[P
LootE s

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA

f City HALL
OFFicE OF THE ) . 915 | STREET - 95814
CITY MANAGER July 15, 1981 ’ (916) 449-5704

APPROVED /

City Council

Sacramento,‘Ca11forn1a 4 JUL 2‘11981
; fan - ' 00

Honorable Members in Session: og’__(l‘cggp THSE
CITY CLERK

SUBJECT: Agreement Between the City of Sacramento and the
Sacramento Transit Development Agency (Light Rail)

SUMMARY

This agreement calls for the City to pass through $122,000 of $162,000 the City
will receive from Caltrans through to the Sacrariento Transit Development Agency
for refinement of the I-80 Bypass Alternatives Study for development of a light
rail system in the I-80 and U.S. 50 corridors. Approval is recommended. A copy
of this agreement is on file in the City Clerk's office.

BACKGROUND

This agreement provides for continuing the work on the Alternatives Study - EIR/EIS
for light rail. Of the total amount of $162,000, $40,000 has been allocated to

the Sacramento Area Council of Governments for final settlement and wrap-up of the
initial Alternatives Study performed by that agency.

The $122,000 covered by this agreement will be used to support the next steps in
the process.

FINANCIAL DATA

The source of the money involved in this agreement is the State of California,
Department of Transportation State Highway Account (Article XIX).

No City funds are involved.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council authorize the City Manager to execute this”’
agreement.

Respectfully submitted,

Recommendation Approved: ' ~
ac

Mailes

'(A)JJ?\ h . Assistant City Manager
. for Community Development
ity Manager

Walter J. S1{pe, C July 21, 1981
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RESOLUTION NO.

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF CONTRACT
BETWEEN SACRAMENTO TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY AND CITY OF SACRAMENTO PROVIDING

. FUNDS FOR STUDY OF I-80 BYPASS ALTFRNATIVES

BE IT RESOLVED.BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CiTY OF SACRAMEMTO:

That the contract between the Clty 0of Sacramanto and.
Sacramento Transit Development Agency providing non-federal
funds of which the City is the recipient, tc assist Sacramento
Transit Development Agency in the reflnemenc of alternatives
to the construction of a freeway in the I--80 Bypass Corridor,-
is hereby approved,

said contract on behalf of the City of Sacramenrto.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

A QVE

BY THE CITY COUNCIL

JUL 211981

OFFICE OF THE
CITY GLERK

and the City Manager is authorized to sign

T A TR i n o -

¥ o g TR I 4
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT BYTHEC!TYOCXEI;D
between the
SACRAMENTO TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT AGENCY ‘JUL 21 [
and the T
; & OFFICE OF TH
CITY OF SACRAMENTO 2. CITY CLERK E
I. This agreement, entered into on

by and between the City of Sacramento, hereinafter referred to as

the "City" and the Sacraﬁento Transit Development Agency, hereinafter
the "Agency", is for the purpose of providing non-federal funds |
from the State of California, for which the City is recipient, to

the Agency to assist in the refinement of alternatives to the
construction of a freeway in the I-80 Bypass Corridor as required by
U.S. Department of Transportation Regulations.

WHEREAS, the City has requested, in cooperation with
the Governor of the state, the withdrawal of the 1;80 Bypass freeway
‘as an interstate highway segment and,

WHEREAS, the City and the Agency have jointly agreed
upon the térms; organization, and schedule for studies required which
will make use of funds available to the City as a result of_the
withdrawal of the interstate segment, and

WHEREAS, the Agency has been requested and has agreed
to perform the necessary studies, and

: WHEREAS, the Agency, through the Sacramenéo Area

Council of Governments, has made application for a grant from the

U.S. Department of Transportation, Urban Mass Transportation Administra-

tion (UMTA), to conduct the necessary studies, which grant will
require non-federal matching funds, and

WHEREAS, the City desires to contribute as it's share
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of the project cost State Highway Account (Article XIX) funds provided
by the State of California and received by the City:;
NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree

as follows:

II. THE CITY AGREES to provide to the Agency $122,000

of the total of $162,000 to be provided by the State of California.

THE CITY FURTHER AGREES to report on work performed

in the detail required by the State and its contract with the City,
including all in-kind expenditure of effort, so that a complete and

auditable record of the project can be maintained.

IIT. THE AGENCY AGREES to use the funds provided by this

agreement to support the refinement of I-80 Bypass Alternatives
as outlined in Exhibit I, attached hereto and by this reference
incorporated herein.

THE AGENCY FURTHER AGREES to provide overall -

direction to the study through an Executive Director, to pro&ide
direction to staff provided by the City and other agencies, to direct
the work of consultants as required to meet ﬁhe schedule and objectives
previously agreed to by the City and the Agency and as generally
outlined in Exhibit I, and to act in all other respects necessary to

complete the refinement of I-80 Bypass Alternatives.

THE AGENCY FURTHER AGREES to provide the City with b

such documentation appropriate to its accounting functions in

justification for payments as the City might require, and as a minimum,

the documentation called for in the Agreement between the California b

Department of Transportation and. the City attached hereto as Exhibit II



and 'by 'this reference incorporated herein. 1In this regard, the
Agency will maintain project records and preparé progress payment

vouchers as required by the City's agreement with Caltrans.

IV. EFFECTIVE DATE - This agreement becomes effective on

the effective date of the City's Contract Amendment with CALTRANS

(May 27, 1981). This agreement shall terminate on December 31,

1982 unless terminated earlier as provided by Section V. All
work performed by the Agency pursuant to this agreement prior to
January 1, 1983 shall be paid for by the City up to a total sum

of $122,000.

V. TERMINATION - This agreement may be terminated by

mutual consent or upon thirty (30) days written notice by either
party. Upon termination, two copies of all finished and unfinished
documents, dated, studies, surveys, drawings, maps, models, photo-
graphs and reports prepared by the Agency for the study shall, at
the request of the City, be submitted to the City and the Agency
shall be entitled to receive just and equitable compensation for
any work performed by the Agency on such documents and other

materials.

VI. SCHEDULE OF PERFORMANCE - The services called for

A

under this agreement shall be performed commensurate with available
staff resources of the Agency, it's Project Manager and consultants
according to the schedule set forth in Exhibit I and included in the

Agency's approved work program.,

VII. NO PAYMENT PRIOR TO EFFECTIVE DATE OF CONTRACT BETWEEN

THE CITY AND CALTRANS - The Agency will not be reimbursed for study



costs incurred prior to the effective date of the agreement between

the City and Caltrans contained in Exhibit II attached hereto.

VIII. ACCOUNTING PROCEDURES - The Agency shall account for

all services and funds as provided in Exhibit II. Such accounting
shall be supported by adequate records to enable correlation of time

expended on the individual tasks identified in Exhibit I.

IX. REPORTS -~ The Agency shall submit progress reports
to the City in a form satisfactory to the City Manager.

X. SUBCONTRACTING - Under terms of the joint powers

agreement by which it was created, the Agency has delegated the role

of technical project management to the California Department of

Transportation, which will serve as Project Manager. If subcontractors

are used by the Agency to completé portions of the work, such
subcontractors shall be approved by the Governing Board of the
Agency upon recommendation by the Project Manager, as provided in

the joint powers agreement.

XI. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - The Agency shall comply

with Titie VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, as set
forth in Exhibit III attached hereto and incorporatéd herein by
reference. The Agency will seek to involve minority business
enterprisqf to the maximum extent practical in its subcontracting

arrangements.

XII. LIABILITY - Neither the City nor any of it's officers
or employees shall be liable for any daméges occurring by reason of
- anything done or admitted to be done by the Agency under or in

connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction delegated to



the Agency under this agreement.

XIII. INDEMNIFICATIONS - It is further agreed and under-

stood that, pursuant to Government Code Section 895.4, the Agency

shall fully indemnify and hold the City harmless from any liability

for injury (as defined by Government Code Section 810.8) occurring

by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by the Agency
under or in connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction
delegated to the Agency under this agreement.

Neither the Agency nor any officer or employee
thereof, is responsible for any damage or liability occurring
by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by the City under
or in connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction not
delegated to the Agency under this agreement.

It is further agreed and understood that, pursuant

to Government Code Section 895.4, the City shall fully indemnify

and hold the Agency harmless from any liakility imposed for injury

(as defined in Government Code Section 810.8) occurring by reason

of anything done or omitted to be done by the City under or in
connecticn with any work, authority or jurisdiction not delegated

to the Agency under this agreement.

X1v. . LICENSE TO USE - The Agency agrees to and does grant

the City an irrevocable license to publish, translate, reproduce,
and otherwise use and dispose of, and to authorize others to do so,
all data including reports or other work products arising out of

the services performed pursuant to this agreement.



XV. ASSIGNABILITY - The Agency shall not assign any

interest in this Agreement and shall not transfer any interest in.

the same, without prior written consent of the City hereto.

XVI. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR - It is understood and agreed

that the Agency is an independent contractor as to the City and

that no relationship of employer-employee exists between the parties
hereto. If, in fhe performance of this Agreement, any third.persons
are employed as employees of the Agency, or presently existing
employees of the Agency are utilized, such persons shall be employed
and shall be entirely and exclusively under the direction, supervision
and control of the Agency. All terms of employment of said persons,
including hours, wages, working conditions, discipline, hiring and
discharge or any other terms or emplo&ment by requirements of law,
shall be made by the Agency, and the City shall have no right or
authority over said persons or the terms of such employment.

The Agency, as an independent employer, shall be
liable and hereby expressly assumes and accepts exclusive liability
as an employer under the Federal Insurance Contributions Act, the
Federal Unemployment Tax Act, Federal Social Security Act, the
Unemployment Compensation Act, or any other federal or state laws
Aor acts ‘'which in any way shall impose liability for any Social
Security, Unemployment Compensation, or other taxes or penalties
arising or ‘levied by reason of the employﬁent or persons employed.
‘by it. The City shall not be liable for any Worker's Compensation
or other benefits accruing under any federal or state law or acts

to any person employed by the Agency under this Agreement, but such



liability, if any, shall be exclusively that of the Agency.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed

this Agreement as of the date first herein above written.

_~—APPRqVED ASTO {FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
—42 JAMES P. JACKSONW,
RICHARD HYDE, COUNSEt City Attorney

William P. Carnazzo
Deputy City Attorney

SACRAMENTO TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
Recommended by:

JOAN W. SCHUMANN, INTERIM

ECUTIVE DIRECTOR CITY OF SACRAMENTO

| Ap] oved by{
% WALTER SLIPE, CITY MANAGER

| PHILLIPP L. ISENBERG, AIRMAN

H
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Reference: SACOG
OWP/JFA
. 5/21/81
SUB-ELEMENT: RTP-8d SACRAMENTO NORTH-EAST CORRIDOR REFINEMENT STUDIES :

PREVIOUS WORK: Preparation of technical papers, preliminary alternatives analysis detailed corridor
refinement analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report. :

GOAL: To define, aualyzc and select alternatives.to the 1-80 Bypass Freeway for.implementation 'in

Northeast Sacramento. .
1980/61 | 1981/82 : - I982/83 " . 1985/84
~ OBJECTIVES ‘
To develop and document | To complete alterna- To comrleté engineering | Same as 1982/83.
the analysis, comparison) tives analysis and and schedule construc- =
selection, and impact final EIS/EIR and to tion, N
projection resulting in | perdorm technical stu- %
the selection of an al- dies. =
ternative in the I-80 P2
Bypass Corridor. ............................... L}
' - ¥
SIGNIFICANT WORK ACTIVITIES e
1) Pircct projcct, sup- 1) Complete alterna- 1) Complete engineering Sume us 1982/83. o
port steering committee,| tives analysis, studies., : —
asscmble TAC and conduct] 2) Prepare final EIS/ 2) 0051gn and’ detail
citizen participation, EIR, project.
2) Develop simulation - 3) Technical studies 3) Begin preliminary ve-
data. and environmental ana- | hicle type selection. '
3) Conduct AA/DEIS lysis to respond to - 4) Purchase vehicles.
4) Prepare and circulate; issues raised during 5) Schedule for con-.
AA/DEIS. hearings on DEIS. . struction:
. 4) Complete concept re-
solutions,
5) Begin preliminary
engineering.
6) Begin right-of-way
appraisal.
§765,000 1 $2,259,200 . $4,899,200
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ONP/JFA
: 5/21/81
ELEMENT I1 I

SUB-ELEMENT RTP-8d: ° SACRAMENTO NORTHEAST CORRIDOR REFINEMENT STUDIES

SUB-ELEMENT GOAL: To enable the programming and implementation of
interstate substitution project(s) within federal deadlines.

SU3-ELEMENT OBJECTIVE: To provide supplementary technical informa-
tion, including necessary preliminary engineering on the selected
alternatlve(s), for design concept resolution, and prepare a Final
Environmental Impact Statement/Report for preferred alternatlve or
alternatlves to withdrawn interstate mileage. o

WORK ACTIVITIES:

1. Provide executive management and legal counsel. (6%)
2. Provide project management and oversight. (10%)'

3. Conduct supplemental environmental analysis, respond -to comments
on the DEIS, and begin preparation of final EIS. (12%) - :

4. Support pro;ect evaluation through response to public or inter-
agency questions and concerns, fendlng to preparatlon of a
Record of Decision report. (2%)

S. Mzintain public participation program. (2%)

o\

6. System technical evaluation and concept reselﬁtiqn. (9f)
7. Begin railroad agreement ﬁegotiations. (9%)

8. Prepare preliminary route deéign. (19%)

9.. Perform preliminary station zone design. (4%)

"10. Begin right-of-way appraisals and negotiations. (27%)

END PRODUCTS:
1. Final design concept resolutions on the selected alternative(s).
2. Complete aerial mapping for preliminary engineering.

3. Various supporting reports, data, and technical analyses required
for preliminary engineering and FEIS preparation.

INCOME : EXPENDITURES :
Article XIX 1980 Carryover § 95,000 Saccramento Transit
Interstate Transfer Funds 500,000 Development Agency -
Article XIX (Prop 5) - 1,264,200 '
Transportation Planning § - -$2,259,200
Development Account 400,000
$2,259,200 $2,259,200
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SACOG has acted as the lead agency for an alternatives analysis
during fiscal years 1980 and 1981. The alternatives analysis
resulted in the development and circulation of a draft environ-
mental impact statement/report.. This project would begin ‘the
process of preparing a final environmental impact statement/report
and a record of decision document. SACOG will act as applicant
and recipient for federal funds under this work program and will
contract with the Sacramento Transit Development Agency for the
conduct of the work.




Reference: SRAPC/MH/ir
7/10/80
EXHIBIT 1 CONTINUED 4

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The I-80 Bypass Phase II Alternatives Analysis is the second phase
of a study to determine the most appropriate means of meeting
demand in the corridor to the northeast of downtown Sacramento.

In the first phase of the study, a decision to request withdrawal
of a proposed interstate freeway project, subject to certain condi-
tions, was reached. The withdrawal of the interstate segment has
resulted in the capability to finance an alternative project or
.alternative projects (provided such project or projects can be .
selected in a timely fashlon) ‘Timely completion of the Phase II
Alternatives Analysis is the critical factor in making the Inter-
state Withdrawal Funds available to the Sacramento urbanlzed area.

.To this end the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has been~
designated as the lead agency to engage consulting services and to
develop the required study. The Commission has received UMTA
assistance in the amount of $400,000. This amount was matched with
a combination of state and local staff efforts, California Artlcle
XIX funds, and Commission funds to a total of $350 000.

The study was conducted so as to follow UMTA/NEPA gu1de11nes and
California Environmental Quality Act guidelines in the preparation
of a Draft EIS/EIR and the most recent UMTA/U.S. DOT procedural
guidelines in preparing an associated Alternatives Analy51s Report.

The I-80 Bypass Corridor is generally defined as the transportation
corridor to the northeast of the Sacramento CBD principally served
by I-80, I-880, and arterials from El Camino Avenue to Greenback
Lane. The relatlonshlp of the 1-80 Corridor to the U.S. 50 (or
"Folsom'") Corridor has been an initial consideration of the Alter-
natives Analysis. During the scoping process, the Steering Com-
mittee recommended and the Commission decided to combine alterna-
tives in the I-80 and the Folsom Corridor. The Commission, therefore,
established the northeast corridor of the urbanized area as the
priority corrldor

The alternatlves studied are:
No Build . |
TSM - Transportation System Management

o
0
O HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle Roadways
© LRT - Light Rail Transit

11



EXHIBIT 1 CONTINUED

PROJECT ORGANIZATION

The I-80 Bypass Alternatives Analysis and concept resolution will
be completed under the prime direction of a Board of Directors
made up of elected officials from the Sacramento City Council and
the Sacramento County Boatd of Supervisors and appointed officials
from the Sacramento Regional Transit District and the California
Department of Transportation.

The study process will involve local agency technical staffs and
the State Department of Transportation staff required to complete
“all analytical work in the study. The work will be coordinated by
a project manager under the Board's direction. Technical work
will be reviewed by a Technical Advisory Committee made up of pro-
fessionals in the fields of transportation engineering, planning,
and the environmental sciences. The TAC will meet periodically

to review work and provide expert advice.

Citizen involvement in the I-80 Bypass Study has several parts.

In the course of the study, citizens who are on the Executive
Director's mailing 1list will be invited to the Board meetings and
will receive informztion concerning presentations by the technical
staff. The comments received from meetings with groups and from.
individuals will be summarized and presented to the Board.

When all alternatives have been analyzed and considered by the
Board (which might wish to hold public hearings at various points
in the process) with the benefits of full citizen and technical
input, the Board will formulate a recommendation concerning the
alternative to be selected and will direct that a FEIS be prepared.

PROJECT ORGANIZATION CHART

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
(MEMBERS)
TECHNICAL ADVISORY| _ F-----=--- -5
COMMITTEE (S) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR INTERESTED CITIZENS

T

PROJECT MANAGER

A

N
DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION 1

TECHNICAL STAFF CONSULTANTS

The Board of Directors will meet monthly or more frequently, if
necessary, to provide overall policy direction to the project manager -
and the staff, approve reports for circulation, conduct public
hearings and other meetings conducted for public comment, and formu-
late final recommendations. A

13



EXHIBIT 1 CONTINUED

The Technical Advisory Committee(s) will meet as necessary to main-
‘tain staff liaison, review analysis methods and findings for tech-
nical valldlty, and review draft technical reports and wotking

_ papers prior to submittal to the Board.

The project manager will coordinate the efforts of the technical
staff and consultants and the local agency staffs. The project
manager will report progress at ‘least monthly to the Board. It will
be the project manager's responsibility to assure that work by the
consultant team and local staff meets the schedule and deadlines

set forth in the work program for the study. The Executive Director
will have the principal responsibility for public involvement and

will monitor the project budget.

14



CONTRACT TRANSMITTAL

STD. 15 (REV: 2.72)

DIRECTOR OF GENERAL SERVICES: THE ATTACHED
CONTRACT IS SUBMITTED FOR YOUR APPROVAL. IN
SUPPORT OF THIS REQUEST THE FOLLOWING INFOR-
MATION 1S PROVIDED.

AGENCY TRAMSHMITTING TSWTOACT

Transportztion

Division, BLATAU C» D=1 UMIT

Mass Transocrtation

DaTE - | CoMTmaCT NO.
5/21/81 | 30942 Amend. 1

NAME OF CONTRACTOR

City cf Secreamento

1. DIGEST OF CONTRACT (WORK TO BE PERFORMED. AMOUNT TO 88 PAID. TERAM)

' This amendment to contract No 30942 provides an acditional 5162,0od'in
(

Article XIX Funds to the City of Sacramento for
Analysis/Environmental. Impact Statement (Az/ZIS3:

RS
) the Alternatives
or the Northeast

-
(oS
-

Corridor (2) Preparation of Preferred Alternaiive Report, and (3)
Preliminary Engineering. The amendment also rz—cves the requirement
for a final AA/EIS to conform with the revised Tecsral Regulations. -

2. SPECIAL OR UNUSUAL TEZRMS, CONDITIONS OR SIGNIFICANCE OF CONTRACT (INDICATE IF NOT APPLICABLE:

The original contract and this amendment are exsnzt from the
requirement for General Services approval pursuznt to Section

14780 of the Government Code.

3. REASON AND NECESSITY FOR CONTRACT

To transfer Article XIX funds allocated by the California Transportation

Commission to the City of Sacramento.

’

YES NO
15 THIS A RENEWAL OF A PREVIOUS CONTRACT OR SEXVICE? D Q

4. SBUMMARY OF BiDos: A. LIST BIDDIRS AND AMOUNTS BID
B. ExpLAIN:

1. AWARD OF CONTRAZT |7 TO OTHER THAN LOW BIDOER QR IF BIDS WIAL NCT CETATNED
2. 1F THE CONTRACT PRICE 13 HIGHER THAN 1S ORDINARILY PAID FOR SIMILAR WTRK
3. IF CONTRACT 13 ON UNIT COST OR NEGOTIATED PEC BASIS

Not applicable.

1

1.l C

SusmMiTTeD BY

[

APPROVED rFoR AGENCY i:¥ AW
» e g €4y
e KNG —Wo—SMRTT

DEPARTMENTAL CONTRACT OFFICER

Ao osr



Contract 30942 O3 CONTRACT
Amendment #14 REVIEW

AGREEMENT
COVERING ALLOCATION OF 1980/8!

ARTICLE XIX FUIDS
TO CITY OF SACRAM=NTOC

This amendment to the original agreement dated September 17, 1980 is
entered into this = - day.of __, 1981 by the State of California,

acting through the Department of Transportaticn, referred to herein es STATE,

and the City of Secramento, referred herein as CITY.. ) -

I. RECITALS

Paragraph #2, first sentence, is amended to read: "The Study will be a
miti-agency effort with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG)

as the lead agency."

Pzrzgraph #3 is supsrseded as follows: '_‘Of th'e.8262,000.00 in State funds
covered by this Agreement, $135,000.00 will be made available-by the City
of Sacramento to SACGG for paymeht of consulting services and other study
costs. The remaininz $127,000.00 will be available to cover study costs

ircurred by the City of Sacramento and other public agencies as required."

Paregraph #4 is amended to read: "All reviews and approvals required by
Section 199 have been obtained and the California “ransportation
Comnmission, by Resolutions FMT 81-3‘ and P17 81-8, attached hereto as
Exhibit B, has allocated funds for said project."”

II. SCOPE OF WCRX

Paragraph #4, first sentence, is.agnended <o read: "The total obligation of

LS ZE S B i sl s e e Y e et T el L i A L L R S et T it e W AL DY LI RN T Al Ik i T IAE HTILLE Bl v bR S e e I At ol Lo SR L L S LR LA NPT L



- Contract 30942

°  Amendment #1
Page 2
the State under this agreement shall not sxses? 3222,700.00."

- v
-——— P."‘.I.'-.J.]" -

Paragraph #2, last sentence, is supersede;i 2s 2227 oas: "Reimbm‘sernr-:m:j of
the initial $100,000 will be mede for work Zeme =f=er iugust 1, 1980, the
date of Cé.lifornia Transportation Comnissioﬁ 23> ocatica Resolution

FMT 81—3,: and prior to December 31, 1981. Reizturserment shall be made fc;r.
the remaining $162,000 for worz done after ipril 2‘-2-,' 1981, the date of

California Transportation Coxrission alloczticn Resolution FMI 81-8, and

prior to December 31, 1982."
Paragraph #3 "Septezber 30, 1981" is amenizd ¢ rzad "December 3 , 1982."

IV. R=PORTS AND RECCRES

~—2is /TTTS

Paragraph #3, first line: "The Alternatives Anz="7sis/TZIS Report and Final
EIS/EIR required by this..." is zrended tc r-2zz2 '“a2 ilternatives

An21ysis/DEIS Report and final ZIR requirsd oy This..."

V. GZTRAL PROVISIGSS
Paragraph #2 "SRAPC" is changed to "SACOG."

EXHIBIT A: SCOPE CZ WC= .

Section 1. Use of Requested Funis

Paragraph #2, .line 1: "The Alternatives Aralysis z=d Tnvironmental Impact



Contract 30942
Amendrent #1 -
Page 3

Statemer.t will help..." is emended to reaé "The il%ernatives Analysis and

Draft Environmsntal Impéct Statement will nelp..."

Paragraph #3, line 1-4: "The goal of the study is to.complete an
Alternatives Analysis/DEIS on the non-freeway alternatives; select a
preferred alternative(s) and prepare a final Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and a final EInvironmental Impact Rezort (Z1®)." is amended to read.
"The goal of the study is to complete a Draft Aiisrnatives Analysis/EiS and
a finel Envircrmental Impact Report, prepere 2 Preferred Alternative
Reéort, and perform preliminary engineerirg to.the extent necessary on the

alternative(s) to bte presented in the finsl EIS.

S=ction 2. The Werk Plan

Pzragreph 2.2.5, CIZCULATE ALTERNATTVES ANATLYSIS/DEIS, is superseded as

follows: "The Steering Committee will (1) solicit recommendations from the
Tublic, staff znd consultants bj circulating the Draft Alternatives
An2lysis/FIS/ZR 2nd holding public hearings, and {2) study the impacts
analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR and subsequeat stz2if responses to public

comments pertaining to the Draft Alternatives Analysis/EIS/EIR."

Paragraph 2.2.5, PREPARE FINAL EIS/EIR AND 4(f) CTTAPANCES is superseded as

follows: "PREPARE RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COULNTS. A written response to the

public comments on the Alternatives Analysis/DZIS will be prepared and a
final EIR will be completed."

Paragraph 2.2.7, CIRCUIATE FINAL EIS/EIR is superseded as follows:

"Prepare Preferred Alternative Revort." A report identifying the



z c*::‘ac 30242

locally preferred alternative will be prerz—es ==I zztzizzed to UMIA for

its approval.

Paragraph 2.2.8, PRELIMINARY DXGDNEERING (% AI~T5X: Vi is added 25

follcws: "Prehmnary engineering on the Icca’"r zT=S:-r2é alternative and
other alternatives will be co'lcuc*'ed as nesessz~v 2T wetx on 2 firal

Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impect Stztznect.

tion 3. Project Financing

Parzgraph #1 is amended to read: ""‘he Alternz=ives ';!‘f%?éiS/DﬂS end Final

ETR will be funded Irom the fo]_lcwing sourzes:

1. $20,000 from the City of Sacramento ]

2. 5412,000 from the State Article XIX Transit Gz izvzy Tunds;
$150,000 from the 1979/80 allocation znd 32352.200 Zron the
1980/81 allocaticn.

3. $40,000 from planning funds allocated to 3:30: Irom ire
Local Transportation F\md pursuant tc ths
Development Act.

4: $400,000 from Federal funéds.

All other items and conditions shall rerain 23 =3z7=4 in Ihe o**gmal

agreement dated September 17, 1580.



Contract 30942 -
Amendrent #1

92&5

DT WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this agreement by their

d:ly authorized officers.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DZPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By ///J&Wz’

‘Contract Officer

APPROVID AS 7O FORM AND PROCEDURE:

gy, 4

Attornsy, Legal Division

APPRGVAL RLCOM\‘IEDID:D :

9?(%/ & z’z

120 J 7 ROBATORE

District Director of Transportation
District 3

CITY OF SACRATNTO
2 municipal corporation

SAK DI
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Passed By CTC
APR 24 1381
- FMT-81-8

STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT FOR LCCAL ASSISTANCE
MASS TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (1920-81 FISCAL YEAR)

Resolution No. FMT-81-8

MB 22 Program WHEREAS, Acticle. XIX of. the
Article XIX Guideway Funding California Constitution
pernits the use of
motor vehicle tax revenues
for the olanning, design
and construction of
. public mass transit
guideways; and

WHEREAS, The Budget Act.of 1980 approoriates funds for Local
. Assistance, Mass Transportation Program; and-

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has made application for
$162,000 of Articis XIX funds in the State h*ghway Account
for the purpose cf conducting preliminary engineering as
part of the ongcing Sacramento Northeast Corrldor
Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Imzact Statement; and

WHERZAS, the Sacramento Transit Development Agency formed by a
joint powers agreement executed on March 30) 1981, will, if
appropriate, assume the responsxbllltles of lead agency for
the Northeast Corridor development project after a preferred
alternative is selected; and

WHEREZAS, preparaticn of the Sacramento Northeast Corridor
Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement is
~included in the Regional Transportation Improvement Program
and the funds for such work are preogrammed in the current
State Transportation Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento is a-member of the Sacramentd
Transit Development Agency;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Transpor-
tation Commission allocate $162,000 frcm 3udget Act Item 182,
1980-81 fiscal year for preliminary .,engireering on alter-
natives currently being studied -in- the Sacramento Northeast
Corridor Alternatives Analysis/Environzental Impact State-
ment, as.proposed in the application sukzitted to the
California Department of Transportation in April 1981,



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the;c-FUnds be expended to refine cost estimates,
to determine the relatnze 2ifectiveness of al:zernatives discussed in the f:na]

AIternat:vns%Analyyrs/Envnronmental Impact Statement, and to develop data .
regazéing the impacts of these alternatives and appropriate mitigation measures;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That no funds be expended which wéuld favor one
alternative over another.
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Contract 30942
Amendment #1

C by

. AGREEMENT
COVERING ALLOCATION OF 1980/81
ARTICLE XIX FUNDS
TO CITY OF SACRAMENTO

' This amendment to the original agreement dated September 17, 1980 is'
entered into this 27+ day of _M oy 1981 by the State of California,

acting through the Department of Transpor*a.tlon, referred to herein as STATE,

and the City of Sacramento, referred herein as CITY.

I. RECITALS

Paragraph #2, first sentence, is amended to read: "The Sttidy will be a
milti-agency effort with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACoG)

as the lead agency."

Paragraph #3 is superseded as follows: "Of the $262,000.00 in State 'funds. ‘
covered by this Agreement, $135, 000.00 will be made available by the City
of Sacramento to SACOG for peyment of consulting services and other study
costs. The remaining $127,000.00 will be available to cover study costs

incurred by the City of Sacramento and other public agencies as required.”

Paragraph #4 is amended to read:. "All reviews and approvals required by
'Section 199 have been obtained and the California Transportation
Commission, by Resolutions FMT 81-3 and FMT 81-8, attached hereto as
Exhibit B, has allocated funds for said project."”

IT. SCOPE OF WORK

Paragraph #4, first sentence, is amended to read: "The total obligation of
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the State under this agreemeht shall not exceed $262,000.00."

ITTI. PAYMENT

Paragraph #2, last sentence, is superseded as follows: "Reimbursement of
the initial $100,000 will be'. made for work done after August 1, 1980, the
date of.CaJ.iférnia Transportatibn Commission allocation Resolution _

FMT' 81-3, and prior to December 31, 1981. Reimbursement shall be made for
the rema:mmg $162,000 for work done after April 24, 1981, the date of
California Transportahon Camissmn allocatlon Resolutmn M 81-8, and
prior to December 31, 1982." |

Péragraph'#3 "September 20, 1981™ is amended to read "December 3t, 1982.™

IV. REPORTS AND RECORDS
4 o )
’

- Paragraph #3, first line: "The Alternatives AnaJ,ySis/DEIS'Report and Final
FIS/EIR required by this..." is amended to read "The Alternatives |
Analysis/DEIS Report and final EIR required by this...™

. V. GENERAL PROVISIONS
Pardgraph #2 "SRAPC" is changed to "SACCG."

EXHIBIT A: SCOPE OF WORK

Section 1. Use of Requested Funds ' : -

~ Paragraph -#2, line 1: "The Alternatives Analysis and Environmental Impact

‘
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"~ Contract 30942
Amendment #1

Page 3
_Sté.tement will help..." is amended to read "The Alternatives Analysis and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement will help..."

Paragraph #3, line 1-4: "The goal of the study is to complete an
Alternatives Analysis/DEIS on the non-freeway alternatives, select a-
preferred alternative(s) and prepa.x"'e‘ a final Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and a final Environmental Impact Report (EIIR)." is amended to read
"he goal of the study is to complete é. Draft Alterrﬁtives Analysis/EIS and
a final Environmental Impact Report, prepare a Preferred Alternative
Report, and perform pre]inﬁna.ry engineering to t.he; extent necessary on. the
slternative(s) to be presemted im the final ETS.

Section 2. Mhe Work Plan

Paragraph 2.2.5, CIRCUILATE ALTIRNATIVES ANATYSIS/ DEIS, is superseded as
’
follows: "The Steering Committee will (1) solicit recommendations from the

public, staff and consultants by circulating the Draft Alternmatives
Analysis/EIS/EIR and holding public hearings, and (2) study the impacts
analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR and subsequent staff responses to public
comments pertaining to the Draft Alternatives Analysis/EIS/

Pa.t:agraph 2.2.6, PREPARE FINAL EIS/EIR AND 4(f) CLEARANCES is superseded as
follows: "PREPARE RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS. A written response to the

public commenté on the Alternatives Analysis/DEIS will be prepared and a
final EIR will be completed."

Paragraph 2.2.7, CIRCUIATE FINAL EIS/EIR is superseded as follows:

"Prepare Preferred Altémafive Report." A report identifying the
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locally preferred alternative will be prepared and submitted to UMTA for

its approval.

Paragraph 2.2.8, PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ON. ALTERNATIV’ES is added as

fo]_'l.cws. "Prehmnary engineering on the locally preferred altemative and
other alternatives will be conducted as necessary for work on a final
Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement. '

Section 3. Project Financing -

Paragraph #1 is amended to read: "The Alternatives AnaJ:,ysi's/DEIS and Final

‘EIR will be funded from the following sources:.

1. $20,000 from the City of Sacranento _ ‘

2. $412,000 from the State Article XIX Transit Gmdeway Funds; *
$150,000 from the 1979/80 allocation and $262,000. from the
"1980/81 a.lloca‘t:lon.

3. $40,000 from planning funds allocated to SACOG from the
. Local Transportation Fund pursuant to the Transportation
Development Act.

4. $400,000 from Federal funds.

A1l other ite and conditions shall remain as stated in the original

agreement dated September 17, 1980.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the pa.rties have executed this agreement by their

duly authorized officers.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ContraEt %/;ﬁcer

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND PROCEDURE:

At_;omey,éf/gg Division

District Director of Transportation

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
a mnicipal corporation

'APPROVED AS TO FORM AND PROCEDURE:

M@

" EXEMPT FROM DEPARTMENT OF
GENERAL SERVICES APPROVAL
N ACOORDANCE WITH GOV. CODE 14780.

. . "
District 3 . 4
EXEMPT FROM PERSONNEL BOARD
. Revitw MEMO OF §¢7-73
‘m *
APPROVED
*
#Doger thent of Pfasace
r v ! ae 1 LIPL AN SPECIAL DISIGNATION N T
SOURZE 1 euapsp | P AN PISIGNAT |, r, N UMBRANCE
e __-m-.;«_......_."-.-.. -.._. SR R, O3 NG § Wi no OB, AMCUNT 122 e COCUMENT -
ll_b_li user et I‘ ’| IN CADER 113 ZL|10%a0H Ba0GE M. EIC . !‘—’ NUMBER
: r P e i
031502 = [ Fokise2 i1 BEG /62 poo _a__y,%% gV AR/
. ‘ 7 N i | =
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_APR 2 4 1981
' FMT-81-8

STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT FOR LOCAL ASSISTANCE
MASS TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (1980-81 FISCAL YEAR)

Resolution No. FMT-SI-E

MB 22 Program ' , WHEREAS, Article XIX of the
Article XIX Guideway Fundlng _ California Constitution
‘ permits the use of

motor vehicle tax revenues .

for the planning, design
and construction of

. public mass transit
guideways; and

WHEREAS, The Budget Act of 1980 appropriates funds for Local
Assistance, Mass: Transportatlon Program, and .

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has made appllcatlon for
$162,000 of Article XIX funds in the State nghway Account
for the purpose of conducting preliminary engineering as
part of the ongoing Sacramento Northeast Corridor. '
Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement; and

WHEREAS, the Sacramento Transit Development Agency formed by a
’ joint powers agreement executed on March 30, 1981, will,if '
" appropriate, assume the responsibilities of lead agency for
the Northeast Corridor development progect-after a preferread.
alternative is selected; and -

WHEREAS; preparation of - the Sacramento Northeast Corridor
Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement is
_included in the Regional Transportation Improvement Program .
and the funds for such work are programmed in the current
State Iransportation Improvement Program; and

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento is a member of the Sacramento
Transxt Dpvelopment Agency:;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Transpor-
tation Commission allocate $162,000 from Budget Act Item 182,
1980-81 fiscal year for preliminary ,engineering on alter-
natives currently being studied in the Sacramento Northeast
Corridor Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impact State-
ment, as proposed in the application submitted to the
California Department of Transportatlon in April 1981.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That these funds be expended to refine cost estimates,
to determine the relatlve effectiveness of alternatives discussed in the final
Alternatives Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement, and to develop data
regarding the impacts of these alternatives and appropriate mitigation measures;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That no funds be expended which would favor one
alternative over another.

> x
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AGREEMENT
Covering Allocation of 1980-81 - ST
Article XIX Funds to

City of Sacramento

This agreement, entered into this o day'Of.s§EQE£SQAJL-; 1980, by the State
of California, acting through the Department of Transportation, referred to

herein as STATE, and the City of Sacramento, referred to herein as CITY.
I. RECITALS

1. CITY has received an allocation for'the North-East Sacramento Alternatives

Analysis/Environmental Impact Analysis Study, as described in Exhibit A, in

" accordance with Section 199 of the Streets énd Highways Code.

2. The Study will be‘a multi-agency effort with tﬁe Sacrémento Regional Area
Planning Commission (SRAPC) as the lead agency. The study will be guided by a
policy steering group, the North-East Sacramento Corridor  Committee,. composed
of (5) five members.of the Sacramento City Council, (3) three members of the
Sacramento County Board of Supervisérs, (2) two members of the Board of

Sacramento Regional Transit District, and the Director of Caltrans, District 3.

3. Of the $100,000.00 in State funds allocated by this agreement, $95,000 will

be made available by the City of Sacramento to SRAPC for payment of consulting
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services. and other study costs. When combined with the $134,200.00 made
available by the City of Sacramento from the $150,000.00 transferred by
agreement No. 30873, a total of $229,200.00 in State funds will be available to

SRAPC for payment of study costs.

4. A1l reviews and approvals required by Section 199 have been obtained and
the California Transportation Commission, by Resolution FMT 81-3, attached

hereto as Exhibit B, hés allocated funds for .said project.

5. The requirement set forth by the United States Urban Mass Transportation
Administration that a priority corridor be identified as a pre-condition for a
Phase II Alternatives Analysis has been met by the selection of the North-East

Corridor as the priority corridor in the Sacramento urbanized area.
II. SCOPE OF WORK

1. The scope of the work to be performed under this agreement is described in

Exhibit A.

2. This agreement does not authorize any work not specified in Exhibit A.

3. No change in the scope of the work as set forth in Exhibit A may be made

without prior written approval of STATIE.
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" 4, The total obligation of STATE under this agreement shall not éxceed

$100,000.00. It is recognized that such sum may not be sufficient to cover the

total cost of the work described in this agreement. These funds, however,
constitute the total STATE'contribution-pursuant to thisfagreement for the

performance of such work.
. III. PAYMENT

1. Funds allocated by'the California Transportatioh Commission for use on the

Study shall be payable to CITY on a reimbursable basis.

2. CITY will quarﬁerly; on‘a calendar basis, prepare and submit in triplicate
to STATE, progress payment vouchers, in the format shown in Exhibit C, for .
reimbursement by STATE for expenditures made on the Study. Each such voucher
will be accompanied by a brief narrative description of the work accomplished
since the previous request for reimbursement. All costs éharged to this
agreement by CITY shall be supported by ﬁrnper}y executed payrolls, time
records, invoices and vouchérs, evidencihg in proper detail the nature and
propriety of the charges, and shall be costs allowable as determined by Federal

Manégement Circular T4-4. Payment shall be made within sixty (60) days after
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receipt of vouchers by STATE.. All vouchers muét be submitted prior to-
January 1, 1982. No payment may be made aftér June 30, 1982, at which time

_ this agreement will terminate. Reimbursement will be made for work done after
August 1, 1980 the date of the California Transportat1on Commission approval

of fundlng, and prlor to September 30, 1981.
3. No reimbursement shall be made for work performed after Séptember 30, 1981.

4., STATE will withhold the amount of ten percent (10%) of each progress
payment to City under this agreement. Final payment of the amount withheld
shall be méde to CITY upon submission by CITY to STATE of a final'report on the
Study, review and audit by STATE of the Study, an "determination by STATE that

the Study has been completed satisfactorlly.

5. STATE reserves the right to terminate this agreement upon written notice to
CITY in the event that CITY fails to proceed with the work in accordance with
Exhibit A or otherwise violates the conditions of this agreement such(that
substantial performance of fhe project is significantly endangered. In the
event‘bf such termination, CITY shall be reimbursed for allowable contract

costs incurred prior to the date of termination.
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IV. REPORTS AND RECORDS

-

1. City and its subcontractors shall make available to STATE all documents,.
data and work shgets devéioped in the course of-performing the work of this
agreement. CITY and its sﬁbcontractors shall establish énd maintain accounting
and reporting procedures that are satisfactory to STATE. All fiscal and
accounting records and other supporting papers shall be maintained by CITY and
its subcontractors for inspection, audit or reproduction untii expiration of
three years from the date of final payment under this Agreement. STATE ﬁaf
perform fiscal, compliance, and performance audits. STATE's representative may
enter upon the property of CITY and its subcontractors to inspect the wérk of

the Study and supportihg records.

2. Two (2) copies each of all reports prepared by or on Behalf of CITY in
conjunction with the Study will be made available tb STATE.

3. The Alternatives Analysis/DEIS report -and ?inal EIS/EIR required by this.
agreeﬁent shall contain, in a separate section preceding the main body of the
document, the numbers and dollar amounts of all contracts and subcontracts
relating to the preparation of thg document, if the total cost for work by

nonemployees of the state or local agency exceeds $S,000;
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V. GENERAL PROVISION

1. Neither STATE, nor any officer or employee thereof, shall be responsible
for any damage or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to
be done by CITY, its agents and any contractors under or in connection with any
work, autbofity or jurisdiction delegated to. CITY under this agreement. It is
also understood and agreed that, pursuant to Government Code Section 895.4,
CITY shall fully indemify and hold STATE harmless from any liability imposed
for injurf (as defined by Government Code Section 810;8). occurring by reason
of anythipg done or omitted to be done by CITY under or in conjunction wifh any

work, authority or jurisdiction delegated to CITY under this agreement.

2. In carrying out the work of this agreement, CiTY-will_be contracting with

SRAPC and other public agencies or private firms.

3. The Fair Employment Practices Addendum, attached hereto as Exhibit D, is
made a part of this agreement. Whenever the word "Contractor" is used therein,‘

. it means CITY and any of its subcontractors.

4, P;ohibited Interest: No member, officer, or employee of CITY, shall have
any financial interest, direct or indirect, in this agreement or the proceeds
thereof. |

The parties hereto agree that to their knowledge, no Council member,

of ficer or employees of CITY has any interest, whether contractural,'

\
¢
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noncontractural. or financial, in this transaction, or in the business gfgfhe
contracting party other than CITY, and that if any such ihterest_cqmés to the:
knowledge of either party at any time, a full and complete disclosure of all
such information will be made in writing to the other party or parties, even if
such interest would not be considered a conflict of interest uhder Article 4 of
Chapter 1 of Division 4 of Title 1 (commencing with Section 1090) or Chapter 7
(commencing with Section 87100) of Title 9 of the Government Code of the State

of California;

5. Minority Business Enterprises: In connection with performance of this
agreemenf, STATE will cooperate with CITY in meeting its commitments and goals
with regard tq the maximum utilization of minority business enterprises and
will use its best efforts to ensure that minority business enterprises shall
have the maximum practicable opportunity to compleéé for subcontractor work

under this contract.

6. The coptract administrators for the parties shall be: for STATE, the

District Director of Transportation (03); and for CITY, the City Manager.

7. This agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties for the
work to be performed pursuant to this agreement. This agreement can be .

modified, altered, or revised with the written consent of both parties hereto.
8. Notices to parties will be given at the following addresses:
STATE: P.O. Box 911, Marysville, California 95901;

CITY: Mac Mailes, City Manager's Office, City Hall, 915 I Street,

Sacramento, California 95814,
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I JITNESS YHERZOF, the parties have exacuted this agreemant by their

duly zuthorizaed officers.

STATE OF CALIFDRMIA
DEPARTHIHT OF TRAMSPORTATION

By__waﬁ:_
Contract Officer ‘

APPROVED AS TC FORM AND PROQEbURE:

NJ Atto nay

Lcgal Division

APPROVAL' RECOMMENDED :

%7/ O e A

LEO J. TROABAFORE

District Director of Transportation

District 03

CITY OF SACRAVMENTO

a municipal corporation

By CO-QQH-M )'( i%u—\

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND

A4

Deputy City Attorney

APPROVED

| C,L/ K Fét%/

o tmoant 0f

(:;%
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NORTH-EAST CORRIDOR STUDY

- EXHIBIT A: SCOPE OF WORK

_1; Use-of Requested Funds

The State-Article XIX funding wlll be combined with other funding to:
to.carry out .an Alternatives Analysis and Environmental Impact Statement
Process for several non-freeway transportation alternatives serving the
Northeast area. State Article XIX funds provided under this agreement and
Agreement No. 30873 will constitute approximately thirty-five percent (35%) of
the $710,000.00 total project cost.

The Alternatives Analysis and Environmental Impact Statement will help
determine the use of committed I-80 Bypass Interstate substitution funds.

"These reserved I-80 Bypass substitution funds will.be available for use in the

Sacramento Urbanized Area. The Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) will analyze alternatives for the use of these funds in
the North-East Corridor.

The goal of the study is. to complete an Alternatlves Analy31s/DEIS on the

'non-freeway alternatives, select a preferred alternative(s) and prepare a final

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and a Final Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). The analysis and impact work will be done to meet U.S. Department of
Transportation (U.S. DOT) Alternatives Analysis-Phase II Policies, and National
Environmental Protection Act/California Environmental Quality Act guidelines.

2. The Work Plan

2.1  GENERAL

Since the project is a multi-agency effbrt; the extent and type of
. participation by each agency will be defined in '"Memorandum of - ‘
Understanding" to be executed by the parties concerned.

2.2 WORK ACTIVITIES

2.2.1  SELECT CONSULTANTS

2,é.2 DEVELOP AND DESCRIBE THE SCOPE OF THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

2.2.3 DEVELOP ANALYSIS OF EACH ALTERNATIVE

(1) The No Build Alternative would maintain the present

transportation system except for inclusion of already programmed
projects.. .

(2A) The Transportatlon System Management (TSM) Alternative seeks
to first maximize the productivity of existing transportation
facilities and services and to implement additional facilities
and services only when justifiable on a marginal benefit -~
marginal cost basis. The components of this alternative will be
incorporated as base elements in the remaining alternatives.
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(2B)

(2¢)

(38)

(3B)

(30

. . LI ‘4 PRI i .' . . ‘ '(,
The High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) in the Folsom- Corridor g
Alternative includes HOV lanes from the W-X Freeway portion of

. I-80 and U.S. 50 downtown along U.S. 50 to just east of Mayhew

Road.. B

The Light Rail Transit (LRT) Line in the Folsom Corridor
Alternative includes a rail line from the Central Business
District via the Folsom Corridor to just east of Mayhew Road.
The light rail in this alternative and all the rail alternatives
would use electrically powered rail cars operating either
singly, or in short trains on. fixed duo-rail guidelines,
predominantly on separate rights of way that may be at grade or
grade separated at street intersections and with passengers
loading from low or medium height platforms. The rail systems
will all be accessible to elderly and handicapped persons as
required by law. : :

The I-80 Bypass High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Alternative

consists of construction of a roadway in the I-80 Bypass Corridor
north of Route 160. This new roadway would be available for the
exclusive: use of buses, vanpools and carpools.” The feasibility
of providing priority treatment for buses, vanpools and carpools
between the Route 160 American River Bridge and the Central .
Business District (CBD), or extendirig the HOV into the CBD will
be investigated. : :

The High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) in the I-80 Bypass and Folsom
Corridors Alternative includes (1) a HOV roadway in the I-80
Bypass Corridor north of Route 160 and (2) HOV lanes from the W-X

Freeway portion of I-80 and U.S. 50 downtown along U.S. 50 to
just east of Mayhew Road.

The High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) in the I-80 Bypass Corridor
Plus Light Rail Transit (LRT) in the Folsom Corridor Alternative

- includes (1) a HOV roadway in the I-80 Bypass Corridor north of

(ua)

. (uB)

Route 160 and (2) a LRT line in the Folsom Corridor extending
from the Central Business District to just east of Mayhew Road.

The I-80 Bypass Light Rail Alternative includes.a light rail

line from the Central Business District to Watt Avenue via a
portion of the I-80 Bypass right of way.

The Light Rail Transit (LRT) Line in the 1;80 Bypass and High

Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) in the Folsom Corridor Alternative
includes (1) a Rail line from Watt Avenue to the Central Business
District via the I-80 Bypass Corridor and (2) HOV Lanes from the

* W-X Freeway portion of I-80 and U.S 50 downtown along U.S. S0 to

Just east of Mayhew Road.
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(4C) The Light Rail Transit (LRT) in the I-80 Bypass and Folsom

“Corridors Alternative includes a rail line from Watt Avenue to

the Central Business District via the I-80 Bypass Corridor and a

* rail line from the Central Business District through the Folsom.
~Corridor to just east of Mayhew Road.

The 10 alternatives listed above are summarized in the following table:

I-80: Bypass | Folsom.

.Alternative . ___Corridor Corridor
1 . No Build. No Build
2A. - TSM - TSM
2B ' ' - TSM HOV
2c - TSM - . LRT
3A . . Hov ’ TSM
3B 4 HOV ~ Hov
3C S HOV' LRT
4 v LRT - TSM
4B ' LRT HOV

2.2.4

2.2.5

. 2.2.6.

uc - CLRT  LRT

PREPARE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS/DEIS éEPORT

At this point alternatives will be compared in terms of year 2000
travel impacts, environmental impacts, socio-economic impacts,
system costs, trip costs, and compatibility with adopted
policies. When comparing the alternatives, special attention
will be given to the availability of specific sources of revenue
to defray both capital expenditures and operatlng costs. The
results of the analysis will be cxrculated in the Alternatives

Analysis/DEIS Report.

'CIRCULATE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS/DEIS

The Steering Committee will (1) study the impacts analyzed in the
DEIS; (2) solicit recommendations from the public, staff and

N consultants by circulating the Alternatlves Analysis/DEIS and

holding public hearlngs
PREPARE FINAL EIS/EIR AND U4(f) CLEARANCES

A final Environmental Impact Statement Report (EIS/EIR).will be
prepared according to UMTA/NEPA.and CEQA Guidelines.

R
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CIRCULATE FINAL EIS/EIR . = . L e

o

‘The final EIS/EIR will be circulated and public hearings held in

accordance with State and Federal guidelines. The final EIS and
any accompanying material will be transmitted to the U.S. DOT for
action on the selected alternative.

PROJECT FINANCING

The Alternative Ana1y51s/DEIS and Flnal EIS/EIR will be funded
from the following sources:

T. $20,000 from the City of Sacramento. -

2. $250,000 ffom State Article XIX Transit Guideway Funds,
-~ $150,000 from the 1979-80 allocation and $100 000 from the
1980—81 allocation.

3. $40,000 from planning funds allocated to SRAPC from ‘the .

Local Transportation Fund pursuant to the Transportatlon
Development Act.

4, $400,000 from Federal funds.
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TION COMMISSION RESOLUTION




. | | July 1, 1980
. : . . ' . FMT-81-3

~

. STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT FOR LOCAL ASSISTANCE
MASS TRANSPORTATION PRCGRAM (1980-81 FISCAL YE.AR) i

Resolution No. FMT-81-3 o ..~ ' o &y/}:
""MB 22 Program - -—---—=- -------. WHEREAS, Article XIX of the
" Article XIX Guideway Funding California Constitution permits

the use of motor vehicle tax
revenues for the planning of
: .public mass transit guideways; and
WHEPEAS, the Budget Act of 1980 appropriates funds for Local
Assistance, Mass Transportation Pr0gram, and

WHERZAS, on March 28, 1980, the California Transportatlon
Commissicn allocated $150, 000 from Budget Act Item 167, "1979-80
fiscal year for the Interxrstate 80 Bypass Corridor Altermatives
Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement/Report, subject to the
condition that the Sacramento Regional Area Planning Commission
make a decision regarding the relative priority of transit altex-
' natives in the I-80 Bypass Corridor and/or the Folsom Corridor
for the fundéing of further study and implementation;. and -

WHEREAS, the Sacramento Regional Area Planﬁing Commission has,
by resolution, designated the North (I-80 Bypass) and East

(FOISOﬂ) Corridor as the w»riority corrxdor for the study of
transit énvelooments- and

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has made appllcatlon for S‘OO 000
.of Artlcle XIX funds in the State Highway Account for the purpose
of expanding the present I-B80 Bypass Corridor Alternatives
Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement/Report to include egual
study of transit altermatives in the Folsom Corridor.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Transportation
Comnission allocate $100,000 from Rudget Act Item 182, 1980-81

fiscal year, for the I-80 Bypass and Folsom Corridor A;te*nat;ves
Analysis/Environmental Impact Statement/Report as proposed in the
appligation submitted to the California Department of Transportation
on June 26, 1980, and subject to a .fund. transfer agreement between
the Callfornla Department of Transportation and the City of Sacramentc
pursuant to Section 199 of the Streets and Highways Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the condition set by the California
Transportation Commission's Resolution No. FMT-80-3, on the allo-
caticn of March 28, 11980, be deleted. .

-
- . N ']
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FAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES- ADDENDUM

' ’ ’ . . ~
In the pecformance of this contract, the 'an'lr:xcto.' will not discrimi-
nate apainst any employee or applicant for employment hecause of race, ses,
volor, religion, ancestry, or aational origin, The Contractor will take aifirm-
ative action to enxure that applicants are emplayed, and that emplovees are

treated during employment, without regard o their race, sex, color, religion, -

ancestry, or nationzl-origin. Such.action shall include, but not he limited
to, the followinp: emiployment, upgrading, demotion or transfer; recruitment
or recruitment advertising; luyollor terminalion; rates of pay or other forms
of compensation; end sxelection for usining, including apprenticeship. The
Contracter shall post in conspicuous: places,. available to employues ernd
applicants for employment, notices to be provided by the State scLng (orth
the p’ov:snons of this Feir meloyman Practices sectioa.”

2. The Contractor will permit access o his records of cmploymcn(
employment advurtixements, epplication forms, end -other pertinent data and
tecords by the State Fair Employment Practice Commission,. or any other
ageacy of the State of California desigrated by the awarding authority, for
the purposes of investipation to ascertain compliance with the Frir Em-

- ployment Practices section of Lhi.\f'contracL.

3. Remedies for Willful Violation:
() The Stale may determine a willlul vnolauo'x of the Fair Employ-
ment Practices . provision to have occurred upon receipt of o

final judgment huving that effect from o court in an aclion o

which Contractor was a parly, or upon recciptof a written notice

(rom the Fair Employment Practices Commission that it hes in-
vestigated and determined that the Contractor has violated the

Fair Employment Practices Act and has issued sn order, under

Labor Code Scction 1426, which has become [inal, or obtained

en injunction under Labor Code Section 1429, .

’
.

(L) For willful violation of this Fair Employment Practices provi-
sion, the State shall huve the right to terminate this contract
oither in whole or in part, and nny loss or damage sustained by
tho Stato in securing the poods or scrvices hereunder shell be
borne end paid for by the Contractor and by his surcty undec the
performance bond, if any, and the State may deduct [rom any
moneys duc or that therealter may become due to the Contrncto,
the difference between the price named in l.hc contract and the

actual cost thercof to the State.

Exhibit D
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. "RESOLUTION NO. 80~620
Adopted by The Sacramer.ts City Council on date cf
SEp 1 6 1980
RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OR'CONTRACT BETWEEN

CITY OF SACRAMENTO AND CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION FOR STUDY OF NORTH-EAST CORRIDOR

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTb:

That the contract between the City of Sacramento and the
ACaliforﬁia Department of Transportation for the study of the
North-East Corridor is hereby appréved and the City Manager
- o is authorized to sign said contract on behalf of the City of

.'Sacramento, together with any other contract whereunder the
City will recéive funds from the Department of‘Transportation

for the said study.

PHILLIP L. 1ISENBERG

"MAYOR

ATTEST:

LORRAINE MAGANA

CITY CLERK

CERTIFIED AS TRUE CGpY
ot Resolution No._KQ_—_&O

SEP 155
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NONDISCRIMINATION

During the performance of this Agreement, the contractor agrees as follows:

1) The contractor will not disecriminate against any employee or applicant
for employment because of race, creed, color, sex or national origin. Con-
tractor will take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed
and that employees are treated during employment without regard to their
race, color, religion, sex, or national origin. Such action shall include, but
not be limited to, the following: employment, upgrading, demotion, or trans-
fer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates

of pay or other forms of compensation and selection for training, including
apprenticeship. The contractor agrees to post in conspicuous places, avail-
able to employees, and apphcants for employment, notices to be provided
setting forth the provisions of this nondiserimination clause.

2) The contractor will, in all solicitations or advertisements for employees
placed by or on behalf of the contractor, state that all qualified applicants
will receive consideration for employment without regard to race, religion,
color, sex, or national origin.

3) The contractor will send to each labor union or representative of work-
ers with which he has a collective bargaining agreement or other contract

or understanding, a notice to be provided advising the said labor union or
workers representatives of the contractors commitments under this section,
and shall post copies of the notice in conspicuous places available to emp-
loyees and applicants for employment.

4) The contractor will comply with all provisions of Executive Order 11246
of September 24, 1965, and of the Rules, Regulations, and Relevant Orders
of the Secretary of Labor.

5) The contractor will furnish all information and reports required by Ex-
ecutive Order 11246 of September 24, 1965, and by Rules, Regulations and
Relevant Orders of the Secretary of Labor, or pursuant thereto, and will
permit access to his books, records and accounts by administering agency

- and the Secretary of Labor for purposes of investigation to ascertain com-
pliance with such rules, regulations and orders.

6) In the event of the contractors noncompliance with the nondiserim-
ination clauses of this Agreement or with any of the said rules, regulatxons,
or orders, this Agreement will be cancelled, terminated, or suspended in whole
or in part, and the contractor may be declared ineligible for further govern-
ment contracts or federally assisted construction contracts in accordance
with procedures authorized in Executive Order 11236 of September 24, 1965,
and such other sanctions may be imposed and remedies invoked as provided
in Executive Order 11246 of September 24, 1965, or by rules, regulation, or
order of the Secretary of Labor, or as otherwise provided by law.



7) The contractor will include the portions of the sentence.immediately
preceding paragraph (1) and the provisions of paragraph (1) through (7) in every
subcontract or purchase order unless exempt by rules, regulations or orders

of the Secretary of Labor issued pursuant to §204 of Executive Order 11246

of September 24, 1965, so that such provisions will be binding upon each sub-
contractor or vender. The contractor will take such action with respect to
any subcontract or purchase order as the administering agency may direct
- as a means of enforeing such provisions, including sanctions for noncompliance.
Provided, however, that in the event a contractor becomes involved in, or

is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor or vender as a result of -
such direction by the administering agency, the contractor may request the
United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interest of the United
States. :




CITY OF SACRAMENTO

LORRAINE MAGANA

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK CITY CLERK
915 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95614
CITY HALL ROOM 203 TELEPHONE (916) 449-5426

August 18, 1981

Sacramento Transit Development Agency

P.0. Box 2110 '

Sacramento, California 95814

Gentlemen:

On July 21, 1981, the City Council adopted a resolution authorizing the
execution of an agreement to provide non-federal funds from the State of
California to assist in refinement of alternatives to the construction
of a freeway in the Interstate 80 Bypass Corridor.

For your records, we are enclosing one fully executed copy of said
agreement.

Sincerely,
Michaeciglr.&miller
Deputy City Clerk
MM/bb

Enclosure

cc: City Manager



