MEMORANDUM

Date: April 8, 2013

To: Tahoe Transportation District (TTD) Board of Directors

From: TTD Staff

Subject: Approval of the Five Recommended Alternatives to be Considered in US 50/South

Shore Community Revitalization Project Environmental Analysis

Action Requested:

It is requested the Board approve the five recommended alternatives to be considered in the US
50/South Shore Community Revitalization Project environmental analysis, including the Triangle
Alternative as the revised proposed action.

Background:
The TTD is proposing construction of an improved circulation network in and around the Stateline

casino corridor area, between a location 0.25 miles southwest of Pioneer Trail in the City of South
Lake Tahoe, California and Nevada State Route 207 (SR 207) (i.e., Kingsbury Grade) in Douglas
County, Nevada. The US 50 South Shore Community Revitalization Project proposes to realign
US Highway 50 (US 50) around the Stateline casino corridor area between Lake Parkway in
Douglas County, Nevada and a location southwest of Pioneer Trail in South Lake Tahoe, California
and create a local main street, including a safer pedestrian and bicycle-friendly roadway and
streetscape enhancements within the existing US 50 corridor and the South Shore of Lake Tahoe.
The affected segment of existing US 50 is approximately 1.1 miles long. The Project is currently in
the preliminary engineering/environmental analysis phase. As required by the environmental
regulations of Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA), California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), formal environmental public scoping
meetings were held on November 11, 2011 and December 7, 2011 at the TTD Board of Directors
meeting and the TRPA Advisory Planning Commission meeting, respectively. In addition to the
formal scoping meetings, Staff has provided project presentations to numerous community groups
and met with private individuals prior to and since the initiation of scoping. This project is a key
implementation strategy identified in several local, regional, and federal planning documents,
including the Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program, Stateline/Ski Run Community
Plan, City of South Lake Tahoe General Plan, and the Lake Tahoe Regional Transportation Plan.

Over the last 15 months, numerous tasks have been completed by Staff and the consultant team in
regards to the Project Delivery Process (PDP), including

¢ Initiation of the environmental scoping process and posting of Notice of Intent/Preparation
on the Federal Register

e Mailing of over 1500 scoping notices to affected residents including door to door distribution

e Commissioning and completion of Relocation Assistance Study
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Completion of a “Project Briefing Package”

Completion of four public workshops

Numerous presentations to various community groups

Commissioning and completion of a “Draft Economic Analysis”

Establishment of a Business Review Committee (BRC) and procurement of a BRC meeting
facilitator

e Development of potential additional alternatives

o BRC and Project Delivery Team (PDT) meetings; and

e Ongoing consultation with PDT members, affected property owners, and the general public

Prior to the completion of these tasks, the Board also approved the establishment of a Citizens
Review Committee (CRC) back in May 2012 to address the many design concerns and needs
expressed by the public. Below is a more detailed updated on some of the tasks mentioned
above.

Relocation Assistance Study

Sensitive to the right of way acquisition necessary to proceed with the Project and once the Project
entered the formal environmental analysis phase, the TTD Board approved accelerating the
preparation of a relocation plan for potential affected properties, owners, and residents, consistent
with particular statutory relocation obligations. The relocation plan provides required demographic
and planning information and sets forth the policies and procedures necessary to conform to the
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended
(42 U.S.C. 4601 et seq.) (the Act). The Draft Plan was developed by Bender Rosenthal, Inc., a
professional consulting firm specializing in commercial valuation and right of way services.

The preparation of this plan involved the formal notification of property owners and tenants. It also
involved field interviews of both. In addition, the TTD’s outreach team went door to door to
distribute project information to residents.

The Plan is organized in five sections:

1. The regional and specific location of the Project (Section 1);

2. An assessment of the relocation needs of those persons subject to displacement as a result
of the Project (Section II);

3. An assessment of replacement housing opportunities within the City of South Lake Tahoe
area (Section IIl);

4. A description of the policies and procedures that the TTD will follow to meet displaced
resident needs and ensure compliance with federal law (Section 1V); and

5. Necessary administrative provisions (Section V).

This plan will be updated as necessary to reflect all potential right-of-way impacts associated with
each alternative.

Outreach and Project Briefing Package:

Approximately twenty-five alternatives for the realignment of US 50 have been considered over the
past twenty-five years. To better inform the public, agencies, and elected/appointed officials, Staff
and the project team prepared a Project Briefing Package (Attachment A) that provides a project
description, outlines the project delivery process, and articulates the history of alternatives
developed during this and previous planning efforts. The Project Briefing Package has been
available to the public since October 2012 to coincide with the public workshops hosted on October
30, 2012, November 7, 2012, and December 13, 2012 and has since been distributed to numerous
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interested parties and individuals. This document has served many purposes with the primary
benefit of making the general public aware of the previous planning efforts undertaken by TRPA
and the City of South Lake Tahoe (CSLT); the project’s role in fulfilling visions outlined in the
Stateline/Ski Run Community Plan and CSLT General Plan; the project’s goal of achieving and
maintaining environmental threshold carrying capacities for air quality, water quality, and scenic
resources, amongst others; and finally, the project’s ability to transform the stateline area into a
fully functioning bicycle and pedestrian friendly “village.” This transformation will be the catalyst for
short-term and long term capital investment and the economic driver to shift the entire south shore
from a gaming-based economy to a more diversified economy that places an emphasis on
recreation and Lake Tahoe’s unique natural resources and setting.

City of South Lake Tahoe Special Meeting:
TTD staff and the consultant team conducted a public workshop at a Special Meeting of the CSLT
City Council on March 12, 2013 and presented the project history, a project status update, a review
of all previous and existing alternatives, and presented potential additional alternatives for
environmental analysis. This meeting was scheduled in response to the letter submitted by the
CSLT on July 5, 2012, as well as a follow-up letter dated September 25, 2012, and was the last in
a series of public meetings prior to this April TTD Board meeting, when project alternatives will be
brought forward for decision. The workshop was very well attended by the general public, as well
as representatives from a variety of local, state, and federal agencies. The outcome of the meeting
resulted in a recommendation by the City Council that included the following:

e Remove existing Alternatives 2 and 3 from consideration

e Revise the proposed action to reflect the inclusion of the “Triangle Alternative” as the

proposed action

¢ Include the “One-Way Triangle Alternative”

¢ Include another limited right of way alternative to be determined by TTD, and

e Maintain inclusion of the “No Project Alternative” as required by CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA

It was discussed that the alternative to be determined by TTD includes an emphasis on transit and
minimization of right-of-way impacts to the maximum extent practicable. This recommendation
was approved by the City Council by a vote of 4 to 1.

The Staff recommendation takes into consideration factors that include, but are not limited to the
City Council recommendation, legal defensibility of the environmental analysis, cost, schedule,
BRC input, as well as public input received to date. With the conclusion of the CSLT City Council
meeting, TTD staff has effectively honored all actions requested by the City Council identified in
the July 5, 2012 letter, which was provided to the Board as part of the September 2012 Board
meeting packet. However, it should be stressed that TTD staff will continue to coordinate and work
directly with City staff, as well as all other stakeholders, throughout the Project Development
Process to ensure the project proceeds in the most efficient and effective manner possible.

Business Review Committee:

In February 2013, the TTD Board appointed a number of business representatives to the US 50
South Shore Community Revitalization Project BRC to represent the following categories: small
local retail, large national retail, small local tourist accommodation owner, large corporate tourist
accommodation owner, small recreation provider, larger recreation provider, local collective
business representative, regional collective business representative, large commercial property
owner, small commercial property owner, large corporate retail, local restaurant/dining, and
commercial real estate broker. One major role of the BRC is to provide a peer review of the Draft
Economic Analysis, which was released on March 4, 2013 to the BRC and general public. Prior to
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the release of the draft report, Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (EPS), the preparer of the
report, provided an overview of the report and the associated initial findings at the first BRC
meeting held on February 27, 2013. In addition to presenting the initial findings at that meeting,
Staff and EPS also provided a brief presentation on the project and economic report as part of the
South Shore Economic Forum held on March 5, 2013. Additional BRC meetings were held on
March 14, March 27, and April 3, 2013, with the final meeting scheduled for April 10, 2013.

The final meeting will serve to complete the tasks identified by the Board as part of the motion
made and approved at the February 8, 2013 meeting. Immediately following the April 14 meeting,
a final BRC Summary Report will be prepared by Staff and the BRC facilitator, AIM Consulting, and
distributed to the Board at the April 12, 2013 meeting. This was initially due from the BRC by April
4, 2013, however a meeting had to be pushed out due to scheduling conflicts.

The BRC meetings have been well received, as well as consistently attended by the members
appointed by the Board. The dialogue has proven to be very valuable and constructive, with
member’'s comments, input, and suggestions focusing on project solutions, with the intent of
developing the most beneficial project for the environment and the community.

Discussion:

Staff and the consultant team have sought and obtained a considerable amount of input and
feedback from both public and private stakeholders over the last several months, including the
workshops that were attended by over 300 members of the public and the televised workshop at
the City Council Special Meeting held on March 19, 2013. The public workshops confirmed there is
public interest in undertaking the environmental analysis for the project and the alternatives
associated with a mountain-side alignment were viewed as the most favorable.

In addition to the input obtained through the public workshops, an economic analysis was
commissioned and completed, which further validated the long-term economic benefits that could
be realized by the Project, should the project come to fruition. The analysis also stressed that in
order to realize the maximum economic potential and long-term economic benefit an alignment on
the mountain-side is superior to a lakeside alignment.

Staff and the consultant team have also continued to work diligently to inform the public about the
project, respond to public inquiries, conduct public presentations to community organizations, as
well as meet individually with business owners, land owners, and elected officials regarding the
project. Public feedback to date has ranged from overall project support to support for allowing the
environmental process to be complete to some members of the community voicing their outright
opposition to the project.

Through these combined efforts, as well as taking into consideration factors, such as legal
defensibility of the environmental analysis, cost, and schedule, staff is recommending the inclusion
of the following alternatives in the environmental analysis and seeks the Board’s approval:

Existing Alternative 1 - No Project/No Build Alternative

Alternative Description:

Alternative 1, the No Project/No Action alternative, assumes that the transportation system and
facilities in the project area would remain unchanged. Existing roadway, pedestrian, and
streetscape conditions would continue into the foreseeable future.
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Rationale for Inclusion:

As required by CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA Rules of Procedure, a no build/no project alternative is
required to be included in an environmental analysis. The purpose of describing and analyzing a
no project alternative is to allow decision makers to compare the impacts of approving the
proposed project with the impacts of not approving the proposed project.

Existing Project Study Report Alternative 2 (with options)

Alternatives Description:

Under Alternative 2, US 50 would be realigned around the Stateline casino corridor area between
Lake Parkway in Nevada and a location southwest of Pioneer Trail in California. The new US 50
alignment would be four lanes (two travel lanes in each direction) with a dedicated left-turn lane
and left-turn pockets at intersections, and would follow Lake Parkway south from its intersection
with US 50 in Nevada. Alternative 2 involves realigning US 50 along Lake Parkway on the
mountain side behind Montbleu and Harrah’s casinos. East of the casinos, the realigned US 50
would continue behind the Heavenly Village Center (Raley’s Shopping Center) and then along a
new alignment between Fern and Echo Roads, rejoining US 50 at its intersection with Pioneer
Trail. Two new cul-de-sacs would be constructed at the end of Echo and Montreal Roads. The
new US 50 would require right-of-way acquisition from private property owners and state-owned
land from Van Sickle Bi-State Park along Lake Parkway and Montreal Road, and the connection
between Montreal Road and the Pioneer Trail/US 50 intersection would displace existing
residences and businesses southwest of the Heavenly Village Center.

Within the casino corridor between Pioneer Trail and Lake Parkway, US 50 would become a local
street and would be converted to two lanes, one way in each direction, with a landscaped median
and turn pockets at major driveways and intersections. The respective sections of this stretch of
existing US 50 would be relinquished to the City of South Lake Tahoe and Douglas County.
Expanded sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and traffic signals would be installed to improve the flow of
traffic, improve pedestrian safety, and encourage the use of alternative transportation modes along
the roadway. The project also includes landscaped buffers between US 50 and the sidewalks,
streetscape amenities, and gateway features.

Options that would be considered under this alternative include construction of a roundabout at
Lake Parkway/US 50 intersection or a traditional intersection; construction of a pedestrian bridge
from the Heavenly Village to Van Sickle Bi-state Park; conversion of Lake Parkway West from two
lanes to potentially three or four lanes; and conversion of Stateline Avenue from two lanes to
potentially three or four lanes. An exhibit of this alternative is included as Attachment B.

Rationale for Inclusion:

This alternative was developed as part of the “US Highway 50/Stateline Transportation Study”
developed by TRPA in 2004. This alternative was further analyzed in the required Caltrans Project
Study Report (PSR) completed by the TTD, approved by Caltrans District 3 in June 2010, and
identified as the “proposed action” in the 2011 Notice of Intent/Notice of Preparation. Field data
has been collected to develop the various technical and natural resource reports required by
CEQA, NEPA, and TRPA as it relates to this alternative. The data collected does not indicate any
fatal flaws in this alternative and is consistent with the adopted “Need and Purpose” developed for
the project which sets the stage for alternatives to be considered. Inclusion of this alternative will
provide a basis for a comparative analysis between the alternatives and assist in providing local,
state, regional, and federal decision makers with a “reasonable range” of alternatives when
considering and determining the preferred alternative for project approval. This alternative did
receive favorable comments from members of the public that attended the suite of public
workshops held in fall 2012. As such, staff recommends carrying this alternative forward for further
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consideration in the environmental analysis. It should be noted that the CSLT and potentially
affected property owners and tenants have gone on the record to express their concerns over this
alternative, due to potential business and housing impacts, which has been formally documented in
the September 25, 2012 letter referenced above.

Proposed “Triangle” Alternative (revised proposed action)

Alternative Description:

The “Triangle” Alternative is similar to Alternative 2 as it follows the “mountain-side” alignment,
however there are major differences in terms of their alignments and lane configurations.
Specifically, the Triangle Alternative’s US 50/Pioneer Trail intersection is located several hundred
feet to the west and then along a new alignment between Moss and Primrose Roads. This
alignment allows the project to utilize vacant City-owned property, as well as provide for easier
access to existing businesses along existing US 50, such as the Holiday Inn Express, Carrow’s,
and Applebee’s and reducing impacts to the existing businesses near the present corner of
Pioneer Trail and US 50. Similar to Alternative 2, the new US 50 would require right-of-way
acquisition from private property owners along Lake Parkway and Montreal Road and state-owned
land from Van Sickle Bi-State Park, and the connection between Montreal Road and the Pioneer
Trail/US 50 intersection would displace residences and businesses southwest of the Heavenly
Village Center. The exact number of residences and businesses has not yet been determined, as
this alternative has not yet been formally evaluated.

Similar to Alternative 2, US 50, between the new intersection with Pioneer Trail and Lake Parkway,
would become a local street and converted to two lanes, one way in each direction, with a
landscaped median and turn pockets at major driveways and intersections. The respective
sections of this stretch of existing US 50 would be relinquished to the City of South Lake Tahoe
and Douglas County. Expanded sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and traffic signals would be installed to
improve the flow of traffic, improve pedestrian safety, and encourage the use of alternative
transportation modes along the roadway. The project also includes landscaped buffers between
US 50 and the sidewalks, streetscape amenities, and gateway features.

Options that would be considered under this alternative include construction of roundabout at Lake
Parkway/US 50 intersection or a traditional intersection; construction of a pedestrian bridge from
the Heavenly Village to Van Sickle Bi-state Park; conversion of Lake Parkway West from two lanes
to potentially three or four lanes; and conversion of Stateline Avenue from two lanes to potentially
three or four lanes. An exhibit of this alternative is included as Attachment C.

Rationale for Inclusion:

This alternative evolved from public input and comments obtained as part of the scoping process
initiated in November 2011, as well as input provided by City Council. Additionally, this alternative
was presented at the public workshops and the public indicated support for this alternative in
concept. Staff recommends inclusion of this alternative within the environmental analysis as it
provides for an additional alternative to be evaluated; appears to meet the Need and Purpose; has
the potential to reduce right of way impacts and associated costs, and the direct and indirect
impacts to potentially affected business, including business access. Staff also recommends that
this alternative be identified as the “proposed action” should the Board vote to approve inclusion of
this alternative in the environmental analysis to identify that this alternative potentially has the most
benefit and to facilitate awareness amongst potentially affected businesses and residents.
Modifying the proposed action would be documented in a revised scoping notice that would be
redistributed following the outcome of this meeting.
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Proposed “Triangle One-Way” Alternative

Alternative Description:

The “Triangle One-Way” Alternative generally follows the same alignment as the Triangle
Alternative with the major difference being that the core area, while being narrowed to two lanes in
the eastbound direction only, would be designated US 50 East. The southern (mountain side)
alignment would consist of two lanes in the westbound direction and would be designated US 50
West. No relinquishment of state right-of-way to local control would occur with this alternative. An
exhibit of this alternative is included as Attachment D.

Rationale for Inclusion:

This alternative is being proposed for inclusion in the environmental analysis to provide an
alternative that is consistent with the project goals and objects, but also potentially reduces the
displacement of residences and business, minimizes right-of-way acquisition and associated cost,
as well as construction cost.

Proposed “Skywalk” Alternative

Alternative Description:

The “Skywalk” Alternative proposes to construct an elevated concrete decked pedestrian mall
above existing US 50 from approximately the California/Nevada state line to approximately the
eastern entrance of Horizon Casino and Mont Bleu Resort and Casino. Aesthetic treatments
would be applied to the concrete deck structure and landscaping, street furniture, and other
amenities would be provided for on the “Skywalk.” At grade access to the “Skywalk” would be
provided by stairs, escalators, and/or elevators at locations along the alignment to provide both
ambulatory and Americans with Disability Act access. With this alternative, US 50 would remain in
its current configuration requiring little to no right of way acquisition. An exhibit of this alternative is
included as Attachment E.

Rationale for Inclusion:

This alternative was developed in response to recommendations received as part of the public
workshops/open houses, as well as a request by the CSLT City Council to consider an alternative
that requires little to no right-of-way acquisition. Initial screening indicates that this proposed
alternative generally meets the Need and Purpose and achieves various project goals and
objectives, while also providing an alternative that fully avoids displacement of business and
residences. Staff recommends inclusion of this alternative to complete the “range of alternatives”
to be considered in the environmental analysis.

Next Steps

Following concurrence from the Board on the range of alternatives to be evaluated, Staff and the
consultant team will proceed under the existing task order authorization to collect the necessary
field data and continue the necessary preliminary engineering necessary to prepare the DRAFT
Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
(EIS/EIS/EIR) as required by CEQA, NEPA and TRPA. The DRAFT EIS/EIS/EIR is expected to
take twelve to fourteen months to prepare. At that time, the DRAFT document will be released to
the general public, as well as public agencies for the minimum 60-day public comment period.
Prior to completion and concurrent with the development of the DRAFT EIS/EIS/EIR, ongoing
public outreach and awareness about the project will continue on par with the level of effort to date
and adjusted as necessary to ensure continued public involvement.

Upon conclusion of the Draft EIS/EIS/EIR public comment period, all comments will be
incorporated and/or responded to, consistent with applicable state, regional, and federal laws and
procedures and the FINAL EIS/EIS/EIR will be completed for review and consideration of project
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approval, including approval of a preferred alternative. Staff is confident that the project has been
well vetted in the community over the last year and the information and feedback obtained since
the initiation of scoping has allowed staff to make reasonable and rationale recommendations
regarding the range of alternatives to be considered. It should be noted that a robust discussion
related to all the alternatives that have been considered but rejected throughout the history of the
Project will be included in the DRAFT EIS/EIS/EIR.

Lastly, Staff is in the process of finalizing the formal solicitation of the CRC. As the Board was
informed last month, establishment of the CRC has not yet occurred since the final alternatives for
the environmental analysis have not been selected nor associated design work initiated. With the
last of the BRC meetings on April 10, 2013 and following direction given by the Board on this item,
Staff will proceed with the solicitation and homination process to be considered by the Board as
part of the May Board meeting. Solicitation and nominations will be consistent with the
representatives identified in the May 11, 2012 and March 22, 2013 staff summaries.

A detailed presentation will be provided to the Board as part of this agenda item.
Fiscal Analysis:

All expenditures associated with this effort have been approved in previous task orders. There is
no additional fiscal impact associated with this item.

Work Program Analysis:

This project is included the Work Program. All work associated with this effort is captured under
respective elements of the existing Work Programs and corresponding allotted staff time and will
be budgeted in the 2013-2014 Work Program.

Additional Information:
If you have any questions or comments regarding this item, please contact Alfred Knotts at
aknotts@tahoetransportation.org or (775) 589-5503.

Attachments:

Project Briefing Package

Alternative 2 Exhibit

Triangle Alternative Exhibit

Triangle One-way Alternative Exhibit
Skyway Alternative Exhibit

moow»
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ATTACHMENT A

US 50/South Shore Community
Revitalization Project

Project Description, Tentative Plans
and Alternatives

Prepared October 2012
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ATTACHMENT A

Introducing the Partners and this Paper

The US 50 South Shore Community Revitalization Project is located along US Highway 50 from
approximately 0.25 miles west of Pioneer Trail within South Lake Tahoe, California to Nevada State
Route 207 within Douglas County, Nevada.

The portion of the project located within California is subject to oversight and approval by the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the City of South Lake Tahoe. Likewise, the
portion located in Nevada is subject to review and approval by the Nevada Department of
Transportation (NDOT) and Douglas County. Since the project is part of the federal highway
system, it is also subject to review and approval by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).

This document is intended to provide historical and current information to all interested parties,
including the public, regarding the following items:

« Project Description - briefly what and why page 3
¢ Project Development Team (PDT) - who's guiding the process? page 4
¢ Timeline - a little history page 5
« Purpose and Need - the project’s foundation page 9
« Project Development Process Overview - four comprehensive phases page 11
* Project Development Process Chart - the full circle page 12
¢ Right of Way Process Overview - compensation, acquisition and relocation page 13
* Project Alternatives - exploring the possibilities page 15
« Alternative Evaluation Matrix page 16

« Alternative Maps
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ATTACHMENT A

Briefly what and why

The US 50/South Shore Community Revitalization Project is intended to complete the Loop Road
and address existing transportation deficiencies and future transportation needs along the US 50
corridor between Pioneer Trail in South Lake Tahoe, California and Nevada State Route 207
(Kingsbury Grade) in Douglas County, Nevada.

There is a community demand for transportation improvements within the entire US 50 corridor to
create a better, safer balance between pedestrian, bicyclist, transit, and private vehicle access
while giving consideration to the unique environmental setting of the Lake Tahoe Basin. Facilitating
revitalization of the area through public and private investment, as well as promoting economic
vitality, are additional project goals.

The transportation system components to be addressed include: roadways, transit and business
access, along with bicycle and pedestrian facilities and amenities. Plans will seek opportunities to:

* enhance pedestrian activities and safety

» decrease dependence on the use of private automobiles

» calm traffic in the corridor and develop a “complete street” for all users
» improve visual and environmental conditions within the corridor

The project must be consistent with Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) thresholds regarding
land use, air and water quality, noise, and scenic resources. It is important that the project also
satisfy federal, state, and local transportation standards for design and operations.

As part of a plan for the development of an integrated system of transportation within the Tahoe
Region, the project also complies with Article V(2) of the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact (Public
Law 96-551, 1980). This law specifically calls for consideration of the completion of the Loop Road
in the states of California and Nevada. The objective is to reduce dependency on automobiles and,
to the extent feasible, air pollution from them around Lake Tahoe.
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ATTACHMENT A

Who's guiding the process?

From feasibility studies to construction implementation, a Project Development Team (PDT) guides
the process, following established regional, state and federal project management parameters. In
essence, the PDT is technical steering committee, with a larger project team performing routine
development activities.

The PDT conceptualizes and refines (as needed) the project, based on the adopted “Purpose and
Need Statement,” as required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The team employs multiple disciplines (such as engineering,
environmental protection, aesthetics, operations and maintenance, and overall value analysis) to
conduct studies and accumulate data for developing and evaluating alternatives. They make
recommendations and detail the project work plan, schedule and budget for consideration by
responsible parties such as local agencies and the public.

Members of the PDT participate in key presentations such as technical advisory meetings, public
hearings and community workshops. For larger, more complex projects, PDTs are extended and
formalized (as required by law) to include a wide range of disciplines and individuals from outside
agencies. Representatives from established community groups may also be included as needed.

The PDT for the US 50/South Shore Community Revitalization Project represents a variety of
federal, state and local agencies, as well as other stakeholders and interested parties. Below is a
list of those currently represented:

» Tahoe Transportation District (TTD)

* FHWA

« TRPA

» Caltrans

« NDOT

» City of South Lake Tahoe

* Douglas County

e El Dorado County

» Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board
» Nevada Division of Environmental Protection
* Army Corp of Engineers

» California State Parks

* Nevada State Parks

» California Tahoe Conservancy

* South Tahoe PUD

* Business Owners

e Property Owners

Meeting throughout the development of this project, the PDT has been integral in providing
direction, developing goals and objectives and creating the project's “Purpose and Need
Statement.” They have devised, reviewed and refined alternative solutions, based on technical and
environmental data.

New members may be added to the PDT as needed. Other sources of input, such as community
advisory committees, can also be organized.
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ATTACHMENT A

A little history

Precursors to the US 50/South Shore Community Revitalization Project, to address existing and
planned development as well as the area’s designation as an air quality non-attainment area, were
considered as early as the late 1970s. Following is an overview of the project’s history.

Late 1970s  Casino Expansion Approved

As part of the approval of the expansion of three major casinos, mitigation required the construction
of a Loop Road to address traffic congestion in the US 50 corridor. Nevada’s portion was built but
California’s was never completed.

1980 Revised Tahoe Regional Planning Compact (the Compact) Signed
When the Compact was revised in 1980, Article V(2) (Public Law 96-551) required “consideration of
the completion of the Loop Road in the States of California and Nevada.”

1985 Community Development Study Group Established

Created by the South Tahoe Redevelopment Agency, the study group included members of City
government, TRPA, local businesses, the California Office of the Attorney General, the League to
Save Lake Tahoe and neighborhood groups. Its findings were presented in a conceptual plan,
adopted by the Redevelopment Agency in April 1986.

This conceptual plan established general parameters for the Loop Road system, including:

« closure of Pioneer Trail at US 50

« construction of two four-lane connectors between US 50 and the north and south Loop Roads
(Pine Boulevard and Montreal Road in California and Lake Parkway in Nevada)

e upgrading Pine Boulevard to five lanes

» extending Montreal Road

« re-designating the bypassed portion of US 50 as one-way eastbound

< minor modifications to other streets, such as cul-de-sacs, within the immediate vicinity

To expand upon and implement the conceptual plan, the Redevelopment Agency contracted with
ROMA Design Group of San Francisco.

1986-1987 ROMA Redevelopment Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Documents Written
The ROMA version included a circulation element, proposing expanded use of the Loop Road
system on both sides of US 50, in the Stateline area, to reduce traffic along Lake Tahoe Boulevard.
Refinements, through public input, were also made to the original conceptual plan, with alternatives
developed that differed in numbers of lanes on the north and south Loop Roads and existing US 50.

In 1987 the Redevelopment Agency authorized preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report/Statement (EIR/EIS) for the ROMA Redevelopment Plan alternatives. They were further
vetted during the associated public outreach process and revised accordingly. However, the project
was never constructed.

1990 Loop Road Project Preliminary Roadway Design Report Prepared

Based on the alternatives developed in the 1987 ROMA plan, South Lake Tahoe and Douglas
County prepared a report including, for each alternative, preliminary roadway design, geometric
analysis, preliminary cost estimate, traffic analysis, drainage improvements, landscape
improvements and other engineering-related information.
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ATTACHMENT A

1991 Loop Road Project Environmental Impact Documents Completed

To further analyze and document the impacts of the Preliminary Roadway Design Report
alternatives, South Lake Tahoe sponsored and completed an EIR/EIS, covering: the One-Way,
Five-Lane, Three-Lane and North Park Alternatives. All four included both north and south Loop
Roads. A Technical Advisory Committee {TAC), several public outreach meetings and formal public
hearings contributed to this effort. However, the final EIR/EIS was never certified.

1993 Stateline Community Plan (Nevada) Adopted
The Nevada side of the project area adopted a plan that anticipated completing the Loop Road and
reducing the number of travel lanes on existing Highway 50. The following pertained to both:

e Loop Road: In conjunction with South Lake Tahoe, the mountainside Loop Road will
be increased from two travel lanes to four and linked more directly to Highway 50.

« Highway 50: If a trial period proves successful; Highway 50 will be reduced from four travel
lanes to two, with the resulting space used for pedestrian amenities and transit facilities.

« Traffic Flow: The plan for the Loop Road and Highway 50 will include improvements for
access drives and internal circulation within the casino core.

» Pedestrian Facilities: A system of new paths, sidewalks and lighting for bikes and pedestrians
will encourage walking, making decreased reliance on the automobile and associated
environmental benefits possible.

1994 Stateline/Ski Run Community Plan (California) Adopted in May

On the California side of the project area, the City of South Lake Tahoe adopted a similar plan.
Supporting the Loop Road system, this plan specifically stated, “Traffic congestion along the US 50
corridor in the Stateline area has not only created major circulation problems, but has resulted in a
reduction in air quality. The Community Plan Team and the Redevelopment Agency propose to
rectify these and related issues through the retirement and/or rehabilitation of existing tourist
accommodations and retail commercial facilities, as well as the diversion of a significant share of
vehicular traffic around the Stateline area by means of the proposed Loop Road system."

Additionally, this Community Plan proposed reconfiguring and extending the existing north and
south Loop Roads to create a route around the congested Stateline Area and designating the
mountainside loop as US 50. The “Proposed Transportation Improvements” section specified:

¢ The project will increase the mountainside loop to five vehicle lanes, create three lanes on the
lakeside loop and reduce the existing US 50 (inside the Loop Roads) to three vehicle lanes.
Incorporated into the improvements will be: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities, reductions in
driveway accesses, landscaping and noise abatement devices.

¢ The through-traffic lanes between the Loop Roads and Stateline will be reduced to three lanes in
conjunction with the similar reduction on US 50 east of Stateline. Lanes for turn movements and
bike travel shall be a part of the project. Unused areas of the right-of-way shall be converted for
transit and pedestrian uses.

» After completion of the Loop Roads and when traffic counts warrant, a new local road will be
constructed to link Pioneer Trail at upper Ski Run to the Loop Road. This roadway shall have no
access to any adjoining properties between the two intersections. Incorporated into the roadway
design should be bicycle/pedestrian facilities. A Class | bike trail is the preferred alternative.

« Ski Run Blvd. shall have three lanes (to eliminate passing and provide for safe left turns into the
adjoining neighborhood) and on street parking. In addition to the curb and gutter, there will be
facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians.

» Intersection Improvements will include:

- right and left turn lanes from US 50 to the Loop Road and the elimination of the Pioneer
Trail connection to US 50. The intersection design shall assume that US 50 will be reduced
to three lanes east of the intersection. This reduction shall not be permanent until after the
Loop Road evaluation period.

- improving right- and left-turn movements while maintaining four pedestrian crosswalks
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2002-2004 US Highway 50/Stateline Area Transportation Study Conducted

Initiated in October 2002, this transportation planning effort was completed in May 2004 in
cooperation with a robust Steering Committee established by TRPA. The Steering Committee
included representation from the FHWA, Caltrans and NDOT, as well as participation by local
governments, representatives of landowners and businesses in the project area, environmental
advocacy groups and other interested parties. This study served to meet the Caltrans requirements
for a Project Initiation Document (PID).

The study involved significant public outreach. Residents and business owners received surveys
and postcards. Public notices were issued and a project website was developed. Two community
open houses were also held, the first on October 15, 2003 and the second on March 4, 2004.

TRPA coordinated with the Steering Committee to prepare a report on the study, summarizing the
planning process; identifying project goals and developing a purpose and need. The report also
evaluated alternatives and associated design, engineering, and environmental considerations. Of
four alternatives, the Steering Committee designated Alternative D (similar to the current 2 and 3
Build Alternatives, except for an additional roundabout proposed for the US 50/Lake Tahoe
Boulevard/Pioneer Trail intersection.) as the preferred alternative. They recommended progressing
into project development and the next phase of preparing a Caltrans-required Project Study Report.

2005 Caltrans Project Study Report Funded

TRPA received funding from the Southern Nevada Public Lands Management Act to develop the
Caltrans-required Project Study Report, based on the alternatives developed as part of the 2004
transportation plan study.

2008 Project Re-initiated by TRPA, Coordinating with Caltrans, NDOT and FHWA

TTD, FHWA, NDOT, and Caltrans determined that the Caltrans project development process would
be followed, throughout the course of the project, to ensure the most stringent requirements and
processes for evaluations and delivery. A Project Development Team (PDT) was formed and the
alternatives initially considered were those included in the 2004 US Highway 50/Stateline Area
Transportation Study.

2009 Project Transitioned to Tahoe Transportation District (TTD)

The TTD assumed responsibility for the project because, per Article IX of the Compact, it is
designated to implement transportation projects, while the TRPA is a regulatory and land use
planning agency.

2010 Project Study Report (PSR) Approved in May

This scoping document, sponsored by TTD, evaluated the need for the project and considered
potential engineering and environmental issues, as well as design alternatives. Evolving from the
May 2004 study, three build alternatives were included. (One was excluded by the PDT as it did not
meet the “Purpose and Need.”) During development of the PSR, the project was presented at a
community open house, along with other TTD projects, as well as to the South Lake Tahoe City
Council on several occasions.

2010 Project Approval & Environmental Documentation (PA&ED) Initiated in June

Upon Caltrans’ approval of the PSR, TTD sponsored the PA&ED phase of the project to begin
developing detailed engineering and environmental studies. The PDT reconvened and refined the
project's “Purpose and Need” for consistency with Caltrans’, FHWA'’s and NDOT’s requirements
and to include both community and environmental goals.

During the PA & ED process, significant public outreach was conducted: focus group meetings,
community open houses, outreach to business owners and potentially displaced residents,
including minority populations, and project presentations at City Council and TTD Board Meetings.
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2010 Value Analysis (VA) Study Completed in November
Conducted from June 21-25 and published in November, this TTD-sponsored study:

* reviewed the validity of the design alternatives,

» evaluated additional potential design solutions to improve constructability and reduce cost,
 identified opportunities to enhance environmental features,

» evaluated right-of-way concerns and

» addressed maintenance issues, including snow removal and storage.

The VA Team included representatives from Caltrans, NDOT, TTD and Wood Rodgers (design
consultant). Douglas County also participated. The City of South Lake Tahoe was asked to join the
team, but wasn’t able to at the time.

2012 Current Activities

Engineering and environmental technical studies are ongoing. Further analysis of alternatives is
being completed as the result of public and stakeholder input. This could result in the need to
supplement all studies.
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The project’s foundation

What is the “Purpose and Need”? A project’s “Need” is an identified, existing and future
transportation deficiency or problem. The objectives that will be met to address the transportation
deficiency constitute its “Purpose” and are the basis for developing and evaluating a solution or
range of solutions.

A clear, concise, and well justified “Purpose and Need Statement” is the foundation of every
transportation project. It is critical for identifying, developing and evaluating a reasonable range of
project alternatives, resulting in the selection of a preferred alternative. It also leads to a more
precisely defined project cost, scope and schedule, expediting project delivery.

Just as importantly, a well-crafted “Purpose and Need” explains to the public, stakeholders, and
decision-makers that the expenditure of funds is necessary and worthwhile, and that the project's
priority, relative to other transportation projects, is warranted. It ensures that the right project is built,
accomplishing its primary goals and objectives.

An effective “Purpose and Need Statement” also satisfies federal and state regulations: an
environmental impact statement (EIS) shall “briefly specify the underlying purpose and need to
which the agency is responding in proposing the alternatives including the proposed action” (40
Code of Federal Regulations §1 502.1 3); an environmental impact report (EIR) shall “contain a
statement of objectives sought by the proposed project” and it “should include the underlying
purpose of the project” [I 4 California Code of Regulations 81 51 24(b)].

The “Purpose and Need” for the US 50/South Shore Community Revitalization Project, included in
the Project Study Report, was refined to more closely align with Caltrans’, FHWA'’s and NDOT’s
requirements and to ensure the statement is responsive to environmental statutes (NEPA, CEQA)
and TRPA thresholds.

Establishing consistency with all planning documents for the project area is another important
component of preparing a comprehensive “Purpose and Need.” For example, Caltrans’
Transportation Corridor Concept Report (TCCR) for US 50 serves as one of the planning
documents for the California side of the US 50/South Shore Community Revitalization Project. The
“Purpose and Need” must reference the project area as it is defined in the TCCR: as a “four-lane
conventional urban arterial with a center turn lane” and as the “main street of South Lake Tahoe.”
Additionally, the TCCR identifies the Loop Road Project on the list of planned projects.

Following is the current “Purpose and Need Statement” for the US 50/South Shore Community
Revitalization Project:

Purpose:

The purpose of this project is to make improvements to the corridor consistent with the Loop Road
System concept, reduce congestion; improve vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle safety; advance
multimodal transportation opportunities; improve the environmental quality of the area; enhance
visitor and community experience; and promote the economic vitality of the area.

Need:

A. Article V(2) of the Tahoe Regional Planning Compact (Public Law 96-551), 1980 (the Compact),

requires a transportation plan for the integrated development of a regional system of transportation
within the Tahoe Region. The Compact requires the transportation plan to include consideration of

the completion of the Loop Road System in the States of California and Nevada. Improvements are
required to the corridor to meet the intent of the Loop Road System concept.
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B. Ongoing and proposed resort redevelopment in the project area has increased pedestrian traffic,
creating a need for improved pedestrian safety, mobility, multi-modal transportation options.
Improvements to pedestrian facilities, bicycle lanes and mass transit are needed to connect the
outlying residential and retail-commercial uses with employment and entertainment facilities,
including hotels and gaming interests. Currently, there are no bike lanes on US 50 through the
project area and sidewalks are either not large enough to meet the increased demand, or do not
exist. These issues impact the visitor and community experience within the area.

C. Environmental improvements are needed in the area to help achieve the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency’s (TRPA's) environmental thresholds, including water quality and air quality.
Improvements to storm water runoff collection and treatment facilities are needed to meet TRPA
and Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board regulations and requirements. Reduction of
vehicle congestion and reducing the number of vehicles on the roadway through enhanced
pedestrian and multi-modal opportunities is needed to provide for improved air quality. Landscape
improvements are needed to enhance the scenic resource element of the project area to facilitate
compliance with TRPA'’s Scenic Threshold and to enhance the community and tourism experience.

D. The project is needed to mitigate severe summer and winter peak period traffic congestion along

US 50 in the project area. During peak hours, traffic often operates at Level of Service “F”
(breakdown) when tourism is at its peak during the summer and winter months.

10
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Four comprehensive phases

As previously mentioned, since the project is a bi-state cooperative effort, it is subject to review and
approval by multiple entities (Caltrans, NDOT, FHWA, Douglas County, South Lake Tahoe and
TRPA). However, when the project was re-initiated by TRPA in 2008, the agencies decided to
follow, for the most part, one project development process, Caltrans’. This determination was made
because it:

« is considered the most thorough, ensuring comprehensive analyses during all project phases.

» generally aligns with FHWA requirements, with which the project must comply in both California
and Nevada. (FHWA staff, in both state offices, accepts the Caltrans process.)

» is more comprehensive than NDOT'’s project delivery process, which would not provide the
in-depth analysis required for the California side. (NDOT staff concurred that the Caltrans project
delivery process should be followed.)

» meets the stipulations of multiple potential funding sources for eventual project construction.

Although Caltrans’ project development process will be followed, the actual design and construction
standards of the agency that has jurisdiction, and will ultimately own and operate a specific
segment, will also be applied to that segment. In addition, any special requirements of a
jurisdictional agency will be adhered to throughout project development.

Caltrans’ project development process is divided into four main phases (page 12): Project Initiation

Document (PID), Project Approval and Environmental Documentation (PA&ED), Plans,
Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) and, finally, Construction.

11
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The full circle

12
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Compensation, Acquisition and Relocation

All of the project alternatives currently under consideration require Right of Way (ROW) property
acquisition and relocation. Likely to be one of the most challenging aspects of the project, ROW
activities are of great concern to the community and the City of South Lake Tahoe and are subject
to very strict state and federal laws and regulations.

The TTD is receiving Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funding to develop the US 50/South
Shore Community Revitalization Project. Whenever federal funds are used for a project, affected
property owners and displaced residents and businesses are entitled to be justly compensated for
losses they experience. The laws and regulations are also intended as a safeguard to ensure that
federal funds are not unnecessarily or inappropriately expended.

Right of way acquisition and relocation must comply with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended in 1987 (the Uniform Act). This law can
be found in Chapter 10 of the Caltrans Right of Way Manual, the FHWA Project Development
Guide (Appendices A and B) and at Section 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 24.
Noncompliance with the Uniform Act can result in ineligibility for reimbursement of project costs,
including both ROW and construction.

The project must also comply with all requirements of Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act for
federal-aid projects. This guarantees that all services and/or benefits derived from any ROW activity
will be administered without regard to race, color, gender, or national origin.

According to Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy, state DOTs are ultimately responsible
for ROW activities on federal-aid projects. Essentially, this places the responsibility on Caltrans and
NDOT for the TTD’s actions within their respective jurisdictions. These actions will follow Caltrans’
procedures. A review of both DOTs’ ROW processes determined that Caltrans’ are generally more
comprehensive, ensuring that federal funding eligibility is retained.

To evaluate residential requirements, a Relocation Assistance Study (RAS) was prepared. The
study began with interviews of affected residents, analyses of their demographics, an estimate of
the number of dwelling units impacted and a survey of available replacement properties.

The completed RAS includes a summary of relocation needs and requirements, an outline of a
project-specific relocation process, an overview of rules and regulations pertaining to residential
relocation and a cost estimate. The RAS also addresses potential business impacts.

Following are some of the key points relating to ROW property acquisition and residential and
business relocation. For more detailed information, please refer to the RAS and/or the Uniform Act.
(Note: pursuant to the Uniform Act, acquisition and relocation cannot begin until a preferred
alternative has been selected and agreed upon in the form of a certified environmental document.)

Property Acquisition
» Consistent with the Uniform Act, TTD will determine the amount of just compensation to be
offered the property owner in a two-step process:
- After researching the real estate market, a licensed appraiser will present an assessment of
fair market value.
- The assessment will be evaluated by a second appraiser who will recommend an amount to
be approved by a TTD official as the agency's estimate of just compensation.

13
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Residential Relocation

« Relocation assistance will be offered to displacees.

» Relocation payment cannot be made unless the displaced person moves to a dwelling deemed
decent, safe and sanitary.

« Comparable replacement dwellings, in compliance with appropriate local housing codes, will be
identified for displacees.

« Although relocation assistance will be provided, displacees will ultimately choose where they

want to live.

Business Relocation

« Relocation assistance will also be offered to displaced businesses.

« Assistance may include: help with filing claims; identification of a potential new location; payment
of eligible moving expenses and/or property improvements; reimbursement for eligible expenses
incurred for replacement property search, re-establishing the business and/or loss of business
goodwill. For a complete list and limitations, please refer to the RAS and/or the Uniform Act.

14
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Exploring the possibilities

At least 15 alternative approaches for the US 50 South Shore Community Revitalization Project are
or have been under consideration, complying with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

NEPA stipulates that all reasonable alternatives must be rigorously explored and objectively
evaluated. Each alternative identified for further consideration must be substantially investigated so
that reviewers may evaluate comparative merits.

In addition, the statute requires a brief discussion/explanation of the reasons for considering, but
rejecting, alternatives not carried forward for further analysis. Consideration must also be given to a
“No Action” possibility. The “No Action” alternative is defined as the most likely future in the
absence of the project.

Like NEPA, CEQA specifies evaluation of a “No Project” alternative. The other alternatives
considered by the Project Development Team (PDT), according to CEQA guidelines, should include
those that could:
1) accomplish most of the basic objectives of the project (Purpose), and
2) eliminate or substantially mitigate one or more of the significant issues (Need) targeted

by the project.

The CEQA process only requires a detailed Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for alternatives that
meet these guidelines. In other words, those meeting the goals of the “Purpose and Need
Statement.”

To document the review process, the PDT developed an Alternative Analysis Matrix (pages 16-20).
It covers not only those alternatives currently under consideration, but also those that have been
recently proposed but not yet formally considered, as well as those that were analyzed and rejected
during previous project development efforts. (See Project timeline, pages 4-9.)

The matrix is organized according to these criteria:

« Design Considerations - traffic operations and safety, geometrics, transit and multi-modal
opportunities, pedestrian and bicycle accessibility, ease of use and safety, operations and
maintenance, acceptability of approving agencies

« Environmental Considerations - residential and commercial relocation, water quality, cultural
and historic resources, biological, noise, air quality, floodplain, hazardous waste, stream
environmental zone (SEZ), wetlands, land use capability (including Section 4(f) of the US
Department of Transportation Act of 1966 limitations)

« Constructability - feasibility and challenges

» Reason Alternative Dropped from Consideration - brief explanation

Capital costs are included for information purposes only.

Maps, showing each of the 15 alternatives, follow the Evaluation Matrix.

15

AK/jw AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013 -Page 45-



ATTACHMENT A

sluswalinbal TN L
ssalppe 03 saniunuoddo sapinoid
ng suiseq OM Bunsixa sjoedu| «
saouapisal 0T Ajerewixoidde Joy
uonedlIpow Ssadde 10y [enuajod

pue ‘sanuadoid ernsawwod
Z o} palinbal ssadoe payipo «
payoedwi
saiadoud [eroiawwod 9 «

‘uonoasialul
|led] laauold/0S SN Bunsixa ay) jeau
uonoasIauL Mau e 0} ‘xajdwod Buiddoys Jaiua)d
abe||IA ay) Jo 1sam pue yinos ayi o1 buissed
‘aNUBAY YJed JO 1Sam puaixa pjnom Aempeol

sabusjeyo (nAa ¥8) paroedw sjpored Gz « [SIETNET 3yl 'sAemaAllp pue suondasialul Jofew e
Buypuey s1oedwi 3SI0U [eWIUIA a|genoidde Aousby « s19)90d Ui} yum ‘uondalip yoes ul saue| [aAel)
olyjel) JOUIN o abpuqg ueinsapad yum sied arels Aages pue oM} apinoid 0} pauapIm aq pue ‘0g SN awodaq
sanbiuyoal 3PIOIS UBA 0} SS899® sanoldw « |Anunuoddo uelisapad pinom Aemyjied axe/peoy [ealluoi\ ‘uondalip
uoINIISU0d UolIIN 1011SIQ JHOISIH SPIOAY « pue ay1iq sadueyug » yoea Ul sue| U0 0] PALIBAUOD 8¢ P|NOM o)
[eoidAL « 08$ OV sanosduij « a-soi- a3®vd | TT0Z |Aemiied 8xe pue anudAy Yied usamiag 0S SN [pay-Ipon € 14
sjuawalinbal 1QNL
ssalppe 01 saniunuoddo sapinoid
1ng suiseq OM Bunsixa sioedul| «
saouapisal 0T Ajerewixoidde oy ‘uonoasiaul pazijeubis
uoneodyipow ssadde 10y [enusiod Remiled axe7/0G SN uaLnd ay) ade(dal
pue ‘saiuadoid [erosswwod PINOM INOgEPUNOJ BUBJ-0M] Y "UOIID9SIBIUI [1ed |
Z 1o} palinbai ssa22e payipolN « 198U0Id/0G SN Bunsixa ay} Jeau uond8sIaUI Mau
pajoeduw © 0] ‘xa|dwod Buiddoys 121ua) abe||iA 8y Jo
saadold [elolawwo) 9 « 1SaM pue ynos ay} 01 buissed ‘anuany led Jo
(navs) 1SOM puUBIXa p|NOM Aempeos ay ] ‘SAeMaALIp pue
sabuajeyo pajoedw sjeosed [enuapisal GZ « souBwoah SuoI199sIalul Jofew Je s1exo0d uIny yum ‘uondalp
Bupuey s1oedwi 3SI0U [eWIUIA « a|genoldde Aouaby « yoea ul saue| [aAR)) OM] apinoid 0] pauapim aqg
olel) JIOUIN » abplig uelsapad yum sed arels Aafes pue pue ‘0G SN dwo023ag pinom Aemyied axe]/peoy
sanbiuyoay 3PI2IS UBA 0} SS899 sanoldw « |Ayunuoddo uelisapad [eanuo “suswanoidwi pad pue a3iq yum
uonoNNSU0d UolIIN 10911SIQ DHOISIH SPIOAY » pue ay1q sadueyud » UOoI193JIp Yoea aue| dUO 0} PALIBAUOD 3q PiNOM a
[edldAL » 0.$ OV sanoidw . a-sol- d3svd | TT0z [Aemired axeq pue anuaay yled usamiag 05 SN [pPal-IPoN 4 1
Aages/Aiunuoddo
uelsapad/epow SS999€ [epow-pinw
-nnw 10edwi piNo2 Jiyel] . 1o} syuawanoldwi oN s
TAaNL syuawanoidwi
199W 0] sjuawaroidw| O ON « fages oN «
SUON -« BUON suoissiw3 Qv paseasou] 4-S01- agsvd | 1102 pling oN T
paddoig £ (1s3) ’
Jjige suolrelapisuod X-Tel aweN ON
aAITeUIB) Y SRR 150D sjoedw| [eluswuoiIAUg Ve s20Q " uondiosag I v s
suoseay ‘ded :

XLIe sisAfeuy aAleusdl|y - 198loid uomezifelasy Alunwwo) a10ys yinos/os sn

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 46-



ATTACHMENT A

(sassauisng
,T "xoidde) rerosswiwiod
4S 0002z pue NA ¥iT sivedul
‘g3 Yeid T166T J19d S! ydiym

‘aATeuUIB)|Y dled YUON a3y se Aiayes
s|oosed ssauisng pue [epuapisal o}  pue samunuoddo ISIXd Jou
sanssl s1oedwi a|qesedwod aney pjnoys « ueLysapad op s1ybu 981} 8yl uondasIaU| pleaajnog aoyel
Bulpuey auyyen Mred Jeaurq 1oedwi « pue 8j9421q sanoidw « fue|d Anu 9e7/0S SN 8l Je BpeASN Ul pue eluiofed aneuIB)Y
21eISPOA « sluawalinbal TN L SaAleUla]|Y JUBLIND | NWWoD Ul UOI308SIalUI pJeAdInog aoye] axeT/0S SN ueld
sanbiuyosay uoliw 198w 0} Ayunuoddo sapinoid uey) ainjonnselul uny ay) 1e Jusawanow ybnolyl e sI 0g SN dAneuUId)e Aunwwo)d
uonaNIIsu0D GETS g suiseq Bunsixa syoedu] « alow salinbay » INISYED SIY1 Ul Teyl sI aoualayip Jofew ay | ‘aAireuldle uny 1y
[edldAL » 01 GZT$ OV sanoidw . a-soile -9lelS | ¥66T Jled YHON 8y) 03 Jejillis SI aAlreuls)e siy L S/aulereIS 14
J9lbuewn,
e ssa99e panoidwli 1o} [enualod «
SERIVETIEY]
pue S8sSauISN( [eJaA3S 0} SS899e
Ajipow Apueaiiubis pinopn «
paioedwi
saiadoud ferosswwo) g *xoiddy e
paedwi Ng 06 "xoiddye
pappe abpuq uelsapad Ji yled solilawoab
sanss| Bulpuey aPIOIS UBA 01 SSa29e sanoldw| « | ajgqenoidde Aouaby «
olen) JIOUIN » Sied Jeaurq 01 sjoedwl [eiualod « Kiayes pue "1SaMYINoS
sanbiuyosay uoyw sjuawalinbal Aunuoddo uelysapad | yoeals ay) 01 paAoW aq PINOM UOIJ8SIAU| 0S SN/|elL
uonanIIsuoD 08% 7AW 193w 0} AnunuoddQ » 9194210 saoueyug . Blile} 1aauold ay1 1dadxa € % Z SaAieulally pjing se anleU-Ia)Y
[ed1dAL » 010.$ OV sanoidw . a-sole olldnd | 2T0Z | dwes ays ag A|[enuassa pinom SABUIBYY SIYL ajfuen €
paddoiq A (1s3) .
Jjge suolrelapIsuod Tl aweN ON
aAlTeUIB) Y TS 1s0D sjoedw| [eluswuoJIAUg e sd20Q " uondiosag T v s
suoseay ‘ded :

uonoy Buliinbay saAneusl| vy

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 47-



ATTACHMENT A

Aunuoddo
3[0A21q pue
ueLsapad saoueyuy «
Anunyoddo
[fepow nnw
pue Jisues) sadueyuy «
wu|ds Aemybiy gm/g3
0} paje|al SuIadU0d
10d pue saipnoyip

1S9/ 0§ SN aWo2aq
pinom juawubife anusAy Yied/preaanog

SS829e |enu Buipuiy Aepn « auIdISaM Aemyied axe ay) a|iym ‘1se]
apIsal/ssauisng sled reaur syoeduw » nids Apms 0G SN se pareubisap-al ag pjnom Qg SN Bunsix3g
urejurew o} Kem Jo 1y6u reuonippe Aemybiy 05 gm/g3 uone} ‘aue| uin}-Yya| Aem-0Mm} J8JUSD B pue SSBIJE [BI0)
sabuajeyo asod asnbal |im syuawanoidwi O « sayI|sIp suenjed « [lodsues) 1o} aue| punogisea ajbuls e snjd ‘punogisam
pinoo BuipueH na (uonepijosuod ealy saue| ybnoiyl omy apinoid o) panoidwi
oljel] 00T-G/ Alerewixoidde o) syoeduw| » Kemanup pue aularels a0 p|NoM G SN JO 3PIS a¥e| 8y} 01 BNUBAY Yied
suauaq ybiamino [  sanbiuyoal [enuapisal speos abejuoly Inoyum | /05 pue ‘preasjnog auld ‘1S9 Aemsiied aye ‘saue|
sjoedw 1S00 pue |  UORINIISUOD uolfiN pue [e1piawwod Bulurewsal splepuels 198w KemyBiH Jljel) pUNOQgISEa OM) 0} PAUBAUOD 3 PINOM | ¥ dAIRU
Aujgelonnsuod [eoldAy « 06% 01 s1oedwi ssa29e JURIIUBIS « Jjou s80Q) 4 - SO » sNn 7002 | Aemiied ayeT pue anuany dled usamiaq 0S5 SN | -1env 9
Anunyoddo ajoA21g pue 'SABMBALIP 31epI|osu0d
sled Jeaur syoedw « uelysapad saoueyug « 0} plens|nog auld 0} [3|jesed pajonssuod
Aem Jo 1ybu reuonippe Anunuoddo g p|nom peol abejuol v 1S9 05 SN dWo023q
alinbal |im syuawanosdwi OMN « fepow nNw pinom juawubife anuaAy red/pressjnog
SS300€ [enu na pue lsuel) saoueyug « auldsa Aemyred axeT ayl aiym ‘1seg
apIsai/ssauisnq 00T-G2 Ajgrewixoidde o} syoedw « | 3ids Aemybiy am/ga3 0G SN se pareubisap-al ag pjnom 0§ SN Bunsix3
urejurew o} jenuapisal 0} pare|al SUI3dU0D "aue| uin}-Yya| Aem-0m) JSJU3D B puR SS3IIE [BI0)
syjeuaq ybiamino |sabuajieyo asod pue [e1oIswwod Bulurewal 10d pue sannoip 10} aue| punogises a|buis e snid ‘punogisam
sjoedw 1s02 pue | pjnod BulpueH 0] s1oedwi ssadoe Jueayiubis Buipuly Aepp « saue| ybnoiyr omy apinoid 0y panosdwi
Aujigelonasuod olgel] « sAemanup nds a0 p|NoM 0G SN JO 3pIS a¥e| 8y} 01 BNUBAY Mied
- 1102 ‘LT sanbiuyosa) parepljosuod pue ‘speol abejuoly | Aemybiy 05 gm/g3a pue ‘pleasinog auld ‘1S9 Aemied axe ‘saug|
yore uo 1ad uononsisuo) uolliin ‘fempeol 0] anp sassauisng sayIISIp suene) . Jljel] pUNOQgISEs OM} 0} PAUBAUOD 3 PINOM | W 3AleU
Aq paoalay « [eoidA] « 06$ ov Alorewixoidde 01 1oedwi |4 « 3-S07 - 4Sd | 0T0Z |Aemyied axeT pue anuaAy died usamiad 05 SN | -8y <]
paddoia (1s3) .
Ajjge suoleIapIsuo) nad aweN OoN
aAleUIRY Y RS 150D sjoeduw| fejuswuoliAug - sooQ " uonduoasaqg G IV G
suoseay ‘ded :

pa10afey Ing palapISu0D SaAlRUIL] Y

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 48-



ATTACHMENT A

‘uondasiaul pazijeubis Aemyied axe1/0S
SN Wa1ind 3yl 8de|das pjnom Inogepunol aue|
-OM] Y/ "UOI[}08SI8UI [lel] 193uold/0S SN Bunsixa
"9oualadxa 9y} Jeau uof93sIalul INOJEPUNOS SUEB|-0M)
8194219 mau e 0} ‘xa|dwod Buiddoys 1a1uad abe|iA ayr
pue uelsapad IN0gEepUNOI dUEB|-931Y} JO 1SaMm pue yinos ay} 0} Buissed ‘anuany dled
ay1 anoidwi e anoidde jou |Im Apnmis JO 1SaMm puaixa pjnom Aempeol ay] ‘sAemanlp
0] sjuawanosdwi sueq)ed ‘Inogepunos | uone; pue suonoasiajul Jofew 1e syaxo0d uiny
adA) adeosiaans aue|-aaiy) e lodsuel | UNm ‘uondalip yoea ul saue| [aAel} oMl apiaoid
[feuonippe 9 0} 8Aey pjnom jred] | ealy 0} pauapIM 8q pue ‘oG SN BW029q PINOM
UM uoioalip 1aauold 1e 1nogepunol [aularels Kemvjred axe/peoy [eanuoly ‘sjuswaroidul
yoes Ul aue| aue|-0M} Jeyl SMoys /05 pad pue a1q yum ‘aue| Jisuell suo
3UO0 01 palpow 2z Apnis oiyren maN «  |AemyBiH pue saue| punogisea g 01 PaUaAU0D g pPInoM | @ dAleU
SARUIB) Y «  [OAIBUIB)Y 99S o Z 9AleUIB)|Y 89S Z 9AIRUIB)|Y 89S sn 7002 | Aemied a)e pue anuaay led usamiaq 05 SN | -Jenv 8
Anunuoddo
919A21q pue "3NUBAY 3UIT 81IS/1IS9/M 0S SN
uelsapad saoueyuy « 1e papinoid ag ||im sjeubis mau pue ‘suonodasialul
Anunuoddo pazireubis Bunsixa re papaau se pajuswajdwi
fepow njnw a(q pjnom sjuswanoidwi jeubis ‘shkaneH
pue jsues} saoueyud « JO yuou juswubife 1sapn Aemyied axe Bunsixa
uids Aemybiy gimg3 B} pue UOIDaSIBIUI SNUBAY BUIT 31eIS/aNUBAY
Mied Jeaurq syedw| « 0} paje|al SanNdIYIP Jepa) ay) usamiaq paiinbal aq pjnom
Aem jo 1ybu [euonippe Buipuly Aepn « Juswbas Aempeol uonisuesy Mau Y ‘IS8 05 SN
asnbal |im syuswanosdwi OM « | nds Aemybiy gm/g3 aWo093( pinom Juswubife anuaAy Yled/anuany
suiseq 0] paje|al Suladuod repaDasap Aemdred axeT aul a|iym ‘1se]
SS920€ [enu OM Bunsixa 10edwi pinopA « 10Qd pue sapnaip ¥Sd 0S SN se pajeubisap-ai1 g pjnom o5 SN Bunsix3g
apisal/ssauisng na Buipuy Aepn « / Apms ‘aue| uinl-ya| Aem-om) 18Juad e pue SSadJk [ed0|
siyauaq urejurew o} 08-09 Ajorewixoldde 0} syoedw| « | 1Qd 01 a|qeidadde jou | uoley lo} aue| punogises s|buls e snid ‘punogisam
Buiybiemino  |sabuajreys asod [enuapisal uonoasiaul pabbal-g « flodsues saue| ybnoiyl omy apiroid 0y panosdwi
sjoedw 1s09 pue | pjnod BulpueH pue el swwod Bulurewsl (uonepijosuod ealy aq pjnom 05 SN Bunsixa Jo apis axe| ayl 03
Aljigelonssuod oljel] 03 syoedwi ss899€ JURdYIUBIS « Aemanup pue aulerels BNUBAY Mled pue ‘anuany Jepa) ‘1S9 Aemied
pue ‘soL1awoab sanbiuyoa SAeMaALIp palepl|osuod speols abejuol) Inoyum | /05 ayeT 'aue| Ajuo-lisues) auo snid saue| den
Jo} did uonaNIISsuoD pue Aempeol 0} anp sassauisng spJepuels 19aw AemybiH [ 0T0Z | reseuab punogisea omi 0] palBAUOD 8¢ PINOM g9
Buunp pajoaley « [eoidAL « 0z Ajerewixosdde o} yoedwi |in4 « | Jou s80Q) 4 - SOT » SN [/700z [Aemyied axeT pue anuaAy sled usamiaq 0§ SN |Aeuls)y L
paddoig .
Aijge sSuolrelapIsuod IXTe! aweN ON
aAlITeuIB) Y sjoedw| [eluswUOIIAUT s20Q uondiiosag v
S — -19NnJ1suo0) ubisaqg IA IV PIO depy

(panunuo) pajodaley INg palapisSuo)d SaAlRUId]| Y

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 49-



ATTACHMENT A

[eusrew odxa
NISS3IXT o
S
Inoyap/Bulpuey
aen
xa]dwoo alnnbali
[l UORONIISUOD

Jarempunolb
01 s1oedwi [enualod pue

sjoIuod Aunn -
aoueUBURW
pue suonelado
pue souawoab
a|genoidde Aouabe

"UoIdNASUOD Jaye
SS329® SSaUISNg MO|[e 0} [lel] Jaauold ay} jo
1sam 0G SN Buope peos abeiuol) e sapnjoul osfe
aAITeula)[e SIYL "BAIRUISYE SIU) YUM pajeulw|a
3¢ p|NOM UONID3SIBII 0G SN/|lel] Jaauold
3yl 'ssadoe Aouabiawa 10} Xemapis pue JapIAip
19]U32 BPIM 100} 7 B YIM Aem yoea saue| 100}
-ZT OM] 8pNjaul PINOM LIPIM [Uun} 8y ‘|auuny
3y JO pua Yyoea uo suonisuel) 100} 00SZ UM
199} 00SGE S! |]auuny ayy Jo Yibus| arewixosdde

Teak-nini « Burisyem-ap 031 anp suIadu0d OM « UNM SUIBDUOD » 3y "|rell Jasuold JO 1Sam QG SN U0 aJeyns pue
lojoe1u09 payipow Apuesyiubis Ayunyoddo fepow Remyjled aye JO 1Sam [auun} ay) 1ajua pjnom
pazijerdads 2 pjnom sanladoid 01 SS820y « | NINW anoidwil pjnopn « JIeJ} PUNOCISSAA “|BUUN] By} 3ZI|IIN PINOM diyel)
alinbal na Aayes anoidwi ybnouyl pue [suuny ayl anoge 0G5 SN Bunsixa ayr
suyauag ybamino [jjim ‘uononiisuod 0v-0€ Ajerewixoidde 0} syoedw| « pinom uoneredas Apnis SN pINOM |l Jaauold WoJj dujel) pue diyel)
sjoedwi 1s09 pue | BuiBusjeyd 008$ saadoud [elolawwod ajoIyan/ueINSapad « |[sisAjeuy [e207 "ease umolumop ay) ybnosy Juawubire |jpuung
Ajigelonnsuod Alpwanx3 » 01 0G/$ GT Algrewixoidde 01 syoeduw| « a-sSoie aneaA | 0102 0G SN 1Ua1INd 8y} Japun [auun} € 1on1suo) 80-10 0T
‘goualadxa ‘uonodasIaAI rel |
919Ka1q 198U01d/0S SN Bunsixa ay} Jeau uopdasIalul
pue uelsapad Mau e 0] ‘xa|dwod Buiddoys 121ua) abe|IA ay)
ay) anoldwi Apnis 10 1SaMm pue yinos ay) 01 Buissed ‘anusiy dled
0} sjuswanoidu uonel 1O 1SaM puaIxa pjnom Aempeol ay] "SAeMaALp
adA1 adeosieans lodsuel] pue suondasiajul Jofew Je syexo0d uiny
[feuonippe ealy UUM ‘uondalip yoea uj saue| [aAel) oM} apinoid 0}
Uum uonoalp aularels pauspIm ag pue ‘0g SN awodaq pinom Aemyied
yoea uj aue| /0S 9XeT/peoy [eallUo "aue| AJuo Jisuel) suo pue
auo 01 payipow € RemybiH Saue| [aARI) PUNOISEd g 01 PALUIBAUOD 3 p|NoMm | O aAleu
SARUIB)Y «  [OAIRUIB)Y 998 » € 9ABUIB)Y 89S € 9ARUIB)|Y 89S SN G002 | Aemiied a)e pue anuaay led usamiaq 05 SN | -Jenv 6
paddoug 5
aAlRUIBY Y Awjige sjoeduw| [eluswuoIAUT suonelspisuos so0Q Aed uondiiosag aulEN 1\ ON
suoseay -19N11su0) ubisaq IA 1V PIO depy

(panunnuod) paloaley INg PaIapISUOD SaAITRUISYY

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 50-



ATTACHMENT A

(sassauisng
9T "xoidde) [eloiawwod 4S
000'Lg pue ‘syun [elual €6€ ‘NA

uds
Kemybiy 05 amvg3
SOYI|SIp sueseD
Aajes pue

‘Saue| uiny 10} mojie
0] SUOI193S18)Ul BNUBAY BUI[TRIS PUB 3NUBAY
sied ayl 1e Apybiis 1no palely pue uondasiaul
peoy dooT 1seg pue 1S9p USamMIaq Saue|-g 0}
paduisal aq pjnom Aempeol auel-G uasaid ay
‘SauUe|-E 0) PAUSPIM 8 PINOM pue PuNogises
0S SN Sse paleubisap ag pjnom SUonJasIAU|
peoy doo pasodoid ay) usamiaqg ‘pAlg

sanssi 26T s1oedwi ‘Y3 ueld T66T 48d « | Anunuoddo uemsspad aoye] aye ‘punodgisam 0G SN se pareubisap
SaAIfeuId)|Y Buypuey auyen sied Jeauiq oedw| « pue 319A21q sanoldw] « 90 p|NOM pue Saue| punogisam ‘Aem-auo aaiy)
JuaLIND Uey) 91eISPOIA « 1011S13 JUOISIH 10edW| - SaAITeUIa]|Y JUSLIND aney pjnom (pseaajnog auild) doo yuoN ayL
syoedwi 310 « sanbiuyosay sjuawalinbal uey} ainjonnsesul *10plJ0D [aAR)) Aem-auo e 0G SN Bunjew Ag eare
paJinbai Apuaiind | uononiIsuo) GZT$ AL 193w 0} AjunuoddQ alow salinbay » 21092 ay1 ybnouy) Buissed aifel) Jo Junowe ay) SAITeu-Ia)Y
10U SaInjes) || « [eaidAL « 01 00T$ OV sanoiduw] « ad-SO1e dI3 | 166T [oonpai 01 pasodoid sem aajeulsle Aem-auo ay L Aepy-ouQ 4"
uonoalg
SaAlfeuIa)y Apms "aAITeulalfe Siy} yoe3 ui
pasodoud uauno 4 sisAreuy arelodlooul 0) PaIpoW 3I1aM SaAIRUIBYY pling aue auQ
o paydopy s [pue TsyyaesS .| VN Z pue T S}y 89S » Z pue T S}y 99S » anreA | oToz |8yl -uonoauip yoea ul suel ybnoiyl auo apinoid - 20-d3
"JONIISUOD 0] 3|qISeajul dAITeUI3)e SIUY)
[eusrew 1odxa sayew Aydeisbodol Bunsixa ay ‘sjod ejopuobh
9NISS30XT o S1S00 N0 3y Jo uoeso|al alinbal pjNoMm UOIINIISUOD
S Bulobuo yueoyiubiS. |auuny syl ‘aduenua |auuny ay) buole peoy
Inoyap/Bulpuey Jarempunolb «30URUBURW J31U0IH BIA SS922€ Ulejurew PjnoMm UOId3sIaUl
aien 03 syoedw [enpuajod pue pue suonelado [eli] 18auold 8y} JO 1SaMm Sassauisng ay L
x3]dwod ainbai Buniaremap yim sulasuod OM e pue soLawoah ‘lauuny ay} Jo uonajdwod Jaye pPaonsIsu0dal
[l UOONIISUOD SS8208 a|qenoidde Aouabe uay} pue uondNIISUOd Buunp panowsal aq
Teak-nni » paiipow Apueayiubis aney pjnom UIM SUIS2U0D » 01 aAey pinom Buisnoy ay} [puun} ay} 19n1su0d
l10joeNU0d Jauuny ays jo spua Je saiadoid « | Anunyoddo repow 0} JBPJO U] "8pIS Urelunow ay} Uuo aAINd
pazijeloads padojanapal ag p|nod Nw anoldwi pjnopA 3y} 1 [aUun} 8y} 8JeNS USY) pue punogises
alinbai |auun} 8y} aAoge eaJe 3yl Jo yonw Kiayes anoidwi Bulob |res] J198UOId JO 1SOM LE]S PINOM
siyauaq ybiamino [jim ‘uononisuod ‘UonONISUOD Jaye 1dadxa ‘g pue z |  pjnom uoneredas Apms [pUUN} BY] "€ % Z SaAIRUIa)Y Japun Aemybiy |puunyg
sjoedwi 1s00 pue | BuiBus|eyd 0S€$ | syv se [enuapisal pue sassauisng | ajoIYaA/URLISApad « |SISAleuy ay1 Agq s1oedwi aq pjnom 1eys eale Buisnoy ay} uoys
Aujgeronnsuod Alpwanxy « 01 00E$ JO Jaqwinu awres 03 10edw| « a-soe. anfeA | 0Toz | Jepun [auuny e 19N13SUOD pjNoM BAITeUIB)E SIY L ¥Z-10 TI
paddoig £ (1s3) :
Jiqe suoleIapIsu0) nag aweN OoN
aAlRUIRY Y LS 150D sjoeduw]| fejuswuoliAug - sooQ " uonduoasaqg RO v s
suoseay ‘ded :

(panunuod) paloaley 1Ng pPaispISu0D SaAIRUIBI|Y

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 51-



ATTACHMENT A

solawoab
(sassauisng 10dN/suened '0G SN Se pareubisap aq pjnom UORISSIAUI
9T "xoidde) [erosswwod 4S a|genoiddy « 1sea peoy doo pasodold ay) 01 uondasIaul
000°/Z pue ‘syun [elual £6€ ‘NA Kiayes 1sam peoy doo pasodolid sy} wolj peoy
6GT S1oedw! ‘Y3 yeid T66T Jod « pue sanunyuoddo doo yinos ayy ‘Aempeos Bunsixa ayy buiduisal
sanss| sled reaur 1oedw| « uelysapad Aq paysijdwoade aq p|nom Siyl “aue| uin} Jajusd
SaAlTeuIa)y Buipuey aiyen 101ISIQ 2UO0ISIH 1oedw| « pue aj9A21q sanoidw] « B pue UoNoalIp Yyaea Ul sue| [aAel) 3Uo ‘saue|
juaLIND Uey) 91eISPOIA « sjuswalinbal 1L SaAITeUIa]|Y JUSLIND 931U] 0] 8Al} WOJ) PAJNPal aq PINOM SUOII3SIalUI
sioedwi a0 « sanbiuyosay 198w 0} Ayunuoddo sapinoid uey} ainjonnsenul peoy dooT 1sea ay) pue 1S9\ 8yl Usamiaq aInol
pasinbai Apuauna| uonanisuo) GeT$ g suiseq Bunsixa soedul] « alow salinbay » 2109 3y ey} 1da0Xa aAlTeUISYE SUR|-aAl 3U} anjeuIaly
10U SaINJead} ||V « [eoidAl 01 GZT$ OV sanoidw] « ad-sSO1-e di3 | T66T |se awes ay) 8q pjnom aAjeuls)e aue|-aaiy} 8yl auetealyl| vT
‘uoid3SIBI
1sea peoy dooT 8y} 0] UONI3SIaIUI ISAM proy
doo pasodold sy} wouy 05 SN Se pareubisap
3 pjnom peoy doo yinos ay] ‘aue|
(sessauisnqg uJn)-}a| JBIUSD B puE UOIIBIIP Yoea Ul Saue|
9T "xoidde) felniswwod 4S uiny OM} YlIM ‘[euonosiip-om} ‘apIm saue| anl
000°/Z pue ‘syun [ewal €6€ ‘Nd 8 p|nom peoy doo| yinos ay| aue| uin} Jajuad
6GT Ss1oedwi ‘Y13 yeld T66T Jod » solawoah B pue UondalIp Yyoea Ul sue| auo Yum dlyel)
sanss| sied Jesurq 1oedw] « 10aN/suened [euonoaIP-0M) MOJ[e PINOM PUB SPIM Saue| 831y}
SaAIeUId)|Y Buypuey aen 10L1SIQ JU0ISIH 10edw| « a|qeno.iddy . ag pjnom (pJeasinog auld) peoy doo yuoN
juaLIND Uey) 91RIBPOIA « suiseq SaAITeUId]|Y JUSLIND Byl "aue| uIN} JBIUSD B pue UONJAIIP Yoea ul
sjoedwi 310 « sanbiuyosay uoliw Bunsixa syoedwi ‘syuswaiinbal uey) ainjonnselul saue| [9ARI) OM] YIM S| Se urewal 0} uopoasialul
paiinbai Apuauna| uononisuo) GET$ JANL 193w 01 AunuoddQ « alow salinbay » peoy dooT 1se3 pue 1S3\ By} USamiag 3ol anlTeU-Ia)yY
10U Salnjes) ||V « [ealdAL 01G2T$ OV sanoidw] « D-S07e. d13 | T66T | 9100 8y} jo paisIsu0D aAireula)e aue| anl ay L aue]and | €T
paddoiq A (1s3) .
Jiqe suoleIapIsuo) nad aweN OoN
aAlRUIRY Y ST 1S0D sjoeduw| fejuswuoliAug i sooQ " uonduosaqg G IV G
suoseay ‘ded :

(panunuod) paloaley 1Ng pPaispISuoD SaAIRUIBIY

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 52-



ATTACHMENT A

'0G SN Se pareubisap ag pjNOM UOND3SIBI
1sea peoy doo pasodold syl 01 UOIIBSIBIUI
1sam peoy doo pasodoid ay) wolj peoy
dooT YyInos 8y “dAifeuld)e auel-aalyl sy}
Se aWes 8y} aq pPiNOM aAIyeulalje Yried YUON sy}
sAem 1aylo |fe U] ‘uondasIaUI pleAsnog aoye|
)] pue aNUdAY M3Jed ayl pue uondasiaul
1sam peoy doo pasodoid ayi Jo uoneinbiyuodal
ainbal pjnom aAeuIsl|y Yred YUoN syl
Bunuawsaldw| ‘saue| 8aiy) 01 padiisal ag pjnom
SUOI}93S.191Ul }SBD pUB BNUBAY Yled 8y} usamiaq
UoN93s 3y} Usamiaq pleaajnog aoye) ayeT Jo
uon9as 8y "puad 1sam ay} Je 19s)o0 atem doo| sy}
1O SJUBWISI3 YINOS pue Ylou ay} alaym WaisAs

(sassauisng /T ‘xoidde) Aajes © 9JeaJd PINOM SIY] ‘pJeAsinog aoye| axe
[elnJawiwod 4S 000°'2Z pue Nad pue sapiunuoddo pue 3NUBAY YIed JO UONI3SIaluUI 8} 0} SnudAR
sanss| 1T s1oedw! ‘Y13 yeld T66T Jod » uellsapad sied YUON Usy} pue preas|nog auld MO||0}
SanireuIa)y Buipuey aiyen sied reaurq 1oeduw] « pue aj9A21g sanoidw] « pinom peoy dooT YuUoN 3y} ‘Jayrey "uondasIalul
jua1INd Uey) 9YeIaPOIA « sjuawalinbas 1AL SaAIfeuIa)|y JuUaLINd 1SaM a3y} 0} Smopeay aoyel ybnoiy) pualxa Jou
sjoedwi aI0 » sanbiuyoa) uoljjw 198w 0} Aunuoddo sapinoid uey} ainjonisesul pIinom preas|nog auld ‘aAleulsle yried YHoN ay} aNITeU-Ia)Y
patinbai Apuaiind| uononisuod GETS g suiseq Bunsixa syoedul| « alow salinbay » yum yeyy Buiaq aduaiayip Jofew syl “aAireusa)e anuany
10U SaINJe3d} ||V « [eaidAL 01G21$ OV sanoidwj « a-soie. 313 | 166T aue| 321y} Y} O} Je|iWIS S| dAITeUIa)e SIY | ded yuoN | ST
paddoia A (1s3) .
Jjqe suolneIapISu0) IElel aweN OoN
aAlRUIRY Y LS 150D sjoeduw| fejuswuoliAug - sooQ i uonduoasaqg A DIO b1\ o
suoseay ‘ded :

(panuinuod) paloaley INg PaIapISUOD SaAITRUISYY

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 53-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

T dVIA

SNOLMIOS  NOIS3A IAILVAONNI  BNI4oTIAZA

SH3IoOE goam

<

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

avoy V3IYINOW

431N3D
JOVTIIA

avoy OHd3

N3IT9LNON JOVTIA

AIN3IAVIH

avoy SSOW

avoy Ny34

3NN3AV XY¥vd

LamLeia
uoltelJodsues| doye|

W

avoy N319

o, X £
" N\ a0 1D1¥1S1d DIYOLSIH
SMOAV3N JOHYL
_ cawwwey
INIINNDO0A TVLINIWNOYIANI/TVAOHIAY 1D3f0OYd ¢T0¢ 3OHVL DIV

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 54-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

¢ dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

431N3D
JOVTIIA

N3IT9LNON JOVTIA z

SIHVHYYVH AIN3IAVIH

3NN3AV XY¥vd

,/«v\ v AIN08 aNd

VA
HO#I‘IV:)

.mN
5

€ AAILVNYILIV

avoy Ny34

avoy OHd3

1INIINND0A TVLNINNOYIANI/TVAOYddY 1D310¥d ¢T0C

LamLeia
uoltelJodsues| doye|

W

SNOLMIOS  NOIS3A IAILVAONNI  BNI4oTIAZA

SH3IoOE goam

<

avoy V3IYINOW

avoy N319

avoy SSOW

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

JOHVL DIV

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 55-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

$S3204d SNIdOJS ONIYNA A3ISOd0YUd «

€ dVIN

1INIINND0A TVLNINNOYIANT/TVAOYddY 1D310¥d ¢T0C

LamLeia
uoltelJodsues| doye|

W

SNOLMIOS  NOIS3A IAILVAONNI  BNI4oTIAZA

SH3IoOE goam

<

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

QVOY TYIYINOW

431N3D
JOVTIIA

N3IT9LNON JOVTIA

AIN3IAVIH

avoy N319

avoy Ny34
Aavod OHO3

3NN3AV XY¥vd

I 12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

2\ quynaino? 3

A3y

£
5
s

H

Yay,

*INILVNYILTV F1DONVIHL

JOHVL DIV

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 56-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

¥ dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

E QvOY TYIYINOW

avoy SSOW

g
) RETIVER)
2 IOVTIIA \

N3IT9LNON JOVTIA

AINIAVIH %,

avoy N319

SIHVHYYVH

S
S
¥
Qvoy Ny33

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

iy
A
$

va

“IAILYNYILIV NV1d ALINNIAINOD NNY INS/INITILVLS v66T Ikt

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 57-



ATTACHMENT A

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

avoy V3IYINOW

431N3D
JOVTIIA

JOVTIA
AIN3IAVIH

SIHVHYYVH

avoy Ny34

3NN3AV XYvd

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

___ vinwNeEw
S dVIA 140d3d AdNLS 125310dd 0T0C¢

avoy OHd3

SNOLMIOS  NOIS3A IAILVAONNI  BNI4oTIAZA

SH3IoOE goam

<

avoy SSOW

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

JOHVL DIV

avoy N319

LamLeia
uoltelJodsues| doye|

W

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 58-



ATTACHMENT A

\ﬁ\ e N¥Vd 31V1S-19
I ITHDIS NVA

avoy OHd3

431N3D
JOVTIIA

JOVTIA
AIN3IAVIH

SIHVHYYVH

avoy SSOW

avoy Ny34

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

Y AAILVNYALTV
dVIN AQNLS NOILV1YOdSNVYY1 VI¥VY INIILYLIS/0S AVMHDIH SN #00T

avoy N319

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 59-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0D 4109
aoomivail

dVIN

v

AdVd 31v1sS-19
ITADIS NVA

431NID
JOVTIA

JOVTIIA

(4

I

; m NIT9LNOWN
! ATNIAVIH

SIHVHYVH

3NNIAY M¥vd

d
v >52uw EN

d AAILVNYILTV

140d34 AdNLS 15310dd 0TOC ANV
AQNLS NOILV1HOdSNVYL V3IHV INITILVLS/0S AVMHODIH SN #00¢

avoy N¥3d4

avoy OHO3

avoy N319

avoy SSON

12141S1d JI¥O1SIH
SMOAQV3IIA JOHVL

O

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 60-



ATTACHMENT A

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

avoy 1v3YLINOW

-
avoy OHd3

N3IT9LNON JOVTIA

AIN3IAVIH

avoy N319

SIHVHYYVH

avoy SSOW

3NN3AV XY¥vd

£

ouaranoe 12141S1d DI1Y0LSIH
SMOQV3IW JOHVL

35¥N0J 4109

aoom3inai £
o
g

d IAILVNYIALTV
dVIN AQNLS NOILV1YOdSNVYY1 VI¥VY INIILYLIS/0S AVMHDIH SN #00T

¥

o\d

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 61-



ATTACHMENT A

dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

JOVTIA
AIN3IAVIH

SIHVHYYVH

d
o 7m.50m EN

3S4N0D 4109
aoominai 4%
9
J AAILVNYILTV

3NN3AV XY¥vd

avoy 1v3YLINOW

avoy OHd3

avoy N319

avoy SSOW

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

AQNLS NOILY14OdSNVYL V3IHV INITILVLS/0S AVMHODIH SN #00¢

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 62-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

OT dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

431N3D
JOVTIIA

JOVTIA
AIN3IAVIH

SIHVHYYVH

avoy Ny34

SIAIAYVH

o)
s

3NN3AV XY¥vd

d
o 7m.50m EN

A3y

£
5
s

H

vay,

AAILVNYILTV 0S5 SN ONILSIX3 HLVINIEG 1INNNL

140d34 AANLS SISATVNY ANTVA 0T0C

avoy OHd3

avoy SSOW

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

avoy N319

o\d

¥

JOHVL IV

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 63-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

TT dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

431N3D
JOVTIIA

NITILNOW I9VTIIA g

AIN3IAVIH

SIHVHYYVH

avoy N¥34
<=

3NN3AV XY¥vd

d
o >m.50m EN

A3y

£
5
s

H

vay,

JAILVNYILTV VALV 1VILNIAISId HIVANIG 1INNNL

140d34 AANLS SISATVNY ANTVA 0T0C

avoy 1v3YLINOW

avoy OHd3

avoy N319

avoy SSOW

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

JOHVL IV

LY

E,,

73N01d

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 64-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

¢1 dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

431N3D
JOVTIIA

N3IT9LNON JOVTIA

AIN3IAVIH

avoy SSOW

SIHVHYYVH

avoy Ny34

3NN3AV XY¥vd

HEY
Nk
£

H

vay,

JAILVNYHILIV AVM-INO FH1L

SI13/413 - 123r04d AvOy dO01 JOHVL INVT HLNOS T66T

avoy TVaYINOW

avoy N319

= o W3aN0Kd

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

JOHVL V1

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 65-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

€T dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

E QvOY TYIYINOW

¥3INID
JOVTIIA FOVTIIA

AINIAVIH %,

N3IT9LNON

avoy SSOW

SIHVHYYVH

avoy Ny34

SIAIAYVH

3NN3AV XY¥vd

avoy N319

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

12141S1d JI4O1SIH

- L M= SMOQV3 JOHVL

VA
HO#I‘IV:)

Y

JAILVNYILTV INVI-AId FHL
SI13/413 - 123r04d AvOy dO01 JOHVL INVT HLNOS T66T

JOHVL V1

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 66-



ATTACHMENT A

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

¥3INID
JOVTIIA FOVTIIA

AINIAVIH %,

N3IT9LNON

SIHVHYYVH

avoy Ny34

E QvOY TYIYINOW

avoy SSOW

avoy N319

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

12141S1d JI4O1SIH

SMOQV3IA JOHVL

B8
3S4N02 4109
aoomina3i %
§
AAILVNYILTVY ANV I-334HL FHL
V1 dVIA S13/413 - 123r0dd Avoy dOOT IOHVL INV1 HLNOS

1661

JOHVL V1

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 67-



ATTACHMENT A

3SYN0I 4109
aoomisai

ST dVIN

Advd 31v1s-19
JTADIS NVA

avoy OHd3

¥3INID
JOVTIIA FOVTIIA

AIN3IAVIH

N3IT9LNON

avoy SSsow

SIHVHYYVH

avoy Ny34

g
N
N
oS
X
s

JAILVNYILTV INNIAV IHVd HLHON FHL

SI13/413 - 123r04d AvOy dO01 JOHVL INVT HLNOS T66T

12141S1d JI4O1SIH
SMOQV3IA JOHVL

avoy N319

ﬁé?ﬁzoa

JOHVL V1

AGENDA ITEM: VIILA.

AK/jw
TTD/C Board Meeting Packet - April 12, 2013

-Page 68-



	7.a February Financials-Attach A.pdf
	Bal Sheet
	Stmt of Ops
	General
	CIP
	TO

	7-b transit ops-attach a.pdf
	Simple Summary

	US_50_Attach_A.pdf
	Proj_Brief_package_Text
	hwy50_matrix1
	hwy50_maps1
	hwy50_maps2
	hwy50_maps3

	10.a FY14 Draft OWP-Attach A.pdf
	Tahoe Basin Transportation Program
	Overall Work Program - FY 2014
	March 2013
	Summary
	Introduction

	10.a FY14 Draft OWP-Attach B.pdf
	14OWP Cover DRAFT
	14_OWP_DRAFT v3
	INTRODUCTION 4
	WORK ELEMENTS 16
	FINANCIAL PROGRAM 47
	ADOPTING RESOLUTION & CERTIFICATIONS 50
	GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS
	INTRODUCTION

	Setting
	Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
	Tahoe Metropolitan Planning Organization
	Tahoe Transportation District
	Tahoe Transportation Commission
	TRPA Advisory Planning Commission

	FY 2014 WORK ELEMENTS
	WORK ELEMENT 101: TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ADMINISTRATION
	Purpose
	Discussion
	Previous Work
	Work Element 101: Transportation Development Act Fund Administration (cont.)
	TAHOE BASIN OWP


	WORK ELEMENT 102: OVERALL WORK PROGRAM
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK

	WORK ELEMENT 103: BOARDS, STAKEHOLDER AND TRIBAL COORDINATION
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	WORK ELEMENT 107: AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	DESCRIPTION
	Work Element 110: Regional Programming and Project Tracking (cont.)
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	PURPOSE
	DISCUSSION
	PREVIOUS WORK
	Department of Transportation
	Debarment and Suspension Certification for Fiscal Year 2013/2014


	COMPLETION DATE
	Monthly
	COMPLETION DATE
	October 2013
	June 2014
	COMPLETION DATE
	October 2013
	September 2013
	June 2014
	COMPLETION DATE
	May 2014
	March 2014
	July 2013
	February 2014
	January 2014
	FISCAL YEAR 2013/2014
	SIGNATURE PAGE



	ADP180E.tmp
	All items on this agenda are action items unless otherwise noted.  Items on the agenda may be taken out of order.  The Board may combine two or more items for consideration.  The Board may remove an item from the agenda or delay discussion relating to...

	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page
	Blank Page



