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comment. Ms. Spilman requested Committee comments by the end of this week so that staff can 
advise the Board of the necessary changes to be made. 

Ms. Spilman summarized changes that will be made to the final version of the Plan; she 
acknowledged that the cover will be redesigned and that the final version may have more 
photographs. Navigation through the appendices also will be improved. 

Ms. Spilman noted that all titles of charts and tables will be corrected and references to the 
appendices will be updated and inserted, along with page numbers. She noted additional 
corrections to be made to the project lists on pages 52 and 95, where they need to be put in 
order. Bus transit projects will start on page 59, and will include another table of Capital 
Replacement Needs and Operation Expenses. Ms. Spilman added that this was more of an in-
house project than originally anticipated. 

In response to questions from the Committee, Ms. Spilman explained that staff is anticipating 
some revisions following the Board meeting; depending on the extent of these changes the Plan 
will published as soon as possible thereafter, for possible release to the public in mid-October. 
Ms. Smith added that an environmental document on the plan is also required. Ms. Gause stated 
that a draft of the environmental document is anticipated to be out to the public in January or 
February, to be finalized in April or May. She noted that the CTP will officially be considered a 
draft document until the EIR is filed, and that the major focus of the environmental document 
would be toward those projects that are financially constrained. 

Further discussion and explanation took place regarding the revenue projections for the Plan. Ms. 
Smith explained that this Plan feeds into the larger Bay area long-range transportation plan, 
where projections are made on anticipated revenues based on historic knowledge and practice 
related to transportation funding. 

Mr. Richards reiterated his support of a gas tax increase, referring to page 37 of the draft Plan. 
Mr. Anderson noted that trends show as fuel efficiency improves and funds decline, some means 
of additional revenue will need to be implemented. He referred to information he had heard when 
in Washington D.C., and that alternatives are being examined. 

Mr. Birdlebough expressed that options need to be made clear; Ms. Hayes observed that the 
document could be worded so as not to preclude the possibility of an increased gas tax; e.g., it 
could state that “other types of revenue generation mechanisms” or words to that effect. 

Mr. Anderson referred to the “Goals and Objectives” section of the document, and further 
discussion took place regarding the appropriate use of the terms “goal” and “policy.” Ms. Spilman 
explained that the appropriate hierarchy of policy, goals, and objectives was not determined in 
past discussions, including those of the Ad Hoc Committee. Further discussion ensued regarding 
defining what would constitute policy, goals, or objectives, and the appropriate hierarchy of each. 

Mr. Birdlebough cited conflicting survey information from that on page 13 of the draft document 
vs. survey results he presented to the Committee. The survey he presented shows 52% of people 
drive alone; the census in the draft CTP shows 74.5% of people drive alone. Ms. Spilman 
explained that the census represents a larger group of people. Chris Barney added that the 
census data represents travel-to-work trips; the survey data includes non-working drivers. Mr. 
Birdlebough noted that according to the survey, half the population would be open to other modes 
of transportation than driving. He suggested including this information in the CTP. Ms. Spilman 
noted that this is in the appendix in the public outreach report. It was also noted that demographic 
trends indicate that non-workers will increasing. 
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Ms. Spilman referred to the chapter on “Travel for Non-working Purposes,” noting that this issue 
is addressed in the Plan. 

Discussion took place regarding reduction of greenhouse gas emissions; Mr. Richards asserted 
that implementation of ferry service (the Port Sonoma Ferry) would significantly increase 
greenhouse gas emissions. Mr. Barney explained that detailed analysis was not conducted on all 
transit modes in studying emissions, but data looks at VMT reduction and not at the GHG 
emissions of the vehicles themselves. The study is not project-specific, but programmatic. Data is 
examining the number of vehicles overall. Ms. Smith reiterated that this is a 25-year plan that 
examines ferry service simply as a transit option long-term; detailed studies have yet to be 
conducted to determine the impact of ferry service in GHG emissions. The committee concurred 
by vote that ferry service be kept in the document as an option, with Mr. Richards and Mr. 
Rhodes dissenting. 

Chair Anderson commended staff for their effort and hard work in producing this significant 
document. 

Mr. Birdlebough requested more information on use of buses and ridership (number of seats on 
buses).  

Chair Anderson noted a correction to be made to the table on page 8 of the CTP, showing the 
unincorporated number for 2000 should be 150,000, not 50,000. 

Mr. Richards added his compliments on a job well done in producing this document. 

Maddy Hirshfield announced her retirement from the Committee, and stated that this would likely 
be her last meeting as a member of the Committee. 

VI. Adjournment – ACTION 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:17 p.m. 
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Highway 101 Project #2 - North  
Steele Lane in Santa Rosa to Windsor River Road in Windsor 

 
Project Map: 

 
Insert Map 

 
 
This project has been split into two phases, Phase A and Phase B.   
 
Project Scope 
 
Phase A – Highway 101 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes 

• Reduce recurrent congestion on Highway 101 by constructing a northbound and 
southbound HOV lane; 

• Upgrade existing freeway to current standards including widening shoulders and ramp 
improvements; 

• Rehabilitate existing highway.  
 
Additional Project Details:   

• Upgrade drainage; 
• Widen bridges at Mark West Creek, Pool Creek, and Pruitt Creek; 
• Construct southbound auxiliary lanes at the Hopper Avenue and Mendocino Avenue on-

ramps; 
• Extend auxiliary lanes from north of Steele Lane to Bicentennial Way; 
• Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) devices, consisting of closed circuit television 

cameras, changeable message signs, traffic monitoring stations, and a highway advisory 
radio system. 

 
 
Phase B – Airport Boulevard & Fulton Road Interchange Improvements & Soundwalls 
 

• Replace Airport Boulevard Overcrossing with a new 5 lane structure (4 travel lanes and 
one turn lane); 

• Reduce highway 101 weaving by reconfiguring ramps at Airport Boulevard and Fulton 
Road; 

• Soundwalls at various locations. 
  
 

Project Status / Schedule 
Steele Lane Interchange – The southern limit of the North project is the Steele Lane 
interchange, which as a separate project, went to construction in 2006.  Measure M contributed to 
construction capital and support costs for the southern portion of the North project through a 
cooperative agreement with the California Department of Transportation.  The Steele Lane 
Interchange project is anticipated to be completed in August 2008. 
 
Phase A – The Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR) and design 
were both completed in October 2007.  The project was the recipient of $68.4M in Proposition 1B 
CMIA funding which allows the project to move forward with construction.    The project is 
expected to start construction in early 2009 and will take approximately two years to complete.   
 
Phase B - SCTA is working with Caltrans and Sonoma County Public Works in developing this 
project phase consisting of interchange improvements at Airport Boulevard and Fulton Road and 
the Measure M Local Street Project to replace the Airport Boulevard Overcrossing.  The project 
also includes constructing proposed soundwalls at various locations. 


