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SBCAG Board 
 
SBCAG Board provided the following comments at their May 20th meeting: 
 

Comment made by Location Comment   Response 

SBCAG Board 
 
 

Regarding prior Caltrans 
comment below (italics) 
 

It appears that Caltrans and SBCAG have a 
different understanding about using RSTP for 
R/W.  Has this been resolved?  SBCAG staff can 
respond with an e-mail.   
 

SBCAG staff provided an e-mail to the 
inquiring board member.   The comment 
from Caltrans was made on an early 
version of the Strategic Plan that did 
assume RSTP for R/W.  The current 
version no longer reflects RSTP for R/W. 
Measure A funds will be used instead.  
(see Appendix B, page 17).   

Caltrans     

 

Appendix B – Data Sheet 
MSA-02. 

The UVP cost info shows $0 from RSTP funds 
(expected to be $3 Million), and includes 
Measure A funds for R/W, not just construction 
as previously planned. This is not consistent 
with the recent funding plan Caltrans developed 
with SBCAG staff. 

At one point during the development of 
the Strategic Plan, RSTP fund may have 
been considered for the UVP project. 
However, consistent with the mandate 
that RSTP funds only be used (if required) 
on the Rte 101 Widening project, the 
funding for UVP was modified. Currently, 
only Measure A, already programmed 
STIP funds and State Local Partnership 
funds are included for UVP. The latter 
funds can only be used for construction. 
As a result, Measure A funds have to be 
utilized for R/W Capital as well as 
Construction. In conclusion, no change to 
the Strategic Plan funding for UVP is 
required. 

SBCAG Board Regarding Section 2.5, Pg 
26 

Response did not indicate SBCAG would be 
aggressively pursuing all federal funds, not just 
earmarks.  

Reference changed in Sections 2.5 and 
4.1 to: SBCAG would be aggressively 
pursuing “all federal discretionary funds 
“. 

SBCAG Board Pg. 7 of the Comments & 
Responses. General 
comment 

Document should provide more discussion 
about the weaknesses of the plan because 2/3 
of projects rely on matching funds to be 
delivered. 

Text added to Management of Risks 
section (4.1.2) to explain that program is 
highly dependent on matching funds. 

 


























































































































































































































































































































