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FY 2015/16 Unmet Transit Needs Findings — The FY 2015/16 Unmet Transit Needs process follows up on
preliminary findings from the FY 2014/15 cycle and considers several newly identified unmet transit
needs. The complete list of unmet transit needs is provided in Attachment F. All such needs were
evaluated against the agency’s “reasonable to meet” criteria (Attachment G). The following two unmet
transit needs satisfied SRTA’s criteria for funding:

FY2014/15 Improved service frequency | Add an afternoon round-trip, departing
on the Burney Express Redding at 2:35pm on weekdays.
FY2015/16 Service to/from Cottonwood | Add RABA express route service to/from
Cottonwood.

SRTA will support RABA efforts to promote the new services. Continuation will depend on system
performance which will be routinely evaluated as part of the annual Transit Needs Assessment, at which
time recommendations will be made to continue, continue with modifications, or discontinue the new
services. In addition, the new Cottonwood services will have added service hours as a result of grant
funds which have been earmarked by the state on a continuing basis. The enhanced pilot program is
dependent on these funds.

Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA} — SRTA contracts with Shasta Senior Nutrition
Programs (SSNP) to operate CTSA services, providing transportation in Shasta County outside the RABA
service area. CTSA will now be responsible for connections to Shingletown in FY 2015/16. Prior

Shingletown service was funded by grants which expire this year.

Fiscal Year Maximum Funding Allowed (5% Limitation) | Funding Requested/Received
2014/2015 $326,392 $326,392

2015/2016 | $334,506 $317,106

FINANCING:

The FY 2015/16 TDA allocation and claims were developed in compliance with the agency’s TDA Policies
& Procedures Handbook approved May 8, 2013. Approval of the FY 2015/16 TDA Apportionments and
Transit Obligations {Attachment B} will allow SRTA to distribute funds to the claimants.

ALTERNATIVES:
The board of directors may direct staff to study other transit needs that may be reasonable to meet,










5. A public hearing held on April 28, 2015, for the purpose of soliciting claimant agency and
citizen comments on unmet transit needs that may exist within each claimant’s
jurisdiction that might he “reasonable to meet” using LTF funds. Public comments were
analyzed and responded to.

WHEREAS, the findings required by PUC Section 99401.5, and related SRTA rules and policies,
for each claimant jurisdiction are reflected in a single resolution for administrative convenience,
and as a reflection of the coordinated transit service the individual claimants have separately
elected to provide through a joint powers agreement, despite their individual status as eligible
Transportation Development Act {TDA) claimants; and

WHEREAS, the information developed pursuant to PUC Section 99401.5 subdivisions (a)
through (c), inclusive, provides the basis for the findings herein for 2015/16 inciuding:
1. The 2015/16 TNA and supplemental data and analysis provided.
SSTAC consultation.
Public and claimant agency comments.
Staff reports and presentation to the SRTA Board of Directors.
The 2010 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).
Redding Area Bus Authority (RABA) Short-Range Transit Plan, dated June 2014,
All correspondence, testimony and documents otherwise comprising the record of
proceedings.

Nousewn

WHEREAS, the PUC Section 99401.5 findings made herein, including determinations that
existing transit services, upon modifications, shall continue to be funded for each claimant as
specified before any allocation is made by the responsible claimant for streets and roads within
its jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, proposed 2015/16 TDA allocations to the claimants, in the form of a 2015/16 TDA
budget, have been prepared.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the Shasta Regional Transportation Agency finds that:

1. RABA has met the 15% farebox ratio for fiscal year 2014/15.

2. As a result of this annual planning and review process, there are new “unmet transit
needs” that are “reasonable to meet” for the claimant jurisdictions in Shasta County for
2015/16; and

3. Existing transit services do not fully and adequately address these new unmet transit
needs which are reasonable to meet; and

4. An additional afternoon roundtrip Burney Express run between Redding and Burney, as
well as service to Cottonwood as detailed in the 2015/16 TNA Findings Report, are
reasonable to meet; and

5. The proposed new services to Burney and Cottonwood are consistent with the goals,
objectives, and policies of the RTP; and

6. The 2015/16 TDA budget {Attachment B) reflects the most equitable cost-sharing as
reflected by the agreement between claimant agencies in light of the transit system
benefits each will realize from the RABA-provided services.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Shasta Regional Transportation Agency:



1. Approves the 2013/14 TDA true-up by incorporation into the 2015/16 claims; and

2. Approves allocations for each claimant jurisdiction that are consistent with and
reflected in the 2015/16 TDA budget on Attachment B; and

3. Directs that claimants for TDA funds shall submit claims for transit funds in the amounts
not exceeding those shown on Attachment B for fiscal year 2015/16, and that these
claims and the use of resulting funds shall be consistent with transit requirements
hefore any LTF allocations go to other uses; and

4. Directs the auditor to make payments to the claimants pursuant to the schedule shown
in Attachment C to the staff report, or as sufficient funds become available.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 30th day of June, 2015, by the Shasta Regional Transportation
Agency.

Missy McArthur, Chair
Shasta Regional Transportation Agency



Attachment B

Apportionments and Transit Obligations Summary for FY 2015/16

SRTA
Admin
(Article
3)

$327,388

$327,388

Ped/Bike
(Article
3)

$148,395

$148,395

CTSA
(Article
4.5)

$243,431

$243,431

STA
Spillover

{Deferred
to
October)

$546,220.

$546,220

Public
Transit —
RABA
and
County
Transit
(Article 4
& Article
8)

$72,152

$2,517,538

$102,895

$0

$2,692,585

Other
Non-
Transit
Uses
(Article
8)

$397,360

$1,720,289

$388,898

$2,618,475

$5,125,022

TOTAL

$475,783

$243,431.

$469,512

$4,237,827

$491,793

$2,618,475

$546,220

$9,083,041










‘Attachment D

Shasta County

Sacial Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC)

To: Shasta Regional Transportation Agency {SRTA) Board
Date: 5/20/2015
Subject: 2015/16 Unmet Transit Needs Recommendation

The Shasta County Social Services Transportation Advisory Councii {(SSTAC) meets bi-monthly to
review transit needs in Shasta County. The SSTAC is responsible for preparing an unmet needs
recommendation to the SRTA board of directors as part of the annual unmet transit neads
process. The primary public transportation provider in the region is the Redding Area Bus

Authority {RABA),

The SSTAC has reviewed the 2015/16 Transit Needs Assessmeant and concurs with the initial

transit recommendations presented therein.

Respectfully submitted,

Hailie Fonseca, Chair - Transdev Transportation

Steve Smith, Vice Chair - Help Inc.

Sue Crawe - Shasta County Department of Pubilic Works
“Chuck Auktand - Redding Area Bus Authority

Cindy Dodds - Tri-Counties Community Network

Debbie Mcclung - Shasta Senior Nutrition Programs

Del Lockwood - Opportunity Center

Kay Hudelson - Golden Umbrelia

Kao Saechao - Far Northern Regional Center

Lisa White - Consoiidated Transportation Services Agency

Sue Walf - Shasta County Health and Human Services Agency-Sacial Services









Extend hours to 11 PM so people may attend night classes, concerts,
etc. Decentrralize RABA Demand Response dispatch (have DR
dispatch/transit coordinators operate out of different neighborhoods.
Switch to electric/natural gas vans and buses. Pusue fed funds for

Phone

4/28/2015

241-1007

i

39|Newcom loy clean air and accessible transportation.

SRTA Response to Public Comments_

The 2015/16 Unmet Transit Needs Process is wrapping up. SRTA wishes to thank you those of you who provided input on unmet transit needs in
Transportation Advisory Council and local transit providers on opportunities for meeting unmet transit needs. SRTA has limited resources for expanding transit, but our findings do favor the introduction of the following services:

» Additional Afternoon Burney Express Bus Trip
* Express service to Cottonwood

The SRTA Board of Directors will consider adopting these new services on June 30, 2015 at the Redding City Council Chambers at 3:00 PM. The public is welcome to attend. If you are interested, stay tuned regarding unmet transit needs updates by signing up at: hitp://srta.ca.gov/list.aspx. Thanks again for your input, and we

encourage your participation in next year's Transit Needs Assessment!

the Shasta region! Your comment(s) informed the davelopment of the Transit Needs Assessment. The Shasta Regional Transportation Agency has consulted with the Social Services







Attachment G

RESOLUTION NO. 00-21

DEFINITION OF UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS
AND REASONABLE TO MEET

WHEREAS, the Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires each transportation planning
agency to find, prior to any allocation of Local Transportation Fund (LTF) monies for streets and
roads, (1) that there are no unmet transit needs, or (2) that there are no unmet transit needs which
can reasonably be met, or (3) if there are unmet transit needs, including some such needs that are
reasonable to meet, that those needs determined reasonable to meet have been funded (California
Public Utilities Code (PUC) Section 99401.5); and

WHEREAS, the TDA further permits the agency to define the terms "unmet transit needs" and
"reasonable to meet” as it determines appropriate, consistent with PUC Section 99401.5(c); and

WHEREAS, Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency staff, having consulted
with claimant jurisdiction representatives and the Citizens Transportation Advisory Committee
and have concluded that minor technical changes consistent with the TDA and prior RTPA
practice are appropriate, and have therefore recommended the following revised definitions:

Unmet Transit Needs. An "unmet transit need" under the Transportation Development
Act shall be found to exist only under the following conditions:

1. A population group in the proposed transit service area has been defined and
located which has no reliable, affordable, or accessible transportation for necessary
trips. The size and location of the group must be such that a service to meet their
needs is feasible within the definition of "reasonable to meet" as set forth below.

2. Necessary trips are defined as those trips which are required for the maintenance of
life, education, access to social service programs, health, and physical and mental
well-being, including trips which serve employment purposes.

3. Unmet transit needs specifically include:

(a) Transit or specialized transportation needs identified in the transit system’s
Americans with Disabilities Act Paratransit Plan or short-range Transit Plan which
are not yet implemented or funded.

(b) Transit or specialized transportation needs identified by the Social Services
Transportation Advisory Council and confirmed by the RTPA through testimony or
reports which are not yet implemented or funded,

4. Unmet transit needs specifically exclude:

(a) Minor operational improvements or changes, involving issues such as bus stops, schedules
and minor route changes.

(b)  Improvements funded or scheduled for implementation in the following fiscal year.



(c) Trips for any purpose outside of Shasta County, in accordance with PUC Section 99220(b).

(d) Primary and secondary school transportation.

Reasonable to Meet. An identified unmet transit need shall be found "reasonable to meet"

only under the following conditions:

1.

It has been demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Agency that transit service
adequate to meet the unmet need can be operated with a subsidy not to exceed 80%
of operating cost in urbanized areas and 90% in nonurbanized areas. 1t must also
have been demonstrated that the unsubsidized portion of operating costs can be
recovered by fare revenues as defined in the State Controller's Uniform System of
Accounts and Records. The “Cost Allocation Method” as shown in Exhibit (A) is
the method to be used for determining fare box ratio.

(a) Transit service subsidy maximums may be determined on an individual
route or service area, or an individual proposed route or service area, basis.

The proposed expenditure of Transportation Development Act funds required to
support the transit service does not exceed the authorized allocation of the claimant,
consistent with Public Utilities Code Sections 99230-99231.2 and TDA
Regulations Sections 6649 and 6655.

The fact that an identified need cannot fully be met based on available resources,
however, shall not be the sole reason for finding that a transit need is not
Reasonable to Meet.

The proposed expenditure shall not be used to support or establish a service in
direct competition with an existing private service, nor to provide 24-hour service.

Where transit service is to be jointly funded by two or more of the local claimant
jurisdictions, it shall be demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Commission that the
resulting inter-agency cost sharing is equitable. In determining if the required
funding equity has been achieved the Commission may consider, but is not limited
to considering whether or not the proposed cost sharing formula is acceptable to the
affected claimants.

Transit services designed or intended to address an unmet transit need shall in all
cases make coordinated efforts with transit services currently provided, either
publicly or privately.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the definitions set forth above shall govern the
RTPA's determinations of unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet pursuant to applicable
TDA statutes and regulations, and the resulting allocation of TDA funds by this Commission;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Resolution 10-97 of the Shasta County Regional
Transportation Planning Agency dated December 16, 1997, is hereby rescinded and superseded.



PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12th day of December, 2000, by the Shasta County Regional
Transportation Planning Agency.

David L. McGeorge, Chairman
Shasta County Regional
Transportation Planning Agency
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