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ISSUE

Holding a Hearing on Potential Service Changes to Route 28 and Approving Service Changes to
Route 28.

RECOMMENDED ACTION

A. Accept Public Comment on Potential Service Changes to Route 28; and

B. Adopt Resolution No. 14-12-______, Approving Service Changes to Route 28 for April 5, 2015

FISCAL IMPACT

The service changes, as proposed, are estimated to result in a net savings of $24,257 annually
after fare revenue.

DISCUSSION

The attached resolution would approve service changes to RT Bus Route 28, extending the route
from the Mather Field/Mills light rail station to the Butterfield light rail station via Folsom Boulevard
effective April 5, 2015. On October 27, 2014, the RT Board set a hearing for this evening’s Board
meeting.  Staff recommends opening the hearing and taking public comment on the proposed
changes.  Upon the close of the hearing, if no significant changes are needed, staff recommends
adopting the attached resolution to implement the changes as proposed.

Background - Attachment 1a depicts the existing route and schedule for Route 28, which currently
connects the Mather Field/Mills light rail station with Sunrise Mall, primarily via Folsom Blvd.,
Sunrise Blvd., and Fair Oaks Blvd.  Prior to June 2010, Route 28 also served Folsom Blvd., from
Mather Field Road to Butterfield Way.  This segment was eliminated in June 2010 due to RT’s
fiscal emergency.  The proposed changes would essentially restore the route to its pre-2010
alignment, as shown in Attachment 1b.

Project Development – One of the key objectives of this proposal is to restore local bus service to
the Rancho Cordova Library at 9845 Folsom Blvd.  Library representatives have met with staff and
appeared before the Board several times to advocate for this service and have spoken in favor of
the current proposal.  RT’s current budget and three-year forecast do not include any allocations
for service expansion. Staff therefore developed this proposal as a cost-neutral reallocation of
existing resources.  It is important to note that reallocation is not always possible without adverse
impacts to other routes; however, in this case, staff believes there are no significant drawbacks.
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Fiscal Impact – Attachment 2 provides an estimated fiscal impact.  Labor costs are estimated to
be unchanged.  Mileage costs would increase slightly, but would be offset by gains in ridership
and fare revenue.  For the first year, the changes are expected to result in a net gain of $24,257.
Excluding changes in fare revenue, the gross increase in cost would be an estimated $11,900
annually.

Productivity – Attachment 3 provides estimated productivity statistics. Route 28 has been a long-
standing under-performing route, relative to RT’s service standards.  The proposed changes are
expected to add riders without adding materially to revenue hours.  This should improve
productivity on Route 28, although it is not expected to bring Route 28 fully into compliance.

Approval Requirements – RT policy specifies that any change to a route affecting more than
15 percent of revenue miles constitutes a major service change.  Major service changes require
more extensive public involvement, including notices to riders, Board approval, a public hearing, a
Title VI equity analysis, and potentially an environmental analysis.  The changes proposed to
Route 28 affect 23.6 percent of revenue miles and are therefore a major service change.

Title VI Analysis – A Title VI service change equity analysis was prepared and included with the
materials for public review.  The analysis considered the proposed changes to Route 28 combined
with the planned Blue Line to Cosumnes River College light rail extension, consistent with Federal
guidance.  Alone, the proposed Route 28 changes would confer more benefits to non-minority and
non-low-income populations, but combined with the Blue Line extension, the overall results are
highly favorable for minority and low-income populations.  One of the provisions of the attached
resolution would be an official acceptance and approval of the Title VI findings, as shown in
Exhibit B.

Public Involvement – Attachment 4 provides examples of notices, announcements, and other
outreach efforts made by RT, as well as comments received by staff during the 30-day public
review period. As of the publication deadline for this report, a total of 8 comments have been
received.  Comments received before the comment deadline but after the publication deadline for
this report will be provided at the Board meeting via handout.

Approval Deadline – Tonight’s Board meeting is the last opportunity for the Board to approve any
changes for implementation on April 5, 2015.  Normally, staff would schedule a follow-up meeting
after the close of the comment period to provide time to make any necessary changes to the plan;
however, at the October 27, 2014 Board meeting, staff was instructed to expedite this proposal,
based on the perception that the changes were relatively simple, low-risk, and free of significant
drawbacks, either fiscally or for RT customers. If, after receiving and considering public comment,
there are no significant changes, the Board may act to approve the changes as proposed.  If there
are significant changes, staff would need to return with revised recommendations and postpone
implementation until June or September in 2015.
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Proposed Service Changes

Route(s) Affected: 28
Effective Date: April 5, 2015

fp

Proposed Changes:

Route 28 would be extended from the
Mather Field/Mills light rail station to the
Butterfield light rail station via Folsom
Blvd.

No changes to days, hours of service, or
number of trips.  Start/end times of specific
trips may be subject to change.

Effective date: April 5, 2015

Send questions/comments to:

RT Planning Dept.
P.O. Box 2110

Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

servicechanges@sacrt.com
916-556-0518

Comments must be received by:
Monday, December 8, 2014

at 12:00 p.m.

RT will hold a public hearing on the proposed service changes:

Monday, December 8, 2014 at 6:00 p.m.
RT Auditorium, 1400 29th Street, Sacramento

Accessible by RT Bus Routes 30, 38, 67, 68 and light rail
at the 29th Street light rail station

For more information visit:

www.sacrt.com
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ATTACHMENT 2

LABOR Existing Proposed Change

Service hours per day 17.8 22.4 4.6

Service hours per year 4,521 5,697 1,176

Revenue hours per day 30.4 31.1 0.7

Revenue hours per year 7,722 7,904 182

Operator requirement (FTE) 4 4 0

Operator labor (fully-loaded) 1 $415,834 $415,834 $0

Absence coverage allowance $97,710 $97,710 $0

Overtime allowance 2 $28,241 $28,241 $0

Subtotal - Labor costs $541,784 $541,784 $0

MILEAGE

Revenue miles per day 325.8 383.0 57.2

Revenue miles per year 82,753.2 97,292.2 14,539.0

Total miles per day 457.1 505.4 48.3

Total miles per year 116,103.4 128,371.6 12,268.2

Subtotal - Mileage costs 3 $112,620 $124,520 $11,900

FARE REVENUE

Riders per day (equilibrium) * 270 530 260

Riders per year (equilibrium) * 68,580 134,620 66,040

Riders per year (first year) * 68,580 101,600 33,020

Subtotal - Fare revenue per year (first year) $75,095 $111,252 $36,157

ADA PARATRANSIT

No changes assumed n/a n/a n/a

TOTAL

Gross cost $654,404 $666,304 $11,900

Fare revenue $75,095 $111,252 $36,157

Net cost $579,309 $555,052 -$24,257

1. Source: Fully loaded rates (wage plus fringe) for six months ended 12/31/14 (RT/OMB)
2. Source: FY 2015 operating budget
3. Source: RT Bus Maintenance Dept. (11/7/14)
* Ridership is assumed to ramp up from 270 to an equilibrium of 530 boardings per day over a one-year period.

Prepared 11/11/14 by RT Planning

ROUTE 28 SERVICE CHANGES
FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

PROPOSED FOR APRIL 5, 2015
All figures in current year dollars

I:\PL\Service\2014\Rte28\Route 28 - Master.xls 11/12/2014 2:55 PM



ATTACHMENT 3

STANDARDS

Boardings per revenue hour 20.0

EXISTING ROUTE 28

Boardings per day 270

Revenue hours per day 30.4

Boardings per revenue hour 8.9

Meets standards? No

PROPOSED ROUTE 28

Boardings per day 1 530

Revenue hours per day 2 31.1

Boardings per revenue hour 17.0

Meets standards? No

NEW SERVICE 3

Boardings per day 260

Revenue hours per day 0.7

Boardings per revenue hour 362.8

Meets standards? Yes

1. Ridership forecast based on actual ridership data from 2010 and represents expectations after one year ramp-up.
2. Estimate based on preliminary schedule.
3. The new service would add virtually no revenue hours because running time would be taken from existing break time.

Prepared 11/11/14 by RT Planning

PRODUCTIVITY STATISTICS
ROUTE 28 SERVICE CHANGES

PROPOSED FOR APRIL 5, 2015

I:\PL\Service\2014\Rte28\Route 28 - Master.xls 11/12/2014 9:03 AM
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RT Web Site

Posted November 7, 2014
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RT Monthly Newsletter

November 2014
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Promotional Rack Cards

Distributed November 21, 2014

Rack cards are distributed in all RT vehicles
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A-Frames

November 2014

A-Frames are deployed at major stops and stations
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Rider Alert E-Mail

Sent November 17, 2014

Rider alerts are sent to approximately 1,256 subscribers
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Mobility Advisory Council

Agenda for November 6, 2014
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Public Comments

Received Through December 1, 2014

Due to printing deadlines for the Board packet, comments received
after December 1, 2014 will be provided via handout at the Board meeting

Date
Received

Name Comment RT Response

11/17/14 Michael Evans The proposed changes are a good
idea going back to what was is a good
thing for those of us out here in
Rancho Cordova that remember
when the line was there in the first
place...As RT continues to raise fares
and lower services this is a good start
to getting a plausible mass transit
system the current system is lacking!

God Bless You

scripture;Daniel..12:1

RT has received your
comment regarding the
proposed Route 28 service
changes.  Your name and
comment will be added to the
official record and provided to
RT's Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time
to give us your valuable input.
We appreciate hearing from
our riders.

11/18/14 June Hawkins-
Brown

Good Mroning!

Any additional buses added to our city
is good.

Would love for you to add a Sunday
route to #11 - even if it's the smaller
bus.  Would be really nice.

Thanks!

RT has received your
comment regarding the
proposed Route 28 service
changes.  Your name and
comment will be added to the
official record and provided to
RT's Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time
to give us your valuable input.
We appreciate hearing from
our riders.

11/24/14 Rogenia Banks It is important to start the Route 28
extension because it is not safe for
people to walk between the light rail
stations, especially people with
disabilities.  Having the bus on
Folsom Blvd. will help people travel
between the stations better.

Contacted patron via
telephone and advised that
her comment has been
received and will be added to
the official record and provided
to RT’s Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

11/24/14 Anonymous
woman

This is about Route 28 and the library
and to Butterfield station.  I don’t have
thanks enough for the help. Thanks
for thinking of the people in Rancho
Cordova.

N/A
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11/26/14 Michael F. I ride RT all the time, even before
there was light rail.  I see the
proposed changes; please add the
stop at Bradshaw once again.

N/A

11/28/14 Geneva M. Everybody in the Arden area would
like bus 22 to start running on
weekends and holidays, and until 9 at
night Monday through Saturday.

Contacted patron via
telephone and advised that
her comment has been
received and will be added to
the official record and provided
to RT’s Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

11/28/14 Ms. Russell I live in the Hallmart apartments and
I’m calling to see if we can get the bus
to stop out here so we can have
access to 29th.  I think the bus should
run all the way down Folsom so
people can go to work.

N/A

11/29/14 Sarah Jones I, of course, am in favor of any service
restoration we can get, although I'm
unlikely to be able to take advantage
of this particular modification. What
makes it even worse is that I work at
Butterfield and Folsom, but can't get
to Route 28 early enough to utilize it.
In Carmichael we don't exactly have
convenient or reliable bus service,
after all, especially on the stretch of
Route 25 that only operates every
hour. In any event, any move toward
restoring or expanding service is a
welcome change.

RT has received your
comment regarding the
proposed Route 28 service
changes.  Your name and
comment will be added to the
official record and provided to
RT's Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time
to give us your valuable input.
We appreciate hearing from
our riders.
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Public Comments

Received After December 1, 2014

Date
Received

Name Comment RT Response

12/7/14 Brenda
Thompson

I will be very glad to see a bus go by the
library on Folsom Blvd. I have a car but
do not drive all the time.

RT has received your comment
regarding the proposed Route
28 service changes.  Your name
and comment will be added to
the official record and provided
to RT's Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time to
give us your valuable input.  We
appreciate hearing from our
riders.

12/8/14 Barbara
Hernandez

hi my name is Barbara hernandez,I'm e-
mailing this to you because I am disable
and can't attend the meeting this
evening.
I live in the apartments across the street
from the rancho cordova. I'm in the
middle of light rail stations.Since you
took
bus #28 away, I am forced to walk to
and from the light rail station.People are
tired of me asking for a ride especially
during the summer months.I cannot
afford para transit at $5.00 a ride.This
may  seem like nothing to you, for me
this is not an option. I'm asking you to
please put the bus #28 back on folsom
blvd.this would help not only me but so
many of my neighbors.Thank
you,Barbara

RT has received your comment
regarding the proposed Route
28 service changes.  Your name
and comment will be added to
the official record and provided
to RT's Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time to
give us your valuable input.  We
appreciate hearing from our
riders.

12/8/14 Mary
Maldonado

HI my name is Mary Maldonado, I'm
glad you are considering making the
#28 bus available again. Being disable
will be very
helpful. I live in between light rail
stations, It is a mile to walk to and from.
I have to depend on friend
s and neighbors to help me.I hope that
you will take this into consideration, and
I will be very grateful if this
passes.Thank you Mary

RT has received your comment
regarding the proposed Route
28 service changes.  Your name
and comment will be added to
the official record and provided
to RT's Board of Directors in
writing for consideration.

Thank you for taking the time to
give us your valuable input.  We
appreciate hearing from our
riders.



RESOLUTION NO. 14-12-_____

Adopted by the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional Transit District on this date:

December 8, 2014

APPROVING SERVICE CHANGES TO ROUTE 28 FOR APRIL 5, 2015

WHEREAS, the proposed service changes to Route 28 are considered a major service
change, as defined in Resolution 13-08-0125; and

WHEREAS, a Title VI service change equity analysis has been prepared; and

WHEREAS, the proposed service changes and Title VI service change equity analysis
have been publicized and provided to the public for a 30-day comment period, in accordance with
RT policy on major service changes;

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE SACRAMENTO
REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT AS FOLLOWS:

THAT, the proposed changes are statutorily exempt from the California Environmental
Quality Act, per California Public Resources Code Section 21080(b)(10).

THAT, the service changes set forth in Exhibit A are hereby approved, and the General
Manager/CEO is hereby authorized to implement such changes effective April 5, 2015.

THAT, the Board of Directors has reviewed, is aware of, and approves the Title VI service
change equity analysis set forth in Exhibit B.

THAT, the General Manager/CEO is hereby authorized to file a Notice of Exemption in
substantially the form set out in the attached Exhibit C with the Sacramento County Clerk pursuant
to Section 15062 of the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Section
15062).

A T T E S T:

MICHAEL R. WILEY, Secretary

By:

PHILLIP R. SERNA, Chair

Cindy Brooks, Assistant Secretary
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Proposed Changes:

Route 28 would be extended from the
Mather Field/Mills light rail station to the
Butterfield light rail station via Folsom
Blvd.

No changes to days, hours of service, or
number of trips.  Start/end times of specific
trips may be subject to change.

Effective date: April 5, 2015

Send questions/comments to:

RT Planning Dept.
P.O. Box 2110

Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

servicechanges@sacrt.com
916-556-0518

Comments must be received by:
Monday, December 8, 2014

at 12:00 p.m.

RT will hold a public hearing on the proposed service changes:

Monday, December 8, 2014 at 6:00 p.m.
RT Auditorium, 1400 29th Street, Sacramento

Accessible by RT Bus Routes 30, 38, 67, 68 and light rail
at the 29th Street light rail station

For more information visit:

www.sacrt.com
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Title VI Service Change Equity Analysis of
Service Changes to Route 28

Proposed for April 2015

November 7, 2014
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1. Purpose and Need

Pursuant to RT’s major service change policy and in accordance with federal Title VI
civil rights requirements, the purpose of this analysis is to identify and document any
potential Title VI issues related to potential service changes to RT Bus Route 28,
proposed to take effect on April 5, 2015.1

Federal guidance on Title VI recommends that recipients consider aggregate effects of
multiple service changes.  Therefore, the effects of Route 28 service changes will be
considered in combination with the upcoming service changes on the Blue Line to CRC
light rail extension in September 2015.

2. Project Background

In June 2010, as part of RT’s major 20 percent service reductions, Route 28 was
shortened and service was eliminated on Folsom Boulevard from the Butterfield light rail
station to the Cordova Town Center light rail station.  In January 2014, Route 28 was
extended approximately 1.5  miles from the Cordova Town Center light rail station to the
Mather Field/Mills light rail station.2 In February 2014, RT staff met with library
representatives from the Rancho Cordova library, located at 9845 Folsom Boulevard,
about the possibility of extending Route 28 and additional 2.4 miles to its original
alignment terminal at the Butterfield light rail station on its original Folsom Boulevard
alignment, restoring local bus service to the library.

1 RT’s major service change policy is stated in Resolution No. 13-08-0125.  The Federal Transit
Administration’s (FTA’s) guidance related to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Executive Order
12898 is specified in FTA Circular 4702.1B.
2 This change did not meet RT’s definition of a major service change.
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Prior to June 2010, Route 28 operated on weekdays with hourly headways from 5:18
a.m. to 9:01 p.m., and on Saturdays with hourly headways from 6:10 a.m. to 7:28 p.m.
After the service reductions in June 2010, the route operated only on weekdays with
hourly headways from 5:18 a.m. to 7:22 p.m.

A map and schedule for the current Route 28 is available on Page 6.

3. Title VI Requirements

FTA Circular 4702.1B, Chapter IV, Section 7 requires RT to conduct a Title VI service
equity analysis prior to implementing major service changes.3 RT policy on major
service changes is set forth in Resolution 94-09-2214 and specifies that any change to
an existing bus or light rail route that affects more than 15 percent of daily revenue
miles is considered a major change requiring a public hearing and Board approval.

RT policy provides a 30-day comment period prior to adoption of major service
changes. This document is intended to be part of the package of publicly reviewable
documents made available through RT’s web site and by request.

Maps of the RT service area indicating heavy concentrations of minority and low-income
populations have been provided on Pages 8 and 9.

4. On-Board Surveys

In April 2013, an on-board passenger survey was conducted aboard RT buses and light
rail trains.  Passengers on randomly selected trips on all RT routes completed a self-
administered questionnaire on various rider characteristics.

A total of 78 passengers on Route 28 were surveyed, which amounts to 29 percent of
the route’s 265 average daily boardings.  Valid responses were received for 61
passengers with regard to income and household size, and for 69 passengers with
regard to ethnicity.

5. Minority Ridership on Route 28

FTA defines a minority person as anyone who is American Indian or Alaska Native,
Asian, Black or African American, Hispanic or Latino, or Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander.

RT’s 2013 on-board survey found that 50.7 percent of Route 28 passengers (35 of 69
valid responses) were minority persons. For the overall RT system, 69.0 percent of
passengers were found to be minority persons, according to the same methodology.
Therefore, Route 28 has a lower percent of minority riders than the RT system.

3 FTA Circular 4702.1B requires a service equity analysis prior to implementing major service changes.

EXHIBIT B



3

6. Low-Income Ridership on Route 28

FTA defines a low-income person as a person whose household income is at or below
the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) poverty guidelines.  The
HHS definition varies by year and household size.  For the purpose of this analysis, RT
used HHS poverty guidelines from 2013.  Survey participants were asked their
household size and their household income from a list of ranges. For the purposes of
this survey, the participant’s income is assumed to be the midpoint of the range
selected.4

RT’s 2013 on-board survey found that 29.5 percent of Route 28 passengers (18 of 61
valid responses) were low-income persons.  For the overall RT system, 53.0 percent of
riders were found to be low-income, according to the same methodology. Therefore,
Route 28 has a lower percent of low-income riders than the RT system.

7. Aggregate Impacts

Because Route 28 has a lower percent of minority riders and a lower percent of low-
income riders than the overall RT system, improvements to Route 28 made on a
standalone basis may be negative from a Title VI standpoint.5 FTA guidance, however,
suggests that service changes implemented in similar time frames should be considered
in aggregate rather than on a standalone basis.  For this reason, the proposed changes
to Route 28 have been analyzed in aggregate with the Blue Line to Cosumnes River
College light rail extension planned for September 2015.6 Rider demographics for both
extensions, as well as RT’s existing system, are shown in Figure 1.

4 For example, if a passenger selected a household income range of $25,000 to $35,000, that
passenger’s income was assumed to be $30,000 for the purposes of this analysis.
5 Note that this finding is based on the demographics of existing Route 28 riders. A more detailed
analysis might take into consideration the demographics of new Route 28 riders who would be attracted
by the service improvement and who might have different demographics.  Typically, existing rider
demographics are a reasonable indicator of new rider demographics; however, in the case of an
extension into a new area, the demographics of area residents may be a better indicator of new rider
demographics.  For the particular changes proposed to Route 28, the existing demographics may largely
reflect the demographics of the higher-income, lower-minority Fair Oaks and Orangevale areas, whereas
the proposed extension may tend to attract riders from lower-income, higher-minority areas of Rancho
Cordova along Folsom Boulevard.  This line of inquiry is rendered moot by the fact that the overall
analysis takes into consideration the Blue Line to Cosumnes River College service changes in aggregate
with the proposed Route 28 changes.
6 Note also that the changes proposed to Route 28 were originally planned to be implemented in
September 2015, as part of a larger general service change package.  At the October 27, 2014 Board
meeting, staff was directed to accelerate the timeline for the proposed Route 28 changes.

EXHIBIT B
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Figure 1
Rider Demographics for Selected RT Routes

Percent
Minority

Percent
Low-Income

RT System 69.0% 53.0%

Route 28 Extension 50.7% 29.5%

Blue Line to CRC 81.1% 60.1%

Source: 2013 On-Board Survey

On September 8, 2014, the RT Board approved a Title VI analysis of the Blue Line to
CRC extension, which found that the planned changes would have a positive effect to
both minority and low-income populations.  When the proposed changes to Route 28
are considered in aggregate with the planned Blue Line extension, the net result is an
overall benefit to both minority and low-income populations.

Figure 2 shows that in aggregate, 78.1 percent of the new service (measured in
revenue miles) would benefit minority riders and 57.1 percent of the new service would
benefit low-income riders.  This compares favorably to the baseline, i.e., 69.0 percent
minority and 53.0 percent low-income use of the RT system. Therefore, in aggregate,
the proposed new service would improve the level of service to both minority and low-
income populations.

8. Conclusion

This analysis finds that in aggregate, the changes proposed for Route 28 combined with
the planned Blue Line extension would not cause any disparate impacts to minority
populations nor would it cause any disproportionate burdens on low-income
populations.  The Service Change Equity Analysis worksheet provided on page 8
includes a summary of key statistics.

EXHIBIT B
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Figure 2
Estimated Ridership Demographics for Proposed Service Changes

Blue Line
to CRC

Route 28
Extension Total

a. Net increase in annual revenue miles operated 180,551 19,507 200,058

Minority Impacts

b. Percent minority riders, per surveys 81.10% 50.70% -

c. New revenue miles benefiting minority riders (a * b) 146,427 9,890 156,317

d. New revenue miles benefiting non-minority riders (a - c) 34,124 9,617 43,741

e. Total new revenue miles (c + d = a) 180,551 19,507 200,058

f. Percent of new revenue miles benefiting minority riders (c / e) - - 78.14%

Low-Income Impacts

g. Percent low-income riders, per surveys 60.10% 29.50% -

h. New revenue miles benefiting low-income riders (a * g) 108,511 5,755 114,266

i. New revenue miles benefiting non-low-income riders (a - h) 72,040 13,753 85,792

j. Total new revenue miles (h + i = a) 180,551 19,507 200,058

k. Percent of new revenue miles benefiting low-income riders (h / j) - - 57.12%

Source: 2013 On-Board Survey.  Compare to 69.0 percent minority and 53.0 percent low-income ridership on the existing
RT system.

EXHIBIT B
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Figure 3
Existing Route 28 Map and Schedule

EXHIBIT B
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Figure 4
Proposed Extension of Route 28

Route 28 service would be extended from Mather Field/Mills light rail station to Butterfield light rail
station via Folsom Blvd.  The days and times of service would be unchanged, i.e., service would remain
hourly Monday through Friday from approximately 5:15 a.m. to 7:38 p.m.

EXHIBIT B
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Figure 5

EXHIBIT B
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Figure 6

EXHIBIT B
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Service and Fare Change Policies
Service Change Equity Analysis

Project Title: Service Changes – April and September 2015

Description: Improvements to Route 28 and Blue Line to CRC extension

CURRENT SYSTEM STATISTICS

RT Average Weekday Ridership: ___________91,114____________
Bus and Light Rail

Minority Ridership: ___________62,869____________ __69.0__ % (A1)

Low-Income Ridership: ___________48,290____________    __53.0__ % (B1)
Household income less than $30,000

Data Source for Demographics: _____2013 On-Board Survey_____
Ex: 2010 On-Board Survey

SERVICE CHANGE IMPACTS

Data Source for Demographics: _____2013 On-Board Survey_____
Ex: 2010 On-Board Survey
(should match above)

Net Revenue Miles: All Riders: __________200,058____________
Annualized

Minority: __________156,317____________ __78.1__ % (A2)

Low-Income: __________114,266____________ __57.1__ % (B2)

Disparate Impact:  Yes Is there an adverse disparity between A1 and A2 exceeding
 No RT’s 15 percent threshold of statistical significance?

If yes, then the change may be implemented only if (1) a substantial legitimate
justification has been prepared in written form and (2) there are no alternatives
that would have a less disparate impact on minority riders but would still
accomplish RT’s legitimate program goals.

Disproportionate Burden:  Yes Is there an adverse disparity between B1 and B2 exceeding
 No RT’s 15 percent threshold of statistical significance?

If yes, then RT must take steps to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts where
practicable and must also describe alternatives available to low-income
passengers affected.

Prepared by: ______________________________ ________________
Analyst Date

Reviewed by: ______________________________ ________________
Senior Staff Date
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CEQA: California Environmental Quality ActNotice of Exemption EXHIBIT C
To: □ Office of Planning and Research

1400 Tenth Street, Room 121
Sacramento, CA 95814

□ County Clerk_____________________________

County of Sacramento

From: (Public Agency) Sacramento Regional Transit District

PO Box 2110, Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

600 8th Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Project Title: Transit Service Changes to SRTD Bus Route 28

Project Location - Specific: Folsom Blvd. from Butterfield Way to Mather Field Road in the City of Rancho Cordova and

in unincorporated Sacramento County

Project Location - City: Rancho Cordova____________ Project Location - County: Sacramento

Description of Nature, Purpose, and Beneficiaries of Project:
Extends a city bus route 2.4 miles to provide additional service to residents and visitors.__________________________________

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Sacramento Regional Transit District

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Sacramento Regional Transit District

Exempt Status: (check one)

□ Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268);

□ Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a));

□ Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c));

□ Categorical Exemption. State type and section number:

□ Statutory Exemptions. State code number: California Public Resources Code Section 21080(b)10.____________________

Reasons why project is exempt: This project is a restoration of transit service which operates on a street/corridor that is____

currently in use for vehicular traffic; therefore, it is exempt from CEQA review per the PRC Section 21080(b)10

Lead Agency
Contact Person: James Drake, Service Planner Area Code/Telephone/Extension: (916) 556-0505______________

If filed by applicant:
1. Attach certified document of exemption finding.
2. Has a Notice of Exemption been filed by the public agency approving the project? □ Yes □ No

Signature: Date: Title:
□ Signed by Lead Agency

□ Signed by Applicant

Date received for filing at OPR:

Revised October 1989
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