/26
through 1/1/30
1,100
2
9
'€ 1,000
= Actuals (in year collected),
‘900 2024 Unaudited & 2024
Pro Forma
800
700
600

FY ' 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031
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Proposal: Regionally consistent differential pricing

Align with Golden Gate Bridge Proposed differential pricing:

tiered pricing that has been in effect « Invoices: +$1.00 per transaction

for 10+ years * License plate account: + $0.25 per
transaction

Proposed Toll Rates for 2-Axle Vehicles by Payment Method

Jan1,2025 Jan1,2026 Jan1,2027 Jan1,2028 Jan1,2029 Jan1,2030 July1, 2028

with RM3 with Toll with Toll with Toll with Toll with Toll GGB
Increase Increase Increase & Increase & Increase & Increase &
(Approved) Differential Differential Differential Differential
FasTrak $8.00 $8.50 $9.00 $9.50 $10.00 $10.50 $11.25
License Plate
$8.00 $8.50 $9.25 $9.75 $10.25 $10.75 $11.50
Account
Invoice $8.00 $8.50 $10.00 $10.50 $11.00 $11.50 $12.25

SAY AREA TOLL
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Commiitting to a state of good repair of the bridges

Revenue from the toll
increase will fund
projects to preserve and
protect the aging bridge
structures

Over the next 10 years,
projects include:

« $740M for steel painting
and corrosion protection

«  $690M for bridge integrity,
operation and safety
projects

San Mateo-Hayward Bridge San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge
deck repair West Span cable investigation

SAY AREA TOLL
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Next Steps
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Next steps for toll increase

« Conduct public review process in November and
December 2024, including webinar with Q&A,
formal comment period, and public hearing.

« Seek approval for toll increase at December BATA
meeting, in conjunction with update to high
occupancy vehicle (HOV) policy changes.

SAY AREA TOLL
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Proposed timeline for toll increase

BATA review of proposed toll rate change for
public comment

Public comment period & hearing

One virtual public meeting

BATA approval of toll rate change

Implementation: RCSC, toll system, signage

Customer education

Toll increase effective Jan 1, 2026

BAY AREA TOLL AUTHORITY

SAY AREA TOLL
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Programming and Allocations Committee
October 9, 2024 Agenda Item 2d-24-1010

MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised

Subject:

Allocation of $3 million in Assembly Bill (AB) 1171 Bridge Toll capital funds to the Tri-Valley
— San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority (TVSJVRRA) for continuation of 30% design,
federal environmental review documents, preparation of reports for Caltrans’ Project Approval
and Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase, and support of various operations and technical
reports/studies on the Valley Link project.

Background:

MTC Resolution No. 3434 commits $95 million in AB 1171 Bridge Toll capital funds towards
Tri-Valley Transit Access Improvements to/from BART. Prior to the establishment of
TVSJIVRRA, $11.4 million of these funds were allocated and spent on early planning and
environmental efforts in the corridor. In 2017, the TVSJVRRA was established by Assembly Bill
758 “for purposes of planning, developing, and delivering cost-effective and responsive transit
connectivity, between BART’s rapid transit system and the Altamont Corridor Express
commuter rail service in the Tri-Valley region.” Since 2018, the Commission has approved $59.9
million in AB 1171 allocations from this category to TVSJVRRA, including:

e $10.1 million allocated in September 2018 for state environmental documentation and
preliminary engineering

e $3 million allocated in March 2020 for updated 15% engineering plans, project partner
cooperative agreements, and project management

e $46.8 million allocated in June 2020 for a broad scope including 30% design, federal
environmental review documents, preparation of reports for Caltrans’ Project Approval
and Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase, and support of various operations and
technical reports/studies

To date, MTC bridge tolls have accounted for over 80% of the funding for the Valley Link
PA&ED phase, and MTC bridge tolls are expected to make up more than half of the funding for

final design of the project as well. MTC’s continued investment of regional funds ensures this

PRIN601



Programming and Allocations Committee Agenda Item 2d-24-1010
October 9, 2024
Page 2 of 4

key interregional project moves forward; however, substantial commitments from other funding
partners will be required for future phases. This is expected to be partially addressed through the

interagency funding agreement discussed below.

Valley Link Rail Allocation Request

The timeline for the scope of the $46.8 million allocation has extended beyond the original
schedule due to design changes and the need to re-evaluate the environmental impacts of the
preferred alternative. TVSJVRRA has identified a need for an additional $3 million to support
the Authority’s staff and operational costs through completion of the phase. The PA&ED phase

is now expected to be completed by June 2025.

The TVSJVRRA Board of Directors approved this allocation request and the required updated

Initial Project Report at their September 18" meeting.

Issues:

1. Interregional Funding Agreement: In 2019, the Commission adopted MTC Resolution

No. 4399, the Interregional Project Funding and Coordination Policy, which went into
effect in July 2020. This policy applies to projects receiving MTC discretionary funding
that are wholly or partially outside of the MTC region. The policy requires the
development of an Interagency Agreement between MTC, the applicable MPO (in this
case, the San Joaquin Council of Governments), and other entities prior to the
programming or allocation of funding, along with requiring compliance with MTC plans,
programs, and policies and MTC participation in project development. The preferred
alternative for the Valley Link Initial Operating Segment includes service between
Mountain House and Dublin/Pleasanton, in addition to the Tracy Operations and
Maintenance Facility in San Joaquin County, resulting in a project that will cross regional
lines and be subject to the Interregional Project Funding and Coordination Policy.
Development of an Interagency Agreement with the San Joaquin Council of
Governments will likely take some time to execute. To expedite availability of these
bridge toll funds, Staff recommend conditioning the allocation and disbursement of funds
on TVSJVRRA'’s participation in coordination on this agreement, which MTC will
initiate by the end of 2024. The execution of an Interregional Funding Agreement is
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likely to be recommended as a condition of any future bridge toll allocations to this

project.

2. Transit Oriented Communities Policy Compliance: As a fixed-guideway transit extension
project, Valley Link is subject to MTC’s Transit Oriented Communities (TOC) policy
(Resolution No. 4530, Revised), which applies to the half-mile area around existing and
planned fixed-guideway transit stops and stations. Because the proposed allocation is for
continuation of environmental and early design work, the station area jurisdictions — the
Cities of Dublin, Pleasanton, and Livermore — are required to acknowledge in writing that
Valley Link is expected to trigger the TOC policy and that future allocations of funding
by MTC will be subject to compliance with the policy. The three cities fulfilled this
requirement by submitting a joint acknowledgement letter to MTC on September 19,
2024. The acknowledgement letter is included as Attachment A to this item.

3. Litigation on Project: Similar to previous AB 1171 allocations, this allocation is

recommended conditioned on TVSJVRRA’s compliance with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised, the Regional Measure 2 Policies and Procedures. One
such aspect of the Regional Measure 2 Policies and Procedures is the adoption of a board
resolution and/or finding of legal counsel that there is no legal impediment to the project
sponsor making application for the funds, and that there is no pending or threatened
litigation that might in any way adversely affect the proposed projects, or the ability of

the project sponsor to carry out such projects.

In Alameda County Taxpayers’ Association, Inc., et al. v. Tri-Valley—San Joaquin Valley
Regional Rail Authority, et al. (Alameda Superior Court Case No. RG2110126), the
Plaintiffs contend that TVSJVRRA has been unlawfully pursuing development of a rail
project running between Alameda and San Joaquin Counties, and that MTC has
unlawfully allocated bridge toll funds for the project. MTC and co-defendant
TVSJVRRA, et al. deny the Plaintiffs’ claims. As to Plaintiffs’ claims against
TVSIVRRA, they are set for a writ hearing/court trial on February 11, 2025. No writ

hearing or trial date has been set as to Plaintiffs’ claims against MTC.

In its board resolution and opinion of counsel, TVSIJVRRA acknowledges this pending
litigation. As co-defendant denying Plaintiffs’ claims, MTC accepts TVISVRRA’s
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materials as satisfactory relative to this allocation condition.

Recommendations:

Refer MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised, to the Commission for approval.

Attachments:
e Attachment A: Cities of Dublin, Livermore, and Pleasanton Joint Transit Oriented
Communities Policy Acknowledgement Letter
e MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised
o Attachment B

i

Andrew B. Fremier
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COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM 8b

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Programming and Allocations Committee
August 12, 2026 Agenda Item 2b-26-0790

MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised. Allocation of $4 million to Tri-Valley — San Joaquin
Valley Regional Rail Authority for the Valley Link Project.

Subject:

Allocation of $4 million in Assembly Bill (AB) 1171 Bridge Toll capital funds to the Tri-Valley
— San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority (TVSJVRRA) for continuation of 30% design,
environmental review documents, preparation of reports for Caltrans’ Project Approval and
Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase, and operations and technical studies on the Valley
Link project, including work by the Construction Manager/General Contractor (CMGC) in

support of these activities.

Background:

MTC Resolution No. 3434 commits $95 million in AB 1171 Bridge Toll capital funds towards
Tri-Valley Transit Access Improvements to/from BART. In 2017, the TVSJVRRA was
established by Assembly Bill 758 to deliver the Valley Link rail project. The Commission
approved AB 1171 capital allocations to TVSJVRRA for 30% design and Caltrans PA&ED
documents in June 2020 and October 2024.

Additional background on AB 1171 funding, the Valley Link project, and prior bridge toll

allocations for the project is included as Attachment A.

Due to cost increases identified as part of the 30% design and cost estimate update, in June 2025
the TVSJIVRRA Board adopted an initial Phase 1A operating segment that will construct
approximately 11 miles of new passenger rail along [-580, with a station adjacent to the existing
BART rail system at Dublin/Pleasanton, a station at Isabel Avenue in Livermore, and a newly

located station connecting to the existing ACE rail system at Vasco Road in Livermore.

Valley Link Rail Allocation Request

TVSJVRRA must now update the 30% designs and Caltrans reports to reflect the new phase 1A
alignment and procure an independent cost estimate. In addition, a Construction
Manager/General Contractor (CMGC) will be procured and begin preconstruction services as

part of the 30% design milestone. TVSIVRRA requested a supplemental AB 1171 allocation of
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$4 million for continuation of 30% design and Caltrans PA&ED phase, CMGC preconstruction

services, and the independent cost estimate.

The TVSJVRRA Board of Directors approved this allocation request and the required updated
Initial Project Report at their June 10, 2026 meeting. Valley Link is subject to the requirements
of MTC’s Complete Streets Policy contained in MTC Resolution No. 4493. TVSJVRRA has
submitted a Complete Streets checklist and is in compliance with MTC Resolution No. 4493.
The Valley Link project is also subject to and has complied with the MTC Transit Oriented
Communities (TOC) policy (Resolution No. 4530, Revised) for the requested phase as of the
project’s prior allocation in October 2024. MTC endorsements and allocation requests for
subsequent phases of the project are subject to the revised TOC policy as it relates to transit
extension projects; please see item 4a on this agenda for further discussion. Staff recommend
approval of this $4 million allocation request via an update to MTC Resolution No. 3914,

Revised.

Issues:

See Attachment A for further discussion of issues, including litigation related to this project.

Recommendations:

Refer MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised, to the Commission for approval.

Attachments:

e Attachment A: Valley Link Allocation Request Additional Background and Issues

e MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised

Andrew B. Fremier

o Attachment B
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Valley Link AB 1171 Allocation Request — Additional Backeround and Issues

Background:

AB 1171, passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor in 2001, dedicated a portion of
the $1 seismic surcharge on state-owned toll bridges to transit projects consistent with the Streets
and Highways Code section 30913 and 30914. The conditions for use of the surcharge on transit
projects having been met, MTC Resolution No. 3434, as revised in 2008, commits $95 million
in AB 1171 Bridge Toll capital funds towards Tri-Valley Transit Access Improvements to/from
BART.

In 2017, the TVSJIVRRA was established by Assembly Bill 758 “for purposes of planning,
developing, and delivering cost-effective and responsive transit connectivity, between BART’s
rapid transit system and the Altamont Corridor Express commuter rail service in the Tri-Valley

region.”

To date, the Commission has approved $74.3 million in AB 1171 allocations under the Tri-
Valley Transit Access Improvements to/from BART line item, including $11.4 million prior to

the establishment of TVSJIVRRA.

In June 2020, the Commission approved an allocation of $46.8 million for a broad scope
including 30% design, federal environmental review documents, preparation of reports for
Caltrans’ Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) phase, and support of
various operations and technical reports/studies. In October 2024, the Commission approved a
supplemental allocation of $3 million to accommodate an extended schedule for this work due to
design changes, including adoption of a phased delivery approach and the need to re-evaluate the

environmental impacts of the preferred alternative.

Due to cost increases identified as part of the 30% design and cost estimate update, in June 2025
the TVSJVRRA Board further divided delivery of the project, adopting an initial Phase 1A
operating segment that will construct approximately 11 miles of new passenger rail along [-580
to connect the existing BART rail system at Dublin/Pleasanton to the existing ACE rail system at
Vasco Road in Livermore, including a third station at Isabel Avenue in Livermore. As detailed in

the Summary Sheet, TVSIVRRA requested a $4 million supplemental AB 1171 allocation to

PRING608



Programming and Allocations Committee
August 12, 2026
Page 2 of 3

Attachment A
Agenda Item 2b-26-0790

update 30% design and Caltrans PA&ED phase for the revised Phase 1A alignment and to initiate

CMGC preconstruction services and an independent cost estimate. A map of the adopted Phase

1A and 1B alignments is included below.
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Issues:

Litigation on Project: Similar to the previous AB 1171 allocation, this allocation is

recommended conditioned on TVSIVRRA’s compliance with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised, the Regional Measure 2 Policies and Procedures. One
such aspect of the Regional Measure 2 Policies and Procedures is the adoption of a board
resolution and/or finding of legal counsel that there is no legal impediment to the project

sponsor making application for the funds, and that there is no pending or threatened
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litigation that might in any way adversely affect the proposed projects, or the ability of

the project sponsor to carry out such projects.

In Alameda County Taxpayers’ Association, Inc., et al. v. Tri-Valley—San Joaquin Valley
Regional Rail Authority, et al. (Alameda Superior Court Case No. RG2110126), the
Plaintiffs contend that TVSJIVRRA has been unlawfully pursuing development of a rail
project running between Alameda and San Joaquin Counties, and that MTC has
unlawfully allocated bridge toll funds for the project. MTC and co-defendant
TVSJVRRA, et al. deny the Plaintiffs’ claims.

In its board resolution and opinion of counsel, TVSJVRRA acknowledges this pending
litigation. As co-defendant denying Plaintiffs’ claims, MTC accepts TVISVRRA’s

materials as satisfactory relative to this allocation condition.
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June 24, 2009

W.IL: 1255
Referred by: PAC
Revised: 12/16/09-C  02/24/10-C  03/24/10-C
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07/25/12-C  11/28/12-C  01/23/13-C
06/26/13-C  07/24/13-C ~ 09/25/13-C
10/23/13-C  12/18/13-C  02/26/14-C
03/26/14-C ~ 10/22/14-C  12/17/14-C
01/27/16-C  05/25/16-C  09/28/16-C
11/16/16-C  06/28/17-C  09/26/18-C
01/23/19-C  07/24/19-C  03/25/20-C
06/24/20-C  10/23/24-C  08/26/26-C
ABSTRACT

Resolution No. 3914, Revised

This resolution allocates AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds to eligible projects.

This resolution includes the following attachments:

Attachment A — Allocations of AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds
Attachment B — Simplified Allocation Tracker of AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds
(added 6/24/2020)

This resolution was revised on December 16, 2009 to allocate $13.9 million to BART towards
the eBART project for construction of the transfer station at the Pittsburg Bay Point BART

station and guideway to Railroad Avenue.

This resolution was revised on February 24, 2010 to allocate AB 1171 funds to the Transbay
Joint Powers Authority, $10.7 million towards the final design phase of the Transbay Transit
Center, and $5.226 million towards the Program Management/Program Controls (PMPC)

services for the project.

This resolution was revised on March 24, 2010 to allocate a total of $13 million in AB 1171
funds to CCTA towards the construction of eBART median structures to be integrated into
Segments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of Caltrans/CCTA State Route 4 contracts, and towards right-of-way
to accommodate e-BART.
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This resolution was revised on June 23, 2010 to allocate a total of $11 million in AB 1171 funds
to BART towards the completion of final design on the eBART project. This resolution was also
revised to allocate $134 million towards the final design phase for the Transit Center building
and ramps and construction of the Transit Center, including the below-grade rail levels of the

Transit Center.

This resolution was revised on July 28, 2010 to allocate $5 million to BART towards the Line,
Trackwork, Systems & Station (LTSS) construction and related activities for the BART Warm
Springs Extension project; $1.25 million to ACCMA towards purchase of right-of-way and
$250,000 to MTC for an independent Opportunity/Risk Analysis for the BART to Livermore
ROW Preservation project; and $2.8 million towards the initial project development activities for

the Regional Express Lane Network.

This resolution was revised on October 27, 2010 to allocate a total of $73.6 million to BART
towards the purchase of Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) vehicles for the e BART project.

This resolution was revised on December 15, 2010 through Commission action to allocate $7
million for environmental and preliminary engineering for the 1-80/I-680/SR-12 Interchange

project in Solano County.

This resolution was revised on March 23, 2011 through Commission action to rescind $52
million from the October 27, 2010 allocation of $73.6 million for the purchase of Diesel Multiple
Unit (DMU) vehicles for the e BART project. This resolution was also revised to allocate $19
million for construction and construction management activities on State Route 4 related to
eBART.

This resolution was revised on May 25, 2011 through Commission action to rescind $76 million
from the June 23, 2010 allocation of $134 million towards the final design phase for the Transit
Center building and ramps and construction of the Transit Center, including the below-grade rail

levels of the Transit Center.
This resolution was revised on June 22, 2011 through Commission action to allocate $26.4

million for the construction of the I-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation project in

Solano County.
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MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised
Page 3

This resolution was revised on July 27, 2011 to update the allocation conditions for the BART

Warm Springs project to add principles for addressing potential cost increases.

This resolution was revised on September 28, 2011 to allocate $27.1 million to CCTA towards
construction and construction management activities for the integration of e BART median
structures into Caltrans/CCTA SR 4 contract segments and to accommodate eBART in the SR4

median.

This resolution was revised on November 16, 2011 to allocate $6.5 million to VTA towards

construction and construction management activities for the Mission/Warren/Truck-Rail Facility.

This resolution was revised on March 28, 2012 to rescind $3,817,000 from allocation #17 for the
1-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation project; and allocate $14,280,000 for the
1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package 1 project towards right-of-way acquisition.

This resolution was revised on June 27, 2012 to allocate $73.7 million to the Transbay Joint
Powers Authority to certify upcoming construction contracts, finalize the Transbay Transit
Center design, fund remaining Construction Management/General Contractor (CM/GC) services
on the project, and fund pre-bid construction management for the “steel cast nodes” elements of

glass exterior shell.

This resolution was revised on June 27, 2012 to allocate $9.41 million to BART for eBART for
the completion of Final Design and Construction Management (CM) and Design Service during
Construction (DSDC) for the maintenance shop shell, Hillcrest parking lot and re-alignment
construction at the Slatten Ranch Rd. This resolution is also being revised to rescind $13.5

million in savings from prior allocations on this project.

This resolution was revised on July 25, 2012 to allocate $8.5 million to the Solano
Transportation Authority for the completion of the environmental document and preliminary
engineering of the [-80/680/12 Interchange project, and to amend the scope of allocation #14 to
include eligible expenses from all three phases of the interchange project, effective as of the

original date of allocation.
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This resolution was revised on November 28, 2012 to allocate $5.98 million to the Solano
Transportation Authority for utility relocation and right-of-way activities for the I-80/680/12

Interchange project.

This resolution was revised on January 23, 2013 to allocate $5.8 million to the Solano
Transportation Authority for utility relocation and right-of-way activities for the I-80/680/12
Interchange project; $8.6 million to BART towards the environmental, conceptual engineering,
and project approval phase of the BART to Livermore Extension project; and $0.75 million to
the SMART project towards design for the re-construction of the SMART track facilities
between Santa Rosa North and Sonoma County Airport area. The Commission also approved
program commitments of: 1) $4.4 million, subject to future allocation, towards the re-
construction of the SMART track facilities between Santa Rosa North and the Sonoma County
Airport area; and 2) $0.5 million to BART for the eBART project.

This resolution was revised on June 26, 2013 to allocate $822,008 to the Solano Transportation
Authority for the final design of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange project.

This resolution was revised on July 24, 2013 to extend the timeframe for a condition on a prior
allocation of $8.6 million in AB1171 funds, towards the completion of environmental

documentation for proposed BART to Livermore project.

This resolution was revised on September 25, 2013 to allocate $5.5 million in AB 1171 funds for
the final design of packages 2 and 3, and $29.5 million for the construction of package 1 of the I-
80/680/12 Interchange project in Solano County.

This resolution was revised on October 23, 2013 to allocate $0.1 million in AB 1171 funds for
the right-of-way phase of package 1 of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange project in Solano Count.

This resolution was revised on December 18, 2013 to allocate $9.533 million in AB 1171 funds
to BART for the construction of e BART trackwork, system, and facility finishes, construction
management, and design services during construction; and $9.4 million in AB 1171 funds to the
SMART project for re-construction of the SMART track facilities between Santa Rosa North and

the Sonoma County Airport area and construction of a station at the Sonoma County Airport.
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This resolution was revised on February 26, 2014 to allocate $1,124,327 in AB 1171 funds to the
Transbay Joint Powers Authority for Construction Manager/General Contractor pre-construction

services for the Transbay Transit Center building and related structures.

This resolution was revised on March 26, 2014 to rescind $1 million in AB 1171 funds from the
1-80/680/12 Interchange project in Solano County (allocation number 30) and allocate $1 million
in AB 1171 funds to the I-80 Freeway Performance Initiative work element of the 1-80/680/12
Interchange project in Solano County, which benefits the I-80/680/12 Interchange area.

This resolution was revised on October 22, 2014 to allocate $9 million in AB 1171 funds to the

City of Fairfield for construction of the Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Train Station.

This resolution was revised on December 17, 2014 to allocate $500,000 in AB 1171 funds to
BART for the e BART project.

This resolution was revised on January 27, 2016 to rescind $2,189,000 in AB 1171 funds from
the construction phase of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #1 (I-80/SR-
12 Interchange) project (allocation number 30) and allocate $2,189,000 in AB 1171 funds to the
right-of-way phase of the I-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #2 (Red Top

Road Interchange) project, both of which are located in Solano County.

This resolution was revised on May 25, 2016 to rescind $1,142,000 in AB 1171 funds from the
right-of-way phase of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #1 (I-80/SR-12
Interchange) project (allocation number 20) and allocate $1,142,000 in AB 1171 funds to the
final design phase of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #2 (Red Top
Road Interchange) and Package #3 (I-80/680 Interchange) project, both of which are located in
Solano County.

This resolution was revised on September 28, 2016 to allocate $1,632,000 in AB 1171 funds to
BART for additional scope for the environmental, conceptual engineering, and project approval

phase of the BART to Livermore Extension project.

This resolution was revised on November 16, 2016 to rescind $125,206 from the right-of-way

phase of the [-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #1 project (allocation #25),
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ABSTRACT
MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised
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rescind $251,607 from the final design phase of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction
Packages #2 and #3 project (allocation #39), and allocate $376,813 to the right-of-way phase for
the 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Packages #2 and #3 project (allocation #41).

This resolution was revised on June 28, 2017 to rescind $331,157 from Allocation #21 and
$497,685 from Allocation #34 to the Transbay Transit Center project, and allocate $2,028,515

for construction on the Transbay Transit Center project.

This resolution was revised on September 26, 2018 to allocate $10,120,000 in AB1171 funds to
the Tri-Valley—San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority for CEQA documentation and

preliminary engineering on the Valley Link rail project.

This resolution was revised on January 23, 2019 to rescind savings of $142,200 from Allocation
#16 and $10,692 from Allocation #18 to the e-BART project, and allocate $152,892 to BART for

construction on the e-BART Parking Lot Expansion at Antioch Station project.

This resolution was revised on July 24, 2019 to rescind savings of $264,010 from Allocation #21
to the Transbay Transit Center project and allocate $264,010 to TJPA for construction on the

Transbay Transit Center project.

This resolution was revised on March 25, 2020 to allocate $3,000,000 in AB1171 funds to the
Tri-Valley—San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority for updated 15% design plans, project

partner cooperative agreements, and project management on the Valley Link rail project.

This resolution was revised on June 24, 2020 to allocate $46,791,000 to the Tri-Valley—San
Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority to complete 30% design plans, complete federal
environmental review documents, prepare reports for Caltrans PA&ED, and support various
operations and technical reports/studies; to rescind $602,454 from the right-of-way and
construction phases of the [-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #1 project
(allocations #25, 30, and 31), rescind $577,974 from the final design phase of the 1-80/680/12
Interchange Initial Construction Package #2 and #3 project (allocations #39 and 41), allocate
$1,180,428 to the right-of-way phase for the [-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction
Package #2A project (allocation #47); and to add Attachment B, Simplified Allocation Tracker
of AB 1171 Bridge Toll Funds.
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This resolution was revised on October 23, 2024 to allocate $3,000,000 to the Tri-Valley—San
Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority for continuation of 30% design plans, federal
environmental review documents, reports for Caltrans PA&ED, and various operations and

technical reports/studies.

This resolution was revised on August 26, 2026 to allocate $4,000,000 to the Tri-Valley—San
Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority for continuation of 30% design, environmental
documents, and Caltrans PA&ED reports for Valley Link Phase 1A.

Additional discussion of this allocation is contained in the Executive Director’s memoranda and
MTC Programming and Allocations Committee Summary sheet dated June 10, 2009, December
9, 2009, February 10, 2010, March 10, 2010, June 9, 2010, July 14, 2010, October 13, 2010,
December 8, 2010, March 9, 2011, May 11, 2011, June 8, 2011, July 13, 2011, September 14,
2011, November 9, 2011, March 7, 2012, June 13, 2012, July 11, 2012, November 14, 2012,
January 9, 2013, July 10, 2013, September 11, 2013, October 9, 2013, December 11, 2013,
March 5, 2014, October 8, 2014, December 10, 2014, January 13, 2016, May 11, 2016,
September 14, 2016, November 9, 2016, June 14, 2017, September 12, 2018, January 9, 2019,
July 10, 2019, March 11, 2020, June 10, 2020, October 9, 2024, and August 12, 2026.
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Date:  June 24, 2009
W.I.: 1255
Referred By: PAC

RE: Allocation of AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 3914

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional
transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code
Sections 66500 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, Streets and Highways Code Sections 30950 et seq. created the Bay Area
Toll Authority (“BATA”) which is a public instrumentality governed by the same board as that
governing MTC; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Streets and Highways Code (SHC) Section 31010(b), funds
generated in excess of those needed to meet the toll commitments as specified by paragraph (4)
of subdivision (b) of Section 188.5 of the SHC shall be available to BATA for funding projects
consistent with SHC Sections 30913 and 30914; and

WHEREAS, MTC adopted Resolution 3434, Revised, which establishes commitments of
AB 1171 bridge toll funds to specific projects and corridors; and be it

RESOLVED, that MTC approves the allocation and reimbursement of AB 1171 bridge
toll funds in accordance with the amount, conditions and reimbursement schedule for the phase,

and activities as set forth in Attachment A; and, be it further

RESOLVED, that should the allocation of AB 1171 Bridge Toll Funds be conditioned on
the execution of a funding agreement, that the Executive Director or his designee is authorized to
negotiate and enter into a funding agreement with claimant that includes the provisions contained
in Attachment A.
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MTC Resolution No. 3914, Revised
Page 2

RESOLVED, that a certified copy of this resolution, shall be forwarded to each project

sponsor.

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Scott Haggerty, Chair

The above resolution was entered into by the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

at a regular meeting of the Commission held
in Oakland, California on June 24, 2009.
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Date June 24, 2009

W.I.: 1255
Referred by: PAC
Revised: 12/16/09-C 02/24/10-C 03/24/10-C
06/23/10-C 07/28/10-C 10/27/10-C
12/15/10-C 03/23/11-C 05/25/11-C
06/22/11-C 07/27/11-C 09/28/11-C
11/16/11-C 03/28/12-C 06/27/12-C
07/25/12-C 11/28/12-C 01/23/13-C
06/26/13-C 07/24/13-C 09/25/13-C
10/23/13-C 12/18/13-C 02/26/14-C
03/26/14-C 10/22/14-C 12/17/14-C
01/27/16-C 05/25/16-C 09/28/16-C
11/16/16-C 06/28-17-C 09/26/18-C
01/23/19-C 07/24/19-C 03/25/20-C
06/24/20-C 10/23/24-C 08/26/26-C
Attachment A
Resolution No. 3914
Page 1 of 41

ALLOCATION OF AB 1171 Bridge Toll Funds
Allocation Authorization: S&H § 31010(b)

Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC

# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions

01 2008-09 San Doyle Drive project $80,000,000 06/24/2009 Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the execution of a
Francisco funding agreement between MTC and SFCTA for the AB 1171 Bridge
County Toll funds. Such agreement shall include the following provisions:
Transportat
ion SFCTA shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution
Authority No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds received
(SECTA) under the funding agreement be subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636,

Revised, unless otherwise stated in the agreement.

02 2009-10 Bay Area e-BART $13,890,000 12/16/2009 Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the execution of a
Rapid funding agreement between MTC and BART for the AB 1171 Bridge
Transit Toll funds. Such agreement shall include the following provisions:
District
(BART) BART shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution

No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds received
under the funding agreement be subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636,
Revised, unless otherwise stated in the agreement.
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Attachment A
Resolution No. 3914

Page 2 of 41
Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC
# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions
03 2009-10 | TJPA Transbay Transit $10,700,000 02/24/10 Scope of Work: This allocation will fund the final design

Center/
Downtown
Caltrain
Extension

phase for the Transit Center building and ramps, including
the below-grade rail levels of the Transit Center. The
scope includes final design work, various consulting
services, coordination with public agencies, and permits
and fees.

TJPA shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received be subject to MTC Resolution No.
3636, Revised, unless otherwise stated in the agreement.

TJPA shall submit to MTC an “Implementing Agency
Resolution of Project Compliance” which resolves that the
TJPA will comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution
No 3636 for the drawdown of AB 1171 funds.

This allocation is also conditioned on the approval of the
IPR package by the TJPA board.
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Attachment A
Resolution No. 3914

Page 3 of 41
Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC

# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions

04 2009-10 | Transbay | Transbay Transit $5,226,000 | 02/24/10 | Scope of Work: This allocation will fund the Program
Joint Center/ Management/Program Controls (PMPC) services for the
Powers Downtown project. The PMPC provides assistance with the design,
Authority | Caltrain oversight, and management of the entire project.
(TJPA) Extension

TJPA shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received be subject to MTC Resolution No.
3636, Revised, unless otherwise stated in the agreement.

TJPA shall submit to MTC an “Implementing Agency
Resolution of Project Compliance” which resolves that the
TJPA will comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution
No 3636 for the drawdown of AB 1171 funds.
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Resolution No. 3914

Page 4 of 41
Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC
# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions
05 2009-10 | CCTA e-BART $11,000,000 03/24/10 Scope of Work: This allocation will fund $11,000,000 for

ROW Activities and associated utility coordination and
construction between Somersville Rd and SR160. This is
a contribution towards BART and CCTA’s agreed upon
right-of-way cost for median.

Allocation is conditioned on the approval of the IPR
package by the CCTA Board and concurrence by the
BART board.

Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
CCTA for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

CCTA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise stated in the agreement.
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Page 5 of 41
Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC
# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions
06 2009-10 | CCTA e-BART $2,000,000 03/24/10 Scope of Work: This allocation will fund $2,000,000 for

construction activities associated with e BART costs in the
median between Loveridge Road and SR160.

Allocation is conditioned on the approval of the IPR
package by the CCTA Board and concurrence by the
BART board.

Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
CCTA for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

CCTA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC
# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions
07 2009-10 | BART e-BART $11,000,000 06/23/10 Scope of Work: This allocation is towards the completion

of the final design for the e BART project. The specific
elements of this allocation include final design for the
Hillcrest station, parking lot and maintenance facility,
trackworks & systems, vehicle procurement,

and various Caltrans & Utility agreements.

Allocation is conditioned on the approval of the Initial
Project Report (IPR) package by the BART board and
concurrence by the CCTA board.

BART shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received be subject to MTC Resolution
No. 3636, Revised.

BART shall submit to MTC an “Implementing Agency
Resolution of Project Compliance” which resolves that
BART will comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution
No. 3636 for the drawdown of AB 1171 funds.
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Date of
Alloc. Fiscal Allocation MTC

# Year Claimant Project Title Amount Approval Allocation Conditions

08 2009-10 | Transbay | Transbay Transit $134,074,000 | 06/23/10 | Scope of Work: This allocation is towards the final design
Joint Center/ phase for the Transit Center building and ramps and
Powers Downtown construction of the Transit Center, including the below-
Authority | Caltrain grade rail levels of the Transit Center. The elements that
(TJPA) Extension will proceed to NTP using AB 1171 funds are:

Construction Management Oversight, Existing Terminal &
Ramps Demolition, Construction Docs/Final Design, City
Agency Inspection, Permits & Fees, PMPC, Utility
Relocation, Buttress Shoring Wall & Excavation and
Construction Management General Contractor services.

The allocation of funds is conditioned on the following:

a) Approval of the Initial Project Report (IPR) package by
the TIPA board.

b) *Once the ARRA funds are secured in a grant
agreement, MTC will rescind the remaining AB 1171 funds
from this allocation so that they may be used for future
elements of this project.

The demolition and construction allocation of roughly $112
million is conditioned on:

a) Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) issuance of the
Record of Decision adopting those portions of the 2004
EIS dealing with Phase 1.

(cont. next page)
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Alloc.

Fiscal
Year

Claimant

Project Title

Allocation
Amount

Date of
MTC
Approval

Allocation Conditions

08
(cont.)

b) Execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
TJPA for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such agreement
shall include the following provisions: TJPA shall agree to
comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution No. 3636,
Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds received
be subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.

*The TJPA is currently working with the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) on finalizing a grant agreement for
$400 million in American Reinvestment and Recovery Act
(ARRA) High Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail (HSIPR)
funds. Though these funds have been committed, the
timing of the grant agreement is unknown at this time.
TJPA anticipates receiving a grant before the end of the
calendar year. TIPA is requesting this allocation of AB
1171 funds in order to maintain the project schedule while
awaiting the grant agreement.

09

2010-11

BART

BART Warm
Springs Extension

$5,000,000

07/28/10

Conditions
Revised
7/27/11

Scope of Work: This allocation is towards the following costs for the
Line, Trackwork, Station and Systems (LTSS) contract on the Warm
Springs Extension project: a) Award of the LTSS contract, b)
Construction Management, ¢) Design support during construction, d)
BART staff support, e) Coordination with other jurisdictional agencies
and development of agreements, f) Owner Controlled Insurance
Program (OCIP), and g) Community Relations. The allocation of funds
is conditioned on the following:

a) Approval of the Initial Project Report (IPR) package by the BART
board.

b) Execution of a funding agreement between MTC and BART prior to
the Notice-to-Proceed (NTP) of the LTSS construction contract for the
RM1, RM2, and AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such agreement shall
include: BART shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any Bridge Toll funds received
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Alloc.

Fiscal
Year

Claimant

Project Title

Allocation
Amount

Date of
MTC
Approval

Allocation Conditions

be subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised. The agreement shall
include the following:

The approved BART to Warm Springs LTSS construction plus
soft cost, as of June 2011, totals $437 million, which includes a
12.4% contingency. The 12.4% contingency is a reduction of
approximately $10 million from the 15% contingency previously
estimated by BART to be required for successful completion of the
LTSS phase. While this amount is within the financial envelope of
$890 million, it is higher than the currently identified and available
funding.

Bridge Tolls, Measure B, State Proposition 1B, BART, and VTA
Measure A funds total $421 million.

Roughly $16 million from the Right of Way phase and Central
Park Subway segment combined can be assigned to the LTSS
funding plan based on identified cost savings and budget
adjustments as of June 2011.

BART and the funding partners have agreed to proceed with the
project using the available funding.

Principles for addressing construction costs up to the $10 million
difference between approved project cost and available funding
include, in priority order:

(cont. next page)

1. Apply any additional savings from the Right of Way
phase or Subway Segment after June 2011;
2.  Apply any savings from the LTSS construction contract
or soft costs; and
3. If additional funding is still needed, direct SFO net
operating surplus revenues and Alameda STIP funds or
other funds controlled by the Alameda County
Transportation Commission to the project, in equal share
to the original funding plan adopted in September 2008
(44% and 56%, respectively).
Should unexpected changes to the LTSS funding plan or costs
occur beyond the $10 million described above, the funding
partners would need to agree on new principles for delivering the
LTSS phase.
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Alloc.

Fiscal
Year

Claimant

Project Title

Allocation
Amount

Date of
MTC
Approval

Allocation Conditions

c¢) All the funding partners maintaining their funding commitment for
the estimated $890 million project as outlined in the 2008 revision to
MTC Resolution No. 3434, unless agreed otherwise as part of
condition d) below.

d) Funding partners reaching an agreement prior to BART’s NTP of
the LTSS contract that outlines the distribution of potential total project
cost savings or overruns, given disproportionate contributions by
partners to date.
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10

2010-11

ACCMA

(Co-
Sponsor -
BART)

BART to
Livermore ROW
Preservation

$1,250,000

07/28/10

Scope of Work: This allocation is to fund the purchase of right-of-way
in the vicinity of [-580 and El Charro Rd to retain land for future transit
use. The allocation of funds is conditioned on the following:

I- Execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
ACCMA for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

ACCMA shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution
No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds received be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.

BART and ACCMA concur with an additional AB 1171 allocation, not
to exceed $500,000, to MTC for an independent Opportunity/Risk
Assessment Study administered by MTC related to the $95 million in
AB 1171 funds committed to the project in Resolution 3434.

Establishment of a Land Trust (or similar mechanism) including, but
not limited to the following terms: a) property shall be held for the
benefit of a BART Extension to Livermore or other transit project in
corridor consistent with Resolution 3434 — Tri-Valley Transit Access
Improvements to/from BART (PROJECT); and b) if PROJECT does
not commence construction within ten years, property in the Land trust
shall be sold for fair market value and proceeds distributed equally to
funding partners, based on funding participation.

11

2010-11

MTC

Opportunity/Risk
Analysis for the
BART to
Livermore ROW
Preservation
project

$250,000

07/28/10

Scope of Work: Develop an Opportunity/Risk Analysis
related to future allocations of AB 1171 funds for ROW
preservation for transit use in the corridor in the context of
the programmatic level Environmental Impact Report
certified by the BART Board.

PRIN630




Attachment A
Resolution No. 3914
Page 12 of 41

12

2010-11

MTC

Regional Express
Lane Network

$2,800,000

07/28/10

Scope of work: The funds requested in this allocation will
be used to develop a project initiation document and
application to the CTC for authority to implement the
Regional Express Lanes Network. Additional planning and
project development will be funded with this allocation,
including: a) development of concepts of operation, b)
exploration of options to enhance project delivery, c)
development of an overall program delivery strategy.

13

2010-11

BART

e-BART

$73,600,000

10/27/10

Scope of work: This allocation is to fund the purchase of 8
Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) vehicles for the eBART
project.

Conditions: Allocation is conditioned on the concurrence
of the IPR package by the CCTA board.

Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
BART for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

BART agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.

PRIN631




Attachment A
Resolution No. 3914
Page 13 of 41

14

2010-11

Solano
Transp.
Authority
(STA)

1-80/680/12
Interchange Initial
Construction
Package (ICP)

$7,000,000

12/15/10

Scope of work: This allocation funds the environmental
document and preliminary engineering for the Interchange
Complex, including three segments of the interchange — the
I-80 Westbound to SR-12 Westbound Connector, the I-80
Westbound to I-680 Southbound Connector, and the Red
Top/1-680 Interchange.

Scope change approved 07/25/12 and effective as of the
original allocation approval date of 12/15/10.

Conditions: Allocation is conditioned on the concurrence
of the IPR package by the STA board.

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.

13

2010-11

BART

e-BART

($52,000,000)

03/23/11

This rescission of $52 million reduces Allocation #13 to
$21.6 million for the purchase of 8 Diesel Multiple Unit
(DMU) vehicles for the eBART project. The remaining
$21.6 million allocation in AB 1171 funds is subject to the
conditions listed under Allocation #13.
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16

2010-11

CCTA

e-BART

$19,000,000

03/23/11

Scope of work: This allocation will fund $19,000,000 for
construction and construction management activities
associated with e-BART costs in the median of State Route
4 between Somersville Road and SR160.

Note: Allocation was reduced by $142,200 on 1/23/19.
New allocation amount is $18,857,800. See page 36.

Allocation is conditioned on concurrence by the BART
board with the IPR package.

Allocation and disbursement are also conditioned upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
CCTA for the AB 1171 funds. Such agreement shall
include the following provisions:

CCTA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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08

2010-11

Transbay
Joint
Powers
Authority
(TJPA)

Transbay Transit
Center/
Downtown
Caltrain
Extension

($76,024,000)

05/25/11

This rescission of $76,024,000 reduces Allocation #8 to
$58,050,000 for final design and construction of the Transit
Center building, including:

Construction Management Oversight

Demolition of the Transbay Terminal and ramps

Transit Center Final Design

City Agency Inspection

Transit Center Permits and Fees

Program Management / Program Controls (PMPC)

Utility Relocation

Buttress, Shoring Wall and Excavation (BSE) construction

Construction Management / General Contractor (CMGC)
services

The remaining $58.05 million allocation in AB 1171 funds
is subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #8.
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17

2010-11

Solano
Transp.
Authority
(STA)

[-80 Eastbound
Cordelia Truck
Scales Relocation

$26,400,000

06/22/11

Scope of work: This allocation funds the construction of
the I-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation
project in Solano County.

Conditions: Allocation is conditioned on the allocation of
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) /
State Highway Operations and Protection Program
(SHOPP) funds by the California Transportation
Commission.

Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and STA
for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such agreement shall
include the following provisions:

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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18

2011-12

CCTA

e-BART

$27,100,000

09/28/11

Scope of Work: This allocation will fund construction and
construction management activities for integration of
eBART median structures into Caltrans/CCTA SR 4
contract segments (3,4,5) and to accommodate eBART in
the median between Somersville Road and State Route
160.

Note: Allocation was reduced by $10,692 on 1/23/19. New
allocation amount is $27,089,308. See page 36.

Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the execution of a funding agreement between MTC
and CCTA for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

CCTA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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19

2011-12

VTA

Mission/Warren/
Truck-Rail
Facility

$6,500,000

11/16/11

Scope of Work: This allocation will fund construction and
construction management activities for the
Mission/Warren/Truck-Rail Facility project.

Conditions: The $6.5 million in AB 1171 funds shall be the
last fund source expended on the original estimated cost of
$148 million project. If the project cost is less than the
$148 million, MTC would rescind or reduce this allocation.

Additionally, allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the execution of a funding agreement between MTC
and VTA for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

VTA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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17 2010-11 | Solano [-80 Eastbound ($3,817,000) | 03/28/12 | This rescission of $3,817,000 reduces Allocation #17 to
Transp. Cordelia Truck $22,583,000 for construction of the I-80 Eastbound
Authority | Scales Relocation Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation project. The remaining
(STA) $22,583,000 allocation in AB 1171 funds is subject to the

conditions listed under Allocation #17.

20 2011-12 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $14,280,000 | 03/28/12 Scope of work: This allocation funds right-of-way
Transp. Interchange Initial acquisition related to the I-80/680/12 Interchange Initial
Authority | Construction Construction Package 1 project.
(STA) Package (ICP)

Note: Allocation was reduced by $1,142,000 on 05/25/16.
New allocation amount is $13,138,000. See page 32.

Conditions: Allocation is conditioned on the concurrence
of the IPR package and approval of the CEQA
environmental document by the STA board on March 14,
2012.

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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21

2011-12

Transbay
Joint
Powers
Authority
(TJPA)

Transbay Transit
Center/
Downtown
Caltrain
Extension

$73,700,000

06/27/12

Scope of work: This allocation funds the following:

1) Construction of the Transit Center “below grade
structure” - $41.5 M

2) Finalize Transit Center design - $27.4 M

3) Complete remaining CM/GC pre-construction
services - $2.8 M

4) Pre-bid construction administration for structural
cast steel nodes - $2 M

Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon: a) Approval of the Initial Project Report (IPR)
package by the TIPA board; and b) execution of a funding
agreement between MTC and TJPA for the AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds. Such agreement shall include the
following provisions:

TJPA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.

Note: For this allocation, TJPA may send more than one
invoice per month to MTC, as long as they don’t invoice
more frequently than monthly for each vendor/contractor.
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22

2011-12

BART

eBART

$9,410,000

06/27/12

Scope of work: This allocation funds the following:
a) Completion of Final Design ($3.4M) and;

b) Construction Management (CM) and Design
Service During Construction (DSDC) for the
maintenance shop shell, Hillcrest parking lot and
Slatten Ranch Road ($6.01M).

Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the execution of a funding agreement between MTC
and BART for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

BART agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.

2009-10

BART

e-BART

($7,933,300)

06/27/12

This rescission of $7.9 million reduces Allocation #2 to
$5.9 million for the construction of the transfer station at
the Pittsburg Bay Point BART station and guideway to
Railroad Avenue for the e BART project.

The remaining $5.9 million allocation in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #2.
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13 2010-11 | BART e-BART ($5,600,000) | 06/27/12 | This rescission of $5.6 million reduces Allocation #13 to
$16 million for the purchase of 8 Diesel Multiple Unit
(DMU) vehicles for the eBART project and CM/DSDC
costs associated with this contract.
The remaining $16 million allocation in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #13.
23 2012-13 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $8,500,000 07/25/12 Scope of work: This allocation funds the environmental
Transp. Interchange Initial document and preliminary engineering for the Interchange
Authority | Construction Complex, including three segments of the interchange — the
(STA) Package (ICP) [-80 Westbound to SR-12 Westbound Connector, the 1-80

Westbound to 1-680 Southbound Connector, and the Red
Top/1-680 Interchange.

Conditions: Allocation is conditioned on the concurrence
of the IPR package by the STA board.

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the funding agreement shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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24 2012-13 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $5,980,000 11/28/12 Scope of work: This allocation funds the utility relocation
Transp. Interchange and right-of-way activities related to the I-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange project.
(STA) Construction - ) o
Package (ICP) Conditions: STA agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received under the allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
25 2012-13 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $5,796,000 1/23/13 Scope of work: This allocation funds additional work for
Transp. Interchange utility relocation and right-of-way activities related to the I-
Authority Initial 80/680/12 Interchange project.
(STA) Construction )
Package (ICP) Note: Allocation was reduced by $125,206 on 11/16/16.

New allocation amount is $5,670,794. See page 33.
Allocation was reduced by $481,984 on 6/24/20. New
allocation amount is $5,188,810. See page 37.

Conditions: STA agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received under the allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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26

2012-13

BART

BART To
Livermore
Extension
Project

$8,600,000

1/23/13

Scope of Work: This allocation is for the completion of
CEQA-level environmental documentation for proposed
transit improvements in the 1-580 corridor and the related
modifications to [-580 and SR-84, and for a Ridership
Development Plan to be conducted by the City of
Livermore to sufficient detail to support selection of a
preferred alternative.

Conditions: The allocation is conditioned on:

a) BART agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any
AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds received under the
allocation shall be subject to MTC Resolution No.
3636, Revised, unless otherwise agreed herein.

b) BART staff to report a decision on whether to
pursue a joint NEPA/CEQA or CEQA-only
document, including having a lead Federal agency,
by Jan 31, 2014. (date revised on July 24, 2013)

27

2012-13

Sonoma
Marin Area
Rail Transit
(SMART)

SMART
Extension

750,000

1/23/13

Scope of work: Re-construction of the SMART track
facilities between Santa Rosa North and Sonoma County
Airport area. (Design costs).*

Conditions: The allocation is conditioned on:

SMART shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB1171 funds
received under this allocation be subject to MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
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28 2012-13 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $822,008 6/26/13 Scope of work: This allocation funds final design of the I-
Transp. Interchange 80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package.
Authority Initial
(STA) Construction Conditions: The allocation is conditioned on:
Package (ICP) STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
29 2013-14 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $5,513,000 9/25/13 Scope of work: This allocation funds final design of the I-
Transp. Interchange 80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #2
Authority Initial (Red Top Road Interchange) and Package #3 (I-80
(STA) Construction Westbound to [-680 Southbound Connector).
Package (ICP)

Conditions: The allocation is conditioned on:

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
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30

2013-14

Solano
Transp.
Authority
(STA)

1-80/680/12
Interchange
Initial
Construction
Package (ICP)

$29,448,000

9/25/13

Scope of work: This allocation funds construction of the I-
80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package #1 (I-
80 Westbound to SR-12 Westbound Connector).

Note: Allocation was reduced by $1 million on 03/26/14.
New allocation amount is $28,448,000. See page 27. This
allocation was reduced by $2,189,000 on 01/27/16. New
allocation amount is $26,259,000. See page 31. This
allocation was reduced by $116,802 on 6/24/20. New
allocation amount is $26,142,198. See page 37.

Conditions: Allocation is conditioned on the allocation of
Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) /
funds by the California Transportation Commission.

Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and STA
for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such agreement shall
include the following provisions:

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
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31 2013-14 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $77,992 10/23/13 Scope of work: This allocation funds additional work for
Transp. Interchange utility relocation and right-of-way activities related to the I-
Authority Initial 80/680/12 Interchange project.
(STA) Construction
Package (ICP) Note: Allocation was reduced by $3,668 on 6/24/20. New
allocation amount is $74,324. See page 37.
Conditions: STA agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received under the allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
32 2013-14 | BART e-BART $9,533,000 12/18/13 Scope of Work: This allocation is for the construction of

eBART Trackwork, System, and Facility Finishes, and
Construction Management and Design Services During
Construction.

Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the following:

a) Approval of local support resolution by CCTA and
BART Boards.

b) Execution of a funding agreement between MTC
and BART for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

BART shall agree: (1) to complete the project
described in its updated Initial Project Report, through
its contractor; (2) to comply with all provisions of
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB
1171 funds received under the funding agreement be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
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33

2013-14

SMART

SMART

$9,400,000

12/18/13

Scope of Work: This allocation is for the reconstruction of
the SMART track facilities, including associated system
work, between Santa Rosa North and the Sonoma County
Airport area, and a station at the Sonoma County
Airport.**

Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the following conditions:

1. SCTA approval of $4.35 million in funds for the airport
extension.

2. SMART Board approval of the Initial Project Report.

3. Environmental clearance of the station at the Sonoma
County Airport.

4. Execution of a funding agreement between MTC and
SMART for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

SMART agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received under the funding agreement

shall be subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised,
unless otherwise agreed herein.
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34 2013-14 | Transbay Transbay $1,124,327 2/26/14 Scope of Work: Construction Manager/General Contractor
Joint Transit Center/ pre-construction services for Transbay Transit Center
Powers Downtown building and related structures.
Authority Caltrain ) .
(TJPA) Extension TIPA shall agree to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received be subject to MTC Resolution No.
3636, Revised.
TJPA shall submit to MTC an “Implementing Agency
Resolution of Project Compliance” which resolves that the
TJPA will comply with the provisions of MTC Resolution
No 3636 for the drawdown of AB 1171 funds.
This allocation is also conditioned on the approval of the
IPR package by the TIPA board.
Note: For this allocation, TJPA may send more than one
invoice per month to MTC, as long as they don’t invoice
more frequently than monthly for each vendor/contractor.
30 2013-14 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($1,000,000) 3/26/14 This rescission of $1 million reduces Allocation #30 to
Transp. Interchange $28,448,000 for the construction of the [-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Package.
(STA) Construction
Package (ICP) The remaining $28,448,000 allocation in AB 1171 funds is

subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #30.
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35 2013-14 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $1,000,000 3/26/14 Scope of work: This allocation funds construction of the I-
Transp. Interchange — I- 80 Freeway Performance Initiative work elements in
Authority 80 Freeway Solano County, related to the 1-80/680/12 Interchange
(STA) Performance project.
Initiative in
Solano County Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and STA
for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such agreement shall
include the following provisions:
STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under the allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
36 2014-15 | City of Fairfield/Vacavi $9,000,000 10/22/14 Scope of work: This allocation funds construction of the
Fairfield lle Intermodal Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Train Station.

Train Station

Allocation and disbursement is contingent upon the
execution of a funding agreement between MTC and City
of Fairfield for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

City of Fairfield agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received under the allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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37

2014-15

BART

e-BART

$500,000

12/17/14

Scope of Work: This allocation is for Construction
Management and Design Services During Construction.

Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the following:

a) Approval of local support resolution by CCTA and
BART Boards.

b) Execution of a funding agreement between MTC
and BART for the AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds. Such
agreement shall include the following provisions:

BART shall agree: (1) to complete the project
described in its updated Initial Project Report, through
its contractor; (2) to comply with all provisions of
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB
1171 funds received under the funding agreement be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.

30

2013-14

Solano
Transp.
Authority
(STA)

1-80/680/12
Interchange
Initial
Construction
Package (ICP)

($2,189,000)

01/27/16

This rescission of $2,189,000 reduces Allocation #30 to
$26,259,000 for the construction of the 1-80/680/12
Interchange Initial Construction Package.

The remaining $26,259,000 allocation in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #30.
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38 2015-16 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $2,189,000 01/27/16 Scope of work: This allocation funds the utility relocation
Transp. Interchange and right-of-way activities related to the I-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Package #2 (Red Top
(STA) Construction Road Interchange).
Package (ICP)
Conditions: STA agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll funds received under the allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
20 2011-12 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($1,142,000) 05/25/16 This rescission of $1,142,000 reduces Allocation #20 to
Transp. Interchange $13,138,000 for the right-of-way phase of the [-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Package.
(STA) Construction o o )
Package (ICP) Thq remaining $13',1‘38,0(')0 allocation in AB‘ 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #20.
39 2015-16 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $1,142,000 05/25/16 Scope of work: This allocation funds the final design phase
Transp. Interchange of the I-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction
Authority Initial Packages 2 and 3 (Red Top Road Interchange and [-80/680
(STA) Construction Interchange) project.
Package (ICP)

Note: Allocation was reduced by $251,607 on 11/16/16.
New allocation amount is $890,393. See page 33. This
allocation was reduced by $549,925 on 6/24/20. New
allocation amount is $340,468. See page 38.

STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under this allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
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40 2016-17 | BART BART To $1,632,000 09/28/16 Scope of Work: This allocation is for the additional scope
Livermore for completion of CEQA-level environmental
Extension documentation for proposed transit improvements in the I-
Project 580 corridor and the related modifications to [-580 and SR-
84, and for a Ridership Development Plan to be conducted
by the City of Livermore to sufficient detail to support
selection of a preferred alternative.
Conditions: The allocation is conditioned on:
a) BART agrees to comply with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any
AB 1171 Bridge Toll funds received under the
allocation shall be subject to MTC Resolution No.
3636, Revised, unless otherwise agreed herein.
25 2012-13 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($125,206) 11/16/16 | This rescission of $125,206 reduces Allocation #25 to
Transp. Interchange $5,670,794 for the right-of-way phase of the 1-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Package.
(STA) Construction . o )
Package (ICP) Thg remaining $5,§70,794} allocation in AB 1.171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #25.
39 2015-16 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($251,607) | 11/16/16 | This rescission of $251,607 reduces Allocation #39 to
Transp. Interchange $890,393 for the final design phase of the I-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Packages 2 and 3.
(STA) Construction . o ]
Package (ICP) The remaining $890,393 allocation in AB 1171 funds is

subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #39.
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41 2016-17 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $376,813 11/16/16 Scope of work: This allocation funds the right-of-way
Transp. Interchange phase of the I-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction
Authority Initial Packages 2 and 3 (Red Top Road Interchange and I-80/680
(STA) Construction Interchange) project.
Package (ICP) .
Note: Allocation was reduced by $28,049 on 6/24/20. New
allocation amount is $348,764. See page 38.
STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under this allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
21 2011-12 | Transbay Transbay ($331,157) 6/28/17 This rescission of $331,157 reduces Allocation #21 to
Joint Transit Center/ $73,368,843.
Powers Downtown o o )
Authority Caltrain The remaining $73,368,843 allocation in AB 1171 funds is
(TJPA) Extension :;bj ect to the scope and conditions listed under Allocation
5.
34 2013-14 | Transbay Transbay (5497,685) 6/28/17 This rescission of $497,695 reduces Allocation #34 to
Joint Transit Center/ $626,642.
Powers Downtown o o ]
Authority Caltrain The remaining $626,642 allocation in AB 1171 funds is
(TJPA) Extension ;1;? ect to the scope and conditions listed under Allocation
42 2016-17 | Transbay Transbay $2,028,515 6/28/17 Scope of work: This allocation funds construction of the
Joint Transit Center/ Transbay Transit Center Building and Related Structures.
Powers Downtown , .
Authority Caltrain TJPA agrees to comply w1'th the provisions of MTC
(TIPA) Extension Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171

Bridge Toll Funds received under this allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless
otherwise agreed herein.
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43 2018-19 | Tri- Valley Link $10,120,000 9/26/18 Scope of work: This allocation funds CEQA

Valley— documentation and preliminary engineering on the Valley

San Joaquin Link project.

Valley . .

Regional TVSJVRRA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC

Rail Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171

Authority Bridge Toll Funds received under this allocation shall be

(TVSIVRRA) subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon the following conditions:

1. Formation of an executive steering committee with
quarterly briefings, to include at a minimum
representatives from MTC, Caltrans/CalSTA, ACE,
San Joaquin COG, BART, and ACTC.

2. The executive steering committee shall be briefed
on the following elements of the feasibility report
and EIR:

a. progress of CEQA/PE

b. need for NEPA and potential timing thereof

c. organizational structure and preferred
project delivery entity
funding plan

e. interface with other regional transportation
infrastructure and services

3. Approval of a local support resolution by the
TVSJVRRA board of directors.

16 2010-11 | CCTA e-BART ($142,200) 1/23/19 This rescission of $142,200 reduces Allocation #16 to

$18,857,800.

The remaining $18,857,800 allocation in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the scope and conditions listed under Allocation
#16.
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18 2011-12 | CCTA e-BART ($10,692) 1/23/19 This rescission of $10,692 reduces Allocation #18 to
$27,089,308.
The remaining $27,089,308 allocation in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the scope and conditions listed under Allocation
#34.
44 2018-19 | BART e-BART $152,892 1/23/19 Scope of Work: This allocation is for construction on the e-
Parking Lot BART Parking Lot Expansion at Antioch Station project
Expansion at and related improvements.
Antioch
Station Conditions: Allocation and disbursement is contingent
upon BART: (1) completing the project described in its
Initial Project Report (2) complying with all provisions of
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised. AB 1171 funds
received under this allocation are subject to MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
21 2011-12 | Transbay Transbay ($264,009.68) 7/24/19 This rescission of $264,009.68 reduces Allocation #21 to
Joint Transit Center/ $73,104,833.
Powers Downtown
Authority Caltrain The remaining $73,104,833 allocation in AB 1171 funds is
(TJPA) Extension ?S#lél}] ect to the scope and conditions listed under Allocation
45 2019-20 | Transbay Transbay $264,009.68 7/24/19 Scope of Work: This allocation funds construction close-
Joint Transit out activities, including construction management
Powers Center/Downto oversight services, the construction manager/general
Authority wn Caltrain contractor construction services, and staff support cost.
(TJPA) Extension

TJPA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll Funds received under this allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
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46 2019-20 | Tri- Valley Link $3,000,000 3/25/20 Scope of work: This allocation funds updated 15%
Valley— preliminary engineering plans, project partner cooperative
San Joaquin agreements, and project management on the Valley Link
Valley project.
Regional ) o
Rail TVSJVRRA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Authority Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
(TVSIVRRA) Bridge Toll Funds received under this allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
25 2012-13 | Solano 1-80/680/12 (5481,984) 6/24/20 This rescission of $481,984 reduces Allocation #25 to
Transp. Interchange $5,188,810 for the right-of-way phase of the 1-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Package.
(STA) Construction o o )
Package (ICP) Thq remaining $5 ,1‘8'8,819 allocation in AB 1 171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #25.
30 2013-14 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($116,802) 6/24/20 This rescission of $116,802 reduces Allocation #30 to
Transp. Interchange $26,142,198 for the construction phase of the 1-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Package.
(STA) Construction o o )
Package (ICP) Thq remaining $26‘,1'42,19"8 allocation in AB' 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #30.
31 2013-14 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($3,668) 6/24/20 This rescission of $3,668 reduces Allocation #31 to
Transp. Interchange $74,324 for the right-of-way phase of the I-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange project.
(STA) Construction . o ]
Package (ICP) The remaining $74,324 allocation in AB 1171 funds is

subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #31.
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39 2015-16 | Solano 1-80/680/12 ($549,925) 6/24/20 This rescission of $549,925 reduces Allocation #39 to
Transp. Interchange $340,468 for the final design phase of the 1-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Packages 2 and 3.
(STA) Construction . o ]
Package (ICP) The{ remaining $34'0?468 qllocatlon in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #39.
41 2016-17 | Solano 1-80/680/12 (528,049) 6/24/20 This rescission of $28,049 reduces Allocation #41 to
Transp. Interchange $348,764 for the final design phase of the I-80/680/12
Authority Initial Interchange Initial Construction Packages 2 and 3.
(STA) Construction o o ]
Package (ICP) Thq remaining $3483764 e}llocatlon in AB 1171 funds is
subject to the conditions listed under Allocation #41.
47 2019-20 | Solano 1-80/680/12 $1,180,428 6/24/20 Scope of work: This allocation funds the right-of-way
Transp. Interchange phase of the 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction
Authority Initial Package 2A (SR-12 east to I-80 east connector) project.
(STA) Construction ) .
Package (ICP) STA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC

Resolution No 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171 Bridge
Toll funds received under this allocation shall be subject to
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised, unless otherwise
agreed herein.
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48

2019-20

Tri-
Valley—
San Joaquin
Valley
Regional
Rail
Authority
(TVSJVRRA)

Valley Link

$46,791,000

6/24/20

Scope of work: This allocation funds completion of 30%
design; completion of federal environmental review
documents (NEPA); preparation of technical reports
associated with Caltrans PA&ED; geotechnical surveys,
reports, and design plans for grade separations; agreements
with stakeholders including utility companies and railroad
owners; design of Overhead Catenary System for option of
electrified section of rail route; project financial planning;
operational studies; development of specifications and
performance requirements for rail vehicles; preparation of
comprehensive service plans; coordination with railroad
and other regulatory agencies; and associated activities,
including oversight and management, legal reviews,
government relations and community outreach,
coordination with project partners, project management and
cost controls, and review of project design plans and
documents by project partners.

TVSJVRRA agrees to comply with the provisions of MTC
Resolution No. 3636, Revised and that any AB 1171
Bridge Toll Funds received under this allocation shall be
subject to MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised.
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49

2024-25

Tri Valley-
San Joaquin
Valley
Regional
Rail
Authority
(TVSJVRRA)

Valley Link

$3,000,000

10/23/24

Scope of work: This allocations funds continuation of 30%
design plans, federal environmental review documents,
reports for Caltrans PA&ED, and various operations and
technical reports/studies. Eligible activities are those listed
above under Allocation #48.

Conditions: This allocation is contingent upon the
following:

1.

TVSJVRRA’s compliance with the provisions of
MTC Resolution No. 3636, Revised — the Regional
Measure 2 Policies and Procedures. In its materials,
TVSJVRRA has acknowledged pending action
Alameda County Taxpayers’ Association, Inc., et al.
v. Tri-Valley—San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail
Authority, et al. As co-defendant denying Plaintiffs’
claims, MTC accepts TVISVRRA’s materials as
satisfactory relative to this allocation condition.
TISJVRRA’s participation in development of an
interregional funding agreement for the Valley Link
Project once this process has been initiated by
MTC.
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50 2026-27 | Tri Valley-
San Joaquin
Valley
Regional
Rail
Authority
(TVSIVRRA)

Valley Link

$4,000,000

08/26/26

Scope of work: This allocation augments prior Allocations
#48 and 49 to update the 30% design, environmental
documents, and Caltrans PA&ED reports for Valley Link
Phase 1A. Eligible activities include:

e All activities listed above under Allocation #48

e Independent cost estimate

e CMGC preconstruction services for the 30% design
milestone including constructability reviews, cost
optimization, and a contractor estimate and
reconciliation with the independent cost estimate.

This allocation is contingent upon TVSJVRRA’s
compliance with the provisions of MTC Resolution No.
3636, Revised — the Regional Measure 2 Policies and
Procedures.

In its materials, TVSJVRRA has acknowledged pending
action Alameda County Taxpayers’ Association, Inc., et al.
v. Tri-Valley—San Joaquin Valley Regional Rail Authority,
et al. As co-defendant denying Plaintiffs’ claims, MTC
accepts TVISVRRA’s materials as satisfactory relative to
this allocation condition.

Total Allocated

$553,592,700

* On January 23, 2013, MTC approved program commitments of: 1) $4.4 million (subject to future allocation action) towards the reconstruction of
the SMART track facilities between Santa Rosa North and the Sonoma County Airport area; and 2) $0.5 million to BART for the e BART project.

** The December 18, 2013 allocation (#32) to SMART includes the $4.4 million indicated in the footnote above.
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Simplified Allocation Tracker of AB 1171 Bridge Toll Funds

Date: June 24, 2020

W.I: 1255

Referred by: PAC

Revised: 7/24/24-C  10/23/24-C 08/26/26-C

Attachment B
Resolution No. 3914

Page 1 of 2
Date of MTC
Alloc. #  Fiscal Yeal Claimant Project Title Allocation Amount Approval
1 2008-09 SFCTA Doyle Drive 80,000,000 6/24/2009
2 2009-10 BART e-BART 13,890,000 12/16/2009
2 2009-10 BART e-BART (7,933,300) 6/27/2012
2 subtotal 5,956,700
3 2009-10 TIJPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 10,700,000 2/24/2010
4 2009-10 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 5,226,000 2/24/2010
5 2009-10 CCTA e-BART 11,000,000 3/24/2010
6 2009-10 CCTA e-BART 2,000,000 3/24/2010
7 2009-10 BART e-BART 11,000,000 6/23/2010
8 2009-10 TIJPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 134,074,000 6/23/2010
8 2010-11 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension (76,024,000) 5/25/2011
8 subtotal 58,050,000
9 2010-11 BART BART Warm Springs Extension 5,000,000 7/28/2010
10 2010-11 ACCMA  BART to Livermore ROW Preservation 1,250,000 7/28/2010
11 2010-11 MTC Opportunity/Risk Analysis for BART to Livermore ROW Preservation 250,000 7/28/2010
12 2010-11 MTC Regional Express Lane Network 2,800,000 7/28/2010
13 2010-11 BART e-BART 73,600,000 10/27/2010
13 2010-11 BART e-BART (52,000,000) 3/23/2011
13 2010-11 BART e-BART (5,600,000) 6/27/2012
13 subtotal 16,000,000
14 2010-11 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 7,000,000 12/15/2010
16 2010-11 CCTA e-BART 19,000,000 3/23/2011
16 2010-11 CCTA e-BART (142,200) 1/23/2019
16 subtotal 18,857,800
17 2010-11 STA 1-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation 26,400,000 6/22/2011
17 2010-11 STA 1-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation (3,817,000) 3/28/2012
17 subtotal 22,583,000
18 2011-12 CCTA e-BART 27,100,000 9/28/2011
18 2011-12 CCTA e-BART (10,692) 1/23/2019
18 subtotal 27,089,308
19 2011-12 VTA Mission/Warren/Truck-Rail Facility 6,500,000 11/16/2011
20 2011-12 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 14,280,000 3/28/2012
20 2011-12 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (1,142,000) 5/25/2016
20 subtotal 13,138,000
21 2011-12 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 73,700,000 6/27/2012
21 2011-12 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension (331,157) 6/28/2017
21 2011-12 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension (264,010) 7/24/2019
21 subtotal 73,104,833
22 2011-12 BART e-BART 9,410,000 6/27/2012
23 2012-13 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 8,500,000 7/25/2012
24 2012-13 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 5,980,000 11/28/2012
25 2012-13 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 5,796,000 1/23/2013
25 2012-13 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (125,206) 11/16/2016
25 2012-13 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (481,984) 6/24/2020
25 subtotal 5,188,810
26 2012-13 BART BART to Livermore Extension Project 8,600,000 1/23/2013
27 2012-13 SMART SMART 750,000 1/23/2013
28 2012-13 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 822,008 6/26/2013
29 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 5,513,000 9/25/2013
30 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 29,448,000 9/25/2013
30 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (1,000,000) 3/26/2014
30 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (2,189,000) 1/27/2016
30 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (116,802) 6/24/2020
30 subtotal 26,142,198
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Date of MTC
Alloc. #  Fiscal Yeal Claimant Project Title Allocation Amount Approval
31 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 77,992 10/23/2013
31 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (3,668) 6/24/2020
31 subtotal 74,324
32 2013-14 BART e-BART 9,533,000 12/18/2013
33 2013-14 SMART  SMART 9,400,000 12/18/2013
34 2013-14 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 1,124,327 2/26/2014
34 2013-14 TIJPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension (497,685) 6/28/2017
34 subtotal 626,642
35 2013-14 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Freeway Performance Initiative in Solano County 1,000,000 3/26/2014
36 2014-15 Fairfield Fairfield/Vacaville Train Station 9,000,000 10/22/2014
37 2014-15 BART e-BART 500,000 12/17/2014
38 2015-16 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 2,189,000 1/27/2016
39 2015-16 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 1,142,000 5/25/2016
39 2015-16 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (251,607) 11/16/2016
39 2015-16 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (549,925) 6/24/2020
39 subtotal 340,468
40 2016-17 BART BART to Livermore Extension Project 1,632,000 9/28/2016
41 2016-17 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 376,813 11/16/2016
41 2016-17 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) (28,049) 6/24/2020
41 subtotal 348,764
42 2016-17 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 2,028,515 6/28/2017
43 2018-19 TVSJVRRA Valley Link 10,120,000 9/26/2018
44 2018-19 BART e-BART Parking Lot Expansion at Antioch Station 152,892 1/23/2019
45 2019-20 TIPA Transbay Transit Center/ Downtown Caltrain Extension 264,010 7/24/2019
46 2019-20 TVSIVRRA Valley Link 3,000,000 3/25/2020
47 2019-20 STA 1-80/680/12 Interchange Initial Construction Package (ICP) 1,180,428 6/24/2020
48 2019-20 TVSIVRRA Valley Link 46,791,000 6/24/2020
49 2024-25 TVSIVRRA Valley Link 3,000,000 10/23/2024
50 2026-27 TVSJVRRA Valley Link 4,000,000 8/26/2026
Total 553,592,700
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PROOF OF SERVICE

Alameda County Taxpayers’ Association et al. v. Tri-Valley-San Joaquin Valley R.R.A. et al.
Alameda County Superior Court Case No. RG21110126

At the time of service, I was over 18 years of age and not a party to this action. My business
address is 3661-B Mosswood Drive, Lafayette, CA 94549-3509.

On October 13, 2026, I served true copies of the following document(s) described as:

PLAINTIFFS’ REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’

OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED TAXPAYER COMPLAINT
AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE (EIGHTH, NINTH, AND TENTH CAUSES OF
ACTION); SUPPORTING MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES;
SUPPORTING DECLARATION OF AUTHENTICITY; EXHIBITS 14 THROUGH 21

on the interested parties in this action as follows:

SERVICE LIST
Michael N. Conneran, Esq. Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents
Andrew A. Bassak, Esq. TRI-VALLEY-SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY
David C. Casarrubias-Gonzalez, Esq. REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY, its BOARD,
Breana L. Burgos, Esq. KEVIN SHERIDAN, and MICHAEL TREE

HANSON BRIDGETT LLP

425 Market Street, 26th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94105

Phone: (415) 777-3200 Fax: (415) 541-9366

E-mail: MConneran@hansonbridgett.com;
ABassak@hansonbridgett.com;
DcCasarrubias-Gonzalez@hansonbridgett.com;
BBurgos@hansonbridgett.com;

Kathleen Kane, General Counsel Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents
Kimberly Ward, Clerk METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION

375 Beale Street, Suite 800 COMMISSION, BAY AREA TOLL

San Francisco, CA 94105 AUTHORITY, and THERESE W. McMILLAN

Phone: (415) 778-7975
E-mail: kkane(@bayareametro.gov;
kward@bayareametro.gov;

PROOF OF SERVICE - 1
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Kevin D. Siegel Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents
Deepa Sharma METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
Maxwell A. Blum COMMISSION, BAY AREA TOLL
BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP AUTHORITY, and THERESE W. McMILLAN
1 California Street, Suite 3050
San Francisco, CA 94111-5432
Phone: (415) 655-8100
E-mail: ksiegel@bwslaw.com:;

dsharma@bwslaw.com:

MBIlum@bwslaw.com;

Joshua D. Cohen Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents ALAMEDA
Darien K. Key COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION,
FENNEMORE LLP COMMISSIONERS OF ALAMEDA COUNTY
1111 Broadway, 24th Floor TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (its

Oakland, CA 94607-4036 BOARD), AND TESS LENGYEL

Telephone: (510) 834-6600
E-mail: jcohen@fennemorelaw.com;
dkey@fennemorelaw.com;

BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE: Based on an agreement of the parties to accept e-mail or

electronic transmission and/or in accordance with Alameda County Superior Court Local Rule 3.27, by

causing the documents to be sent to the persons at the e-mail addresses listed on the service list as of this
date, from e-mail address: jason@bezislaw.com. No electronic message or other indication that the
transmission was unsuccessful was received within a reasonable time after the transmission.
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| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is

true and correct.

Executed on October 13, 2026, at Lafayette, Contra Costa County, California.

/s/ Jason A. Bezis

JASON A. BEZIS

PROOF OF SERVICE - 2
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